Technical and Bibliographic Notes / Notes techniques et bibliographiques

The Institute has attempted to obtain the best original copy
available for scanning. Features of this copy which may be
bibliographically unique, which may alter any of the images
in the reproduction, or which may significantly change the
usual method of scanning are checked below.

Coloured covers /
Couverture de couleur

Covers damaged /
Couverture endommagée

Covers restored and/or laminated /
Couverture restaurée et/ou pelliculée

Cover title missing /
Le titre de couverture manque

Coloured maps /
Cartes géographiques en couleur

Coloured ink (i.e. other than blue or black) /
Encre de couleur (i.e. autre que bleue ou noire)

Coloured plates and/or illustrations /
Planches et/ou illustrations en couleur

Bound with other material /
Relié avec d’autres documents

Only edition available /
Seule édition disponible

Tight binding may cause shadows or distortion
along interior margin / La reliure serrée peut
causer de 'ombre ou de la distorsion le long de la
marge intérieure.

Commentaires supplémentaires:

L'Institut a numérisé le meilleur exemplaire qu'il lui a été
possible de se procurer. Les détails de cet exemplaire qui
sont peut-étre uniques du point de vue bibliographique, qui
peuvent modifier une image reproduite, ou qui peuvent
exiger une modification dans la méthode normale de
numeérisation sont indiqués ci-dessous.

Coloured pages / Pages de couleur

Pages damaged / Pages endommagées

Pages restored and/or laminated /
Pages restaurées et/ou pelliculées

Pages discoloured, stained or foxed/
Pages décolorées, tachetées ou piquées

Pages detached / Pages détachées

v Showthrough / Transparence

Quality of print varies /

Qualité inégale de I'impression

Includes supplementary materials /

Comprend du matériel supplémentaire

Blank leaves added during restorations may

Additional comments / Various pagings.

appear within the text. Whenever possible, these
have been omitted from scanning / Il se peut que
certaines pages blanches ajoutées lors d'une
restauration apparaissent dans le texte, mais,
lorsque cela était possible, ces pages n'ont pas
été numeérisées.

Page 364 is incorrectly numbered page 64.



TH |

DEBATES

—OF—

SENAT!

1)

—QOF THE—

DOMINION OF CANADA,

1882.

REPORTED, EDITED AND PUBLISHED

A. & GEO. C. HOLLAND,

OTTAWA.

(1]

FOURTH SESSION—FOURTH PARLIAMENT.

OTTAWA :
PRINTED BY A. S. WOODBURN, ELGIN STREET.
1882.



THE DEBATES

SENATE or CANADA

FOURTH SESSION OF THE FOURTH PARLIAMENT OF THE DOMINION OF
CANADA, APPOINTED TO MEET FOR THE DESPATCH OF BUSINESS
ori FEBRUARY, 1882, IN THE FORTY-FIFTH YEAR OF THE REIGN OF

HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, Feb. oth r882.

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

NEW SENATORS.

Tue SPEAKER presented to the
House, a Return from the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery, setting forth that His
Excellency the Governor General had
summoned to the Senate,—

Tuomas McKay, Esq., of Colchester,
Nova Scotia ;

ALEXANDER W. OGILVIE, Esq., of the

City of Montreal, for the Alma Division
Quebec ; ’ ’

JAMES SkEaD, Esq., of the Ci -
tawa, Ontario ; 1 of the City of Ot

DoNALD McINNEs, E: .
Ontario,—and » £5q., of Hamilton,

THOMAS ROBERT McINNES E
New Westminster, British Colu’mbij:.jl v o

The following members were then in-
troduced, and having taken the oath pre-
scribed by law, took their seats —

HoN. JaMES Skeap H
Hon. A, W, OcILviE ;
Hon. T. McKay ;

Hoxn. D. Mclnxgs, (Hamilton,)

The House
pleasure.

1

was then adjourned during

THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE

At 3 p.m., His EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR
GENERAL proceeded n state to the Senate Cham-
ber, and took His Seat upon the Throne. The
Members of the Senate being assembled, His Ex-
cellency was pleased to command the attendance
of the House of Commons, and that House being
present, His EXCELLENCY was pleased to open
the FOUrRTH SESSION of the FOURTH PARLIA-
MENT OF THE DOMINION OF CANADA, with the
following Speech : — :

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

The hope I expressed at the close of the last
session, that on the re-assembling of Parliament
we should be able to congratulate ourselves on a
season of peace and prosperity has been fully
realized.

Canada has been favored with a year of great
prosperity.

Her farmers have enjoyed a plentiful harvest
and remunerative prices.

Her manufacturing and other industries have
been and continue to be developed under favorable
auspices.

Her trade and commerce have been steadily
increasing, and peace and order prevail within
her horders.

For these various blessings we cannot be suffi-
ciently thankful to the Giver of all good things.

The Chief Magistrate of the United States has
been cut off by the hand of an assassin, and it is
fitting that the sorrow of our people for a loss
which was not that of our friends and neighbours

alone, should be here adverted to as another in-

stance of the sympathy which unites in brother-
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hood the British Empire and the American
Republic,

During the recess I had the pleasure of visiting
the I'rovince of Manitoba, and of traversing the
extensive prairies of the North West, and from
personal examination can sincerely congratulate
Canada on the possession of so magnificent and
fertile a 1egion to be inhabited, I trust, in the
course of years, by millions of thriving and con-
tented subjects of Her Majesty.

The immigrants have not confined themselves
to Manitoba or its vicinity, but are scattered over
the country westward to the base of the Rocky
Mountains, and from the international bLoundary
to the banks of the northern Saskatchewan, It
is, therefore. thought that the time has come for
the division of the Territories into four or more
Provisional Districts with an appropriate nomen-
clature. This subject will be submitted for your
consideration.

During my journey I was met by numerous
Indian tribes, all expressing confidence in the
continuance of the traditional policy of kindness
and justice which has hitherto governed the
relations between the Government and the
Aborigines.

I regret, however, to say that the necessity of
supplementing the food supply of the Indians still
exists and is likely to continue for some years.

Every exertion has been made to settle the In-
dian Bands on Reserves, and to induce them to
betake themselves to the raising of cattle and
cultivating the soil.

These efforts have met with a fair measure of
success, but we can only expect by a long continu-
ance of patient firmness to induce these children
of the Prairie and the Forest to abandon their
nomadic habits, Decome self-supporting, and ulti-
mately add to the industrial wealth of the country.

The influx of a white population has greatly in-
creased the danger of collision between the settler
and Red man, and in my opinion renders an aug-
mentation of the Mounted Police a matter of
urgency. Your sanction to this increase will be
sought. .

The second report of the Commission appointed
to investigate the existing system of the Civil
Service will be laid before you, and a measure on
the subject submitted for your consideration.

The decennial Census having been taken last
year, the duty of reconsidering and readjusting the
representation in the House of Commons is im-
posed upon you. A measure for the purpose will
De laid before you,

[SENATE.]

the Throne.

Several other measures of importance wlll be
submitted to you. Among them will be Bills for
the winding up of Insolvent Banks, Insurance -
Companies and Trading Corporations ; for the
consolidation and amendment of the Laws res-
pecting the Dominion Lands ; for the amend-
ment of the Acts relating to the Supreme Court of
Canada, and Bills relating to the tenure of office
of the Judges of County Courts, and to Fugitive
Offenders within the Empire ; and your attention
will be called to the present anomalous position
of the Vice-Admiralty jurisdiction.

The work of construction on that portion of the
Canadian Pacific Railway between Prince Arthur’s
Landing and Winnipeg is being pressed to com-
pletion, and it is confidently expected that in July
next, railway communication will be established
between those places. The section between Rat
Portage and Winnipeg, one hundred and thirty-
five miles in length, has been completed and
transferred under the terms of the contract, to the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, by whom it is
now operated. Considerable progresshas been made
on the Eastern Section, commencing at Callander
Station, and the vigorous prosecution of the work
on that portion of the line during the present
year provided for.

In British Columbia the work upon the section
between Savona’s Ferryand Emory’s Bar is being
carried on, with every prospect of its completion
within the time specified in the contract, and the
line from the latter place to Port Moody which
has been carefully located during the past season
is now being placed under contract with a view to
its completion at the same date as the section from
Savona’s Ferry to Emory’s Bar,

Upon the sections to be constructed by the Rail-
way Company, the work has been most energeti-
cally carried forward. During the past summer
the road has been graded for the distance of two
hundred and eighteen miles, and of this, one
hundred and sixty-one miles are open for traffic.

The Company have, in addition, graded eighty=
nine miles of branch lines.

I am pleased to be able to state that the traffic
on the Intercolonial Railway has largely increased,
and that this line was during the last fiscal year,
for the first time in its history, worked withoui
loss to the country.

The works on the Welland Canal were so far
advanced that the waters of Lake Erie were
introduced for its supply in June last, and in Sep.
tember the new portion of the Canal between
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Allanburg and Port Dalhousie was opened for
traffic.
) You will be pleased to know that a monthly
line of steamers which has been subsidized under
the authaity of Parliament, is now plying between
the Dominion and Brazil with good hopes of a
mutually profitable trade,
) Tl}e I.{eport of a2 Royal Commission issued to
fnqlure mto the question of factory labour, and
into the best means of promoting the comfort and
w?ll-being of the workingman and his family,
without undue interference with the development
of our manufacturing industries, will be laid before
you, and T invite your earnest consideration of this
report.,

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

The Accounts of the last year will be laid before
you. It will be satisfactory to you to find that
the t.expenditure has been less and the revenue
cons'xderably more than the Estimates of last year,
le:mng. a surplus of over four millions of dollars.
g,opomon of this sum has been used in the reduc-

n of the public debt by the redemption of
matured debentures bearing six per cent. interest
and .the remainder applied to the payment fo;
pubhc.works, chargeable to capital account, The
necessity of issuing the Debenture Loan authorized
by Parliament for those purposes has therefore
been obviated.

Thf: Estimates of the ensuing year will also he
submitted, and will, I trust, be found to have been

fr.amed with due regard to economy and the effi-
ciency of the public service,

Hmra&le Gentlemen of the Senate :

Gentlemen of the House of Commeons :
) I now invite your attention to the several sub-
Jects mentioned and to the general business which
will come before you, with full confidence in your

?.blllty and patriotic desire to forward the best
tnterests of the country.

BILL INTRODUCED.

How. Sir ALEX, CAMPBELL intro-

duced a Bill intituled “An Act relating to
allways,”

The Bill was read a first time.
THE ADDRESS.
MOTION.

halHON. SR ALEX, CAMPBELL moved

th t the House_do take into consideration
the speech of His Excellency the Governor-
General to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

4
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COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES.
MOTION.

Hox. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved,
and it was ordered,

That all the members present during this
Session be appointed a Committee to consider the
orders and customs of this House and Privileges of
Parliament, and that the said Committee have
leave to meet in this FHouse, when and as often as
they please.

The Senate adjourned at
Thirty minutes after
Four p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, Feb. roth, 1882.

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o’clock.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.

THE ADDRESS.
MOTION.

The Order of the Day having been
called for the consideration of His Ex-
cellency’s Speech on the opening of the
session,

Hon. Mx. McINNES (Hamilton), said:

The duty has been assigned to me as
a new member of this Honorable House,
in accordance with long parliamentary
usage to move the Address in response to
the Speech from the Throne.

The unexampled prosperity of the
country makes it a pleasant and an easy
duty.

While prosperity, peace and content-
ment reign within our borders, the
great nation to the south of us, which
is also prosperous beyond precedent, has
been afflicted with a great loss in the
assassination of its Chief Magistrate,
Probably thereis no crime recorded in
history which has called forth more_uni-
versally the execration as well as sympa-
thies of the whole civilized world. Our
Queen, holding her sceptre with a wider
sway than any monarch ever had or pos-
sessed, laid, as it were with her own
hands, a touching tribute on the coffin of
the murdered President, as a sister in
bereavement with his mourning widow.
Such an expression of sympathy embodies
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the feelings of the whole people of which
she is the head, and has shewn the
American nation that we are at one with
them in their great calamity.

The undivided interests of the country,
agriculture, manufactures and commerce,
are in the highest state of prosperity.
Agriculture must form the basis of that
prosperity, but among a versatile, intelli-
gent and industrious population like ours,
something more, honorable though it is,
is needed in order fully to employ our
population. Manufactures and commerce
are essential elements in our progress,
and it is the duty of those to whom is
entrusted the shaping of our policy to
legislate for such industries as will fiirnish
employment to our own people and to
such as may be induced by such indus-
tries to come amongst us, to whom it is
obviously to our interest to tender a cor-
dial welcome as well as a helping hand.
The lesson which has been taught us by
the United States in respect to the advan-
tages which have accrued to that country
by the immense influx of emigration from
all parts of the world must not be lost.
All Canadian statesmen and leaders of
. public opinion, without respect to party,
should strike hands in the furtherance of
this one great object of peopling our im-
mense domains.

The Government has steadily pursued
a course which is calculated to build up
this great territory so fortunately acquired
by us in the North West, the resources of
which can even now be scarcely grasped
by the imagination.

The contract for building the Pacific
Railway, although it has been subjected
to the severest scrutiny and the most
searching criticism, has commended itself
to the public mind.  The progress of the
work, as set forth in the Speech from the
Throne, far exceeds the promises made by
those who have undertaken it.  All por-
tions of the work are proceeded with in a
manner that leaves no reasonable doubt
that it will be brought to completion
much within the time stipulated. The
results to flow from the completion of this
gigantic undertaking cannot be easily ex-
aggerated.

The information, in respect to the re-
sources of the country traversed by our
great transcontinental highway, although
as yet imperfect, is sufficient to shew that
in this vast territory to be opened up,

Hon. MR, McInNEs (Hamilton).

[SENATE.)

Address.

Canada possesses wealth beyond compu-
tation, and our people are to be congratu-
lated that the problem of developing that
wealth is now made clear.

Canada is deeply indebted to His Ex-
cellency the Governor-General for having
undertaken an extended journey over
those vast regions ; a journey attended
with many difficulties and extending over
a large portion of the uninhabited south-
erly territory lying between the Red River
and the Rocky Mountains. The valuable
information thus gained by his practical
experience and made public by him in
his eloquent speeches on both sides of the
Atlantic has largely increased public atten-
tion which had already been drawn to
these regions, and cannot fail to be of
great service in the promotion of emigra-
tion,

The land subsidy granted to the Rail-
way, without which all that vast terrritory
would be of no practical value, is estima-
ted at one-tenth of the productive area
and it must be borne in mind that this
subsidy consists of alternate sections and
that the lands retained by the Government
must be benefited in equal proportions
with those which are granted in this
subsidy and must, therefore, be intrinsical-
ly a source of vast revenues to the Do-
minion, and form a sound basis for the
payment of our public debt, while in the
near future it is conceded that we shall
derive from excise and customs duties
from its population a sum which will pro-
vide the interest and sinking fund of the
cash subsidy.

It is most gratifying to think that the
just and merciful policy which has always
characterized the dealings of the Govern-
ment with the Indian tribes within our
borders, and which was also a marked
charactcristic of the Hudson Bay Com-.
pany, has borne its fruits in the confidence
which these helpless people have felt and
continue to repose in our dealings with
and treatment of them. Perhaps it may
be too much to hope that their nomadic
habits can be so far changed as to recon-
cile them to a permanent residence and to
agricultural pursuits, but if this shall prove
to be impossible it will not be because of
want of effort in that direction on the part
of those who aie entrusted with the res-
ponsibility of dealing with this interesting
race.

It is a wise policy, in view of the con-
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stantly increasing complexity of the rela-
tions between the settlers and the abori-
ginal inhabitants, that every precaution
should be taken for the protection of both.

The country will not therefore hesitate to
sanction such measures as ma

, y be deemed
necessary to secure that result. The in-
crease of the Mounted Police Force which
has [hitherto performed a most arduous
T)?rgxce mua manner that is worthy of all
alse, will m i 1 v
PE the’countr;et with the cordial approval
While the progress made in the West
has been so rapid, great strides have been
made by the older Provinces in the devel-
opment of industries within their limits.
(,apltalz which is slow to respond to
enterprise, having met with severe dis-
couragement during a period of great
depression; has gradually been brought to
the aid of these industries and greatly
extended them, giving profitable employ-
ment to thousands of our artisans who
were forced to expatriate
under the less favorable condi
had previously prevailed, Capital so em-
ployed has been fairly remunerative, with-
out adding to the cost of the- manufactured
product. A judicious and well-considered
Lariff, the practical effect of which has not
©€N 1o Increase the price to the consumer
Or to Injure the revenue, has given a steady
market within our own borders, and
secured to the country the advanta’ges of
steady and continuous employment to our
people, and has been largely advantageous
;gilt&erggrxigltural producer, who cannot
ety ap his share of the general pros-
" éi:&?’ng the most cheering evidences of
e Stez;gcmg brosperity of this country is
T y lmcreflse of business on the
for a0 onia lew_ay. Although it was
tenanceng gme cox}mdered_thag the main-
he s buz:r(; Operation of this railway would
i €N on our revenue, it is most
the‘re ory to leayn that they are met by
hoor tC}flpts, and it is only reasonable to
he clei ! at there will soon be an excess ot
o l? fs over expenditure. These results
1; aX for themselves and are an evidence
of the ability and economy with which the
roz}(‘i 1S managed.
" he growing importance of the trade
of the Dominion may be inferred by the
Information which we have before us, that
a line of steamers has been established to
Ply between Dominion ports and ports of

t.hemselves
tions which
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the Brazilian Empire, from which we may
hope for valuable results, and that the
liberality of Parliament in granting a sub-
sidy to the line will be fully rewarded.

A Commission to enquire into the needs
and condition of the Civil Service was
appointed several months ago. 1 was
honored by being selected as its Chair-
man, and with the zealous and efficient
aid of the gentlemen who were associated
with me—to whom I beg to express in this
public manner my sincerest thanks—an
exhaustive investigation, extending over a
considerable time, was made, the results
of which have been embodied in reports
which have been presented to the Govern-
ment. It is gratifying that a measure will
be submitted to Parliament in connection
therewith,

Although not immediately within the
province of this honorable House, before
concluding my remarks I cannot refrain
from saying that I notice with the greatest
pleasure that the results of the fiscal policy
inaugurated in the first session of this
Parhament, have exceeded the most san-
guine expectations in producing a large
surplus of revenue amounting to over
$4,000,000, which has been judiciously
applied to the reduction of the public
debt by the redemption of matured deben-
tures bearing 6 per cent.,,and the payment
of public works chargeable to capital
account—that therefore the necessity for
issuing the loan authorized by Parliament
has been obviated.

I now proceed to the duty of moving :—

That the following Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General to offer the
respectful thanks of this House to His Excellency
for the gracious Speech he has- been pleased to
make to both Houses of Parliament : namely—

To His Excellency the Right Honorable Sir
JoHN DovcLAS SUTHERLAND CAMPBELL (come
monly called the Marquis of Lorne), Knight of
the Most Ancient and Most Noble Order of the
Thistle, Knight Grand Cross of the Most distin-
guished Order of Saint Michael and Saint George,
Governor General of Canada, and Vice-Admiral
of the same, etc., etc.

MAY IT PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY &

We, Her Majesty’s dutiful and loyal subjects,
the Senate of Canada, in Parliament assembled,
respectfully thank Your Excellency for your grae
cious Speech at the opening of this Session.
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We feel with Your Excellency that the hope you
expressed at the close of the last Session, that on
the re-assembling of Parliament we should be able
to congratulate ourselves on a season of peace and
prosperity, has been fully realized :

Canada has been favored with a year of great
prosperity :

Her farmers have enjoyed a plentiful harvest
and remunerative prices :

Her manufacturing and other industries have
been and continue to be developed under favorable
auspices :

Her trade and commerce have been steadily
increasing, and peace and order prevail within her
borders :

And for these various blessings we cannot be
sufficiently thankful to the Giver of all good things.

The Chief Magistrate of the United States
having been cut off by the hand of an assassin,
we feel that it is fitting that the sorrow of our
people for a loss which was not that of our friends
and neighbors alone, should be adverted to by
Your Excellency as another instance of the sym-
pathy which unites in brotherhood the British
Empire and the American Republic.

We learn with great satisfaction that during the
recess Your Excellency had the pleasure of visit-
ing the Province of Manitoba, and of traversing
the extensive prairies of the North-West, and is
able, from personal examination, sincerely to con-
gratulate Canada on the possession of so magni-
ficent and fertile a region, to be inhabited, we trust,
in the course of years, by millions of thriving and
contented subjects of Her Majesty.

We recognize the fact that the immigrants have
not confined themselves to Manitoba or its vicinity,
but are scattered over the country westward to the
base of the Rocky Mountains, and from the inter-
national boundary to the banks of the Northern
Saskatchewan ; we agree with Your Excellency
in thinking that the time has come for the division
of the Territories into four or more Provisional
Districts, with an appropriate nomenclature, and
that this subject, when submitted to us by Your
Excellency, will receive our attentive consid.
eration.

We are pleased to learn from Your Excellency
that during your journey you were met by numer-
ous Indian tribes, all expressing confidence in the
continuance of the traditional policy of kindness
fmd justice which has hitherto governed the rela-
tions between the Government and the Aborigines,
:while we share Your Excellency’s regret that the
necessity of supplementing the food supply of the

HoN, MRr. McINNEs (Hamilton).

[SENATE.)
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Indians still exists and is likely to continue for
some years.

We are happy to know that every exertion has
been made tosettle the Indian Bands on Reserves,
and to induce them to betake themselves to the
raising of cattle and cultivating the soil, and that
these efforts have met with a fair measure of suc-
cess ; but we are aware that we can only expect by
a long continuance of patient firmness to induce
these children of the Prairie and the Forest to
abandon their nomadic habits, become self-sup-
porting, and ultimately add to the industrial
wealth of the country, and that the influx of a
white population has greatly increased the danger
of collison between the settler and the Red man ;
we observe that Your Excellency is of opinion,
that an augmentation of the Mounted Police has
been rendered a matter of urgency, and our atten-
tion shall be given to the sanction of such increase
as Your Excellency may think it necessary to
seek.

We learn with much satisfaction that the second
report of the Commission appointed to investigate
the existing system of the Civil Service will be
laid before us ; and any measure on the subject
submitted to us shall receive our willing consid-
eration,

We are aware that the decennial Census having
been tdken last year, the duty of reconsidering
and readjusting the representation in the House of
Commons is imposed upon us, and we will care-
fully consider any measure for the purpose which
may be laid before us.

We learn with much interest that several other
measures of importance will be submitted to us,
and that among them will be Bills for the winding
up of Insolvent Banks, Insurance Companies and
Trading Corporations, for the consolidation and
amendment of the Laws respecting the Dominion
Lands, for the amendment of the Acts relating to
the Supreme Court of Canada, and Bills relating
to the tenure of office of the Judges of County
Courts, and to Fugitive Offenders within the
Empire ; and that our attention will be called to
the present anomalous position of the Vice-Admi-
ralty jurisdiction ; and all these measures, when
submitted, shall receive our best attention.

That we receive with much satisfaction the in-
formation which Your Excellency has afforded us
respecting the Canadian Pacific Railway, and are
glad to know,—

That the work of construction on that portion
of the said railway between Prince Arthur’s Land-
ing and Winnipeg is being pressed to completion,
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and 1hfxt it is confidently expected that in July
next railway communication will be established
between those places ; that the section between
Ra;.t Portage and Winnipeg, onc hundred and
thirty-five miles in length, has been completed
and transferred under the terms of the contract to
fhe. Canadian Pacific Railway Company, by whom
it is now operated ; that considerable progress 4
Flas been made on the eastern section, commenc-
Ing at Callander Station, and that the vigorous
pbrosecution of the work on that portion of the

line during the present year has been provided
for :

That in British Columbia the work
§ection between Savona’s Ferry and Emory’s Bar
is being carried on, with every prospect of its
completion within the time specified in the con
tract, and that the line from the latter place to
iPortt lI:Ioody, Wwhich has been carefully located dur-
c‘;itraectp:v»s‘tthseas?n, Is now being placed under
e thelse::' v1e:v to 1‘ts com,plefion at the same
Bar - lon from Savona’s Ferry to Emory’s
Ra';l‘:,a: upon the sections to be constructed by the

tiway Company, the work has been most ener-
getically carried forward. That during the past
Z?T:‘:;, Lh; road has b.een graded for the distance
o ndred and eighteen miles, and that of

1S, one hundred and sixty-one miles are com-
Pleted and open for traffic :

And that the company have, in addition
graded eighty-nine miles of branch lines, ’

We share the Pleasure expressed by Y
cellency in being able to state that the tr
the Intercolonia] Railway has largely in
and that this line was during the last fisc
for the first time in its history,
loss to the country, ’

We are

upon the

our Ex-
affic on
creased,
al year,
worked without

glad to learn that the works on the
:l\::llilvl:tie Can?l were t}}en so far advanced that
sty inrsJ of Lake Erie were introduce | for its
Pk ponionunfe last, and that in September the
n ° the Canal between Allanburg and
o\r‘t, Dalhousie wag opened for traffic,
) ‘:ez::e p::;ased to know that a monthly line of
. w; Pch .has been subsidized under the
b ¥ of Parliament, is now plying between
minion and Brazil with good hopes of a
munymlly profitable trade,
I\)’Ve shall read with great interest the Report of
a \oy‘u'd Commission issued to inquire into the
q;xestlon 0.f factory labor, and into the best means
0l promoting the comfort and well-being of the

;::rkmgn?an and his family, without undue inter-
ence with the development of our manufactur-
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ing industries, which Your Excellency is pleased
to say will be laid before us, and shall give it our
most earnest consideration.

Your Excellency may rest assured that we shall
give our best attention to the several subjects men-
tioned by you, and to the general business which
will come before us, and that we thank Your Ex-
cellency for the expression of your full confidence
in our patriotic desire and our ability to forward
the best interests of the country,

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—I believe that
the duty has devolved upon me of second-
ing the Address. I certainly, on this oc-
casion, would have much preferred to have
heard some person else do it, who could
discharge the duty with more ability. The
subject has been gone over, however, so
well by the hon. mover of the Address
that there is but little left for me to say.

The country during the last year or two
has been visited with marked prosperity :
the farmers from one end of the country
to the other have been blessed with large
crops and very good prices. I probably
know a little more about the industrial
portion of the great centres of population
in Canada, and I think there are but very
few people who live in Canada that have
taken any notice of what has been going
on during the last two or three years who
will not be more than surprised, if they
take the trouble to enquire, at the great
strides that have been made during the
last four years in our manufactures, and
not only in a few things that not long ago
it was supposed we could make in Canada,
butinmanybranches. Itisbut a short time
since almost the whole of us who live here
supposed there were only three or four
articles which it would be possible for us
to manufacture here ; to-day we are manu-
facturing a very large portion of what we
require, from the coarsest fabrics to the
very finest. We are manufacturing the
finest silks and cottons, I believe, that are
produced anywhere in the world, and
manufacturing establishments are continu-
ing to increase every day. In iron the
progress is quite as marked, and the very
best proof that we have of it is that not
only in our large cities but in our small
villages wherever you can find waterpower,
and even where water power does not
exist and steam is used, you can find
hardly any man out work : at least there

are no idlers going about, the same as we
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had a few years ago. That is the best
proof we can have of the success of the
existing policy, and we would fain hope
that in a few years we will be able to look
to Canada as one of the great manufac-
turing as well as the greatest wheat pro-
ducing country in the world.

The great and fatal disaster which hap-
pened to the President of the neighboring
republic has been alluded to in this
Speech from the Throne, and although
nothing could possibly be more sad than
it was, there is generally some good arising
from the worst possible ills of life that can
happen, and if any good has come out of
this calamity I truly and sincerely believe
that it is this—that it has consolidated and
increased very much the deep feeling of
respect and love that the two countries
always had for each other, and that they
have now grown more than ever to each
other. The very deep regret and sympa-
thy that was expressed in Montreal, which
I know more about than other cities, I
know was most marked. From the wealth-
iest citizen to the poorest person, the
evidences of sorrow were universal and
the regret was as deep as it possibly could
have been on the other side of the line.
I know that we all felt very proud when
we heard of the expressions of feeling from
Her most gracious Majesty the Queen.

The next point of importance is the
allusion to Manitoba and the North West
Territory, and it may seem egotistical for
me to say so but I think there are few
people in the country who thoroughly ap-
preciate the great wealth we have in that
vast territory. I was one of the first that
went out there to visit it, and I have had
a good deal to do with it ever since, and
for the last thirty years I have been over
the western prairies of the United States a
good deal, and I know I speak of it advis-
edly when I say we have by far the most
extensive and by far the richest wheat
fields in the world. The Government of
the country is certainly to be highly con-
gratulated upon the progress which the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company is
making at present, because you can hardly
speak about the North-west Territories
without including them. I know that in
Manitoba especially there were very hard
things said, and very hard thoughts enter-
tained about the Pacific Railway contract
a year ago, as well as in the older Provin-
ces of Canada; but I know as well to-day
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that the feeling has changed so much that
a large majority of the thinking men of
Manitoba as well as the North-west are
delighted with the work that has been
done by the Canadian Pacific Syndicate.
Not only are they doing all that they have
agreedtodo, buttheyare doingandare going
to do a great deal more in opening up the
North-west.  After all, if our lands are to
be worth anything out there, it is simply
by having roads opened through them, for
they are practically valueless until we have
railways, and we will not be very much
older until we have a railway to the foot
of the Rocky Mountains, to the Bow
River country, and then we will have
lateral branches from that in every direc-
tion. I have heard it very often said that
we are going to ruin the older Provinces
by sending the best of our population to
the North-west. T think that is a mistake,
and that while we shall have a great many
of our people moving to those territories,
on the other hand we shall have an equally
large number of wealthy immigrants com-
ing from the old country who will be glad
to settle in the older Provinces. But
whether I am right or wrong I am one who
believes thoroughly, and have always believ-
edthat you cannot do good to one portion
of Canada without helping the whole of it.

As to the surplus that was spoken of a
few moments ago, we are certainly all very
proud of it, and I think that is only a be-
ginning of what is to come. That it will
increase if the same policy be carried out,
I have not the slightest doubt. When
thousands of people go into the North-
west they will certainly add to our revenue
just as much as if they came into the east.

Thanking you kindly for having listened
so patiently to my remarks, I beg to sec-
ond the motion.

Hon. MRr. SCOTT—I am sorry that 1
was not present when the hon. senator
from Hamilton (Mr. McInnes) addressed
the House. I was deprived of an opportu-
nity of hearing his observations and com-
ments on the first few paragraphs of the
address. 1am glad to congratulate the
hon. senator from Montreal (Mr. Ogilvie)
as well as the hon. senator from Hamil-
ton, on their appointment to this House.
It is always gratifying when these appoint-
ments are made, that they should be made
from amongst a class of men who in some
degree may be regarded as representative
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In their respective localities. Both hon.
gentlemen are largely connected with the
manufacturing and industrial interests of
the country. ~Coming from commercial
and manufacturing centres, the one in
Ontario the other in Quebec, it is to be
presumed that they bring to this Chamber
a knowledge of the trade and industry of
:};v f:ou;\try thia.lt will in the future be of
-Ivice to us all.  Whether we ma T
with them in their conclusions or yn;‘tg ?S3
apart from the question ; they will at all
events from their standpoint be enabled
to discuss intelligently those important
topics,

With the first few paragraphs of the
Address having reference to our improved
trade and the development of our wealth
LandI am sure this House, cordially
concur.  The Government, or the gentle-
g}e;ll iW};g Placed this speech in the mouth
discrese E xcellency, have very wisely and
—— y abstained from attributing this
nagx ralerpent to any other cause than the
o t<})1ne of the growth of the country
give cgo rd'e llast year. They very properly
NN 1al thanks to a kind Providence
o l:/mfg v.o.ug:hsafe(.i to us the sunshine
ot e ertilizing rains that have more
. gﬁ)_than any other cause contributed
O the improved condition of our affairs—
good Crops consecutively from year to year
on this side of the Atlantic, and bad crops
on the other have stimulated the trade of
the country. If we examine the cargoes
of hthe ships that sail from our ports to the
?}l; er side of the Atlantic it will be found
ofa(t': they consist not of the manufactures
varioanada but of its grain and beef and
gk us food products which they carry to
o ‘Sﬁopée on the other side of the Atlan-
Excello ave been less fortunate, and His

X imency s advisers very properly ascribe
the blé)l‘f?ved condlt_xon of the country to

Ssing of Providence.

b t(})lme few comments have been made
by ; mover and seconder as to the great
; }fne ts which flow to this country from
¢ Manufacturing interests. It was but
Natural that those gentlemen, coming as
they do from cities which are in some

€gree manufacturing centres, and who
have €en In common with a portion of
the residents of those cities, benefited
by the National Policy, should presume
to speak for the whole of Canada although
the facts to which they give utterance

should be confined to the respective areas
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from which they come. Inmy judgment,
and I think if the subject is to be dis-
cussed, as it probably may be, in this
Chamber, the figures and statistics will
prove that a very small percentage of the
people of Canada have shared in the ben-
efits which have flowed from the tariff
adopted by the Government a few years
ago. The sugar refining interest, the
woolen and one or two other manufactur-
ing industries that might be named have
no doubt immensely increased in value.
Their stocks have gone up from a few
cents in the dollar to very considerably
above par, and the gentlemen who hold
those stocks, therefore, speak very highly
and feelingly of the advantages those laws
from which they derive such benefits ;
but I doubt if those who have to pay the
increased cost of revenue in this country
fully share in the views that they have
given utterance to.

The paragraph in the Address in which
reference is made to the terrible and shock-
ing act which deprived the United States
of its chief magistrate on the second of July
last, comes in very properly in the Speech
from the Throne. It is but right that we
should express on this occasion our deep
sympathy with the people of the United
States on the great loss that that country
has sustained by the death of its President
by the bullet of the assassin. As hasbeen
very properly observed by the hon. senator
from Montreal, (Mr. Ogilvie) good some-
times arises from causes that we all regret,
and I have no doubt that the kindly
feeling, the deep sympathy, the mournful
expressions over the open grave of Pres-
ident Garfield, will long be remembered
by the people of both countries, and though
statesmen may have their views as to the
Clayton-Bulwer treaty and the Monroe
doctrine, the great English speaking popu-
lation of Great Britain and the United
States will be slow to forget the inter-
change of sympathy which took place over
the body of Garfield when it was commit-
ted to its last resting place. The act of
Her Majesty Queen Victoria in placing
on that coffin a wreath, was felt by the
people of the whole British Empire as a
proper act, and one that was typical of the
feelings of those whom Her Majesty
represents.

The next paragraph is an equally
pleasing one, in which His Excellency
adverts to the visit which he himself
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made to the North West Territories
of this country in the past summer.
His Excellency undertook the very
arduous duty of seeing for himself
whether that great fertile plain lying
to the north-west of the older provinces
of Canada really merited the extraordinary
representations that were made concerning
it by the persons who had visited it, and
had described it as being such a wheat
producing and grain producing country.
His Excellency has given us the benefit
of his observations in a speech which he
delivered on his return from the trip, in
Winnipeg, in September or October last.
The effect of His Excellency’s observations
given to the public in the manner in
which they were, has no doubt had an
excellent influence on the future of this
country. We know that emigration agents
are always suspected ; they speak from an
interested stand-point ; they are anxiousto
shew the Government of the country
that they have been zealous, and that their
efforts are attended with good results. Con-
sequently their utterances are always re-
garded with a good deal of suspicion ; but
the testimony of His Excellency the Gov-
ernor General, given in the disinterested
manner that it has, will no doubt redound
to the very great benefit of the Dominion.
We have seen that his speech was taken
up by the London Z%¥mes, and other
journals that rarely had a good word to
say for Canada on former occasions, and
which did not hesitate to recommend the
United States as a more favorable field for
emigration as compared with Canada, and
that they seconded the views of His Excel-
lency, and began to point out, though late,
that there was a vast area on this continent
where the British people at all events might
find a more congenial home than by set-
tling in the neighboring republic. There-
fore I think the thanks of the country
are due to His Excellency for the trouble
he has taken in visiting that country, and
traveling over 8,000 miles, and publishing
to the world his own convictions, and the
deductions he was enabled to draw of its
fertility, and its adaptability for settlement.
In reference to what was said as to the
Indian policy, I am one of those who
have always recognized the fact that
we have not done as much
for the Indians as we might. It is
quite true that it is a considerable burden
on the revenues of this country to pay so
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large a sum every year as the result of our
various treaties with the Indian tribes, but
even from a financial point of view, it is
more economical than if we had not treat-
ed them liberally. Our policy as com-
pared with that of the United States, apart
from the financial aspect of it, is the hu-
mane one. This vast country at one time
belonged to the Indian tribes. It is quite
true that various explorers took possession
of portions of it in the names of their re-
spective sovereigns, but it was really the
country of those Indian tribes, and the
true policy has been that pursued by the
British people in fairly satisfying the In-
dians at all events for the land they sur-
rendered. The amount we give to the
various tribes is comparatively, small, and
it is diminishing every year in the older
Provinces. Unfortunately contact with
the white race has not always tended to
the improvement of the red man, and the
readiness with which whiskey can be ob-
tained, is destroying the Indian tribes.
The policy adopted a few years ago, and
which I hope will be perpetuated in the
North-West, will I believe, tend to elevate
the red man and afford an opportunity to
see whether he can be brought up to the
plane of the other residents of the country.
I myself have very little doubt that if we
only persevere in the policy which has
been inaugurated, of keeping spirituous
liquors out of the great North-West, that
it will be attended with success. I trust
that in the Bill which my hon. friends
promise, to divide up that country into
several provisional territories, the regula-
lations as to the sale of spirituous liquors
will be preserved. I should have very
much greater faith in the future of that
country, if the principles on which we have
already acted with reference to the keep-
ing out of stimulants will be continued to
be observed.

Reference has been made to the census
of last year, and the probable re-distribu-
tion of  the territorial boun-
daries of the constituencies of the
House of Commons. I assume, as we
have not a note of congratulation, that the
Government are unable to say that the
population of Canada has increased during
the last ten years as rapidly as one would
have hoped it would ; otherwise, no doubt
we would be treated to the usual congrat-
ulatory phrase—that Canada had made
great progress.
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. We_are promised measures, very proper
In their way, and which no doubt will
be useful legislation when placed on our
statute books. I notice we are also to
have a con§o}idation of the laws relating
to the Dominion Lands ; this is, I think,
In four years the third we are to have with
reference to the Dominion Lands. It
seems exceedingly difficult to get those

North-West lands on th v
b Wes on the plane we should

How. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—Tt is
a large subject.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentle-
man says it is a large subject : the Domi-
mon Lands Acts were consolidated before
and largely amended last session.

d Reference has been made to the Cana-
1an Pacific Railway and the progress in

construction that js going on. Well, it is

Not a matter of syrpri ] i
R l V.
facilitics. that e prise with the singular

€ Government of the da

?}Tge Cg:iven to the Company which control)?:
large nadian Pacific Railway, and the
disg a{ﬂount of money which is at their
in ptohsa » and with the Government build-
thg € expensive portions of the line for
€M—It is not to be wondered at that
brogress has been made. They get a
very large subsxdy: They are enabled to
lget a large portion of the value of the
ands ; they are enabled to discount
t'2_5,o.oo,ooo on_ the lands. No doubt
lSd.lS a small amount that the lands will
w?ll l}slcounte(_i for, in the next 25 years we
o ave this $25,000,000 paid off and
and another $25,000,000 issued. It does
e thxe'e}luu-e a very prophetic spirit to see
o éltfure that those lands will be dis-
stoen g l rom time to time as may suit the
o olders of the Company, and with
won‘:iaSt Sum at their disposal it is not to be
o ered at that they are enabled to
bus on the work so rapidly. They are
l‘emlconﬁned in their operations appa-
of thy to the North-West. We hear
o em also in the older Provinces of
thaén'&cla to the eastward. I notice that
ond fvemment.prop.o.se that the western
en Po the road in British Columbia down
! ort Moody shall be built now within
our years. The Onderdonk contract of last
year was limited to five years. We were
.told when the Pacific Railway Bill was
under discussion, that the road in British
Columbia would probably not be finished
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for ten years. That was the limit given
for its completion, and it was assumed
that that was to be a very expensive part
of the work—that when completed it was
not to be remunerative, and one justifica-
tion for the large subsidy was that the line
was to be kept open where it would not
pay. It seems rather singular if those
representations were corrcct, that the road
in British Columbia has to be finished in
half the time. If it was to be a losing
speculation, no doubt the time for its
completion would be extended to the full
term of ten years; but the people of
Canada are to be called upon to pay for
its completion in five years to suit some-
body.

We are told that the Intercolonial Rail-
way has paid expenses. We are all very
much pleased, no doubt, to learn that
fact. The tariff of the Intercolonial Rail-
way has been a reasonable one: we have
had no complaints at all as to its being
oppressive. I should like to see a com-
parison between the tariff of the Interco-
lonial Railway and the tariff of the
Canadian Pacific Railway. Some inquisi-
tive person a few days ago, I am told, was
comparing the freight rates of the two
lines, and it is said (I do not vouch for it,
because I do not know anything about it
myself) that the Canadian Pacific Railway
tariff was only about 400 per cent. larger
than the tariff of the Intercolonial Rail-
why. I should like to ask my friends from
the Maritime Provinces if they would like
to have this road transferred to a syndi-
cate, and the tariff put up to such rates as
would make them believe they had a white
elephant in the country. If we could
run the Intercolonial Railway profitably
(a very much more expensive road to run
than the Canadian Pacific Railway, and
with less prospects of traffic than the
Pacific Railway,) why could not we run the
Canadian Pacific Railway? I do not
think my friends from the Maritime
Provinces would be disposed to see that
road pass into the hands of any company.

We are told also that a monthly line of
steamers between the Dominion and
Brazil has commenced running. 1 believe
a vessel has passed once or twice between
the ports of the two countries. Whether
it will be a success or not remains to be
seen. I have no doubt that under a
more moderate tariff it would; but I
understand that the duty on the goods
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imported by the last trip of the steamer
amounted to some $19.000. That would
go a long way to balance the subsidy
which the country gives it, and in my
judgment it very seriously obstructs trade
between the two countries.

Another subject adverted to is that of
factory labor. It is no doubt a very im-
portant one, and it is proper that at this
early period we should consider whether
the children, those whose growth has not
matured, are confined in factories unduly
to seriously affect their health. A very
large proportion of the inmates of those
factories are women and children. If 1
am wrong hon. gentlemen will correct
me, but I believe that in some of them
half the employes are women and chil-
dren. If that is a fact, it is very impor-
tant that they be not subject to extreme
hours, and that the surroundings are such
as do not aflect their health as has been
the case in some other countries. But I
notice here with what tenderness His Ex-
cellency’s advisers have thought proper to
advert to this subject. We are told that
measures will be considered “ for the best
means of promoting the comfort and well
being of the workingman and his family,
without undue interference with the
development of our manufacturing indus-
tries.” One would infer from this that
there was a little timidity in the expres-
sions of sympathy with the women and
children therein implied, if it was to un-
duly interfere with the profits of the
manufacturer.

The next paragraph adverts to the sur-
plus of $4,000,000. Well, I suppose if
the tariff had been alittle higher we might
have made it $5,000,000. It was simply a
question of taxing the imports of the
country. My hon. friends who speak so
enthustastically of that surplus, more espe-
cially the hon. senator from Montreal
(Mr. Ogilvie), seem to think it was in some
way due to the fiscal policy of the country.
Now, in my judgment, it was due to the
increased purchasing power of the people
of Canada. It was due, no doubt, to the
large importations with a high tariff, and
to no other cause. he products of this
country, the grain, the flour, beef and
other farm produce, had been sclling at
good prices to the United States and to
Europe ; our lumber had gone up enor-
mously in the last two years, probably
fifty per cent. ; the demand was greater
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than the supply. That has brought back
immense wealth to this country. Hon
gentlemen cannot say that that branch of
industry has been in any way helped or
fostered by the National Policy ; on the
contrary it has been injured, because
people have had to pay more for their
supplies. The condition of affairs which
I have described has been one of the
causes of the great prosperity of this coun-
try. The ability of the United States to
take our lumber at higher figures than
they were able to pay in former years, and
the prices which prevailed for agricultural
products enabled our people to buy abroad,
andthe imports beingheavilytaxed, the con-
sequence is : we have $4,000,000 of a sur-
plus. The mere fact of putting up a tariff
could not have the effect of stimulating
trade. We know that in the United
States the high tariff did not prevent terri-
ble depression, that although it was the
same as it is to-day it did not stimulate
importation. The imports of the United
States during the last four years have more
than doubled. Any one who will con-
sult the returns will see that the
imports of 1881 were double those of
1876, and the effect is to give that country
a surplus of $126,000,000. In some months
the surplus amounted to between $ 13,000,-
ooo and $14,000,000. Taking the popu-
lation and the other circumstances into
consideration, that is a very much larger
proportion than the tariff of Canada has
yielded. The United States has had a
wonderful era of prosperity in the last
three years, and the consequence is they
have bought largely and exported largely,
and they are rapidly paying off their
national debt. If the Government, while
adverting to this subject, had coupled with
it the statement that they proposed to re-
move those duties which press unduly on
the people of this country, there would
have been some cause for rejoicing. If
the people of the Maritime Provinces were
told that they were to get their flour and
grain and other food supplies without
having to pay a heavy duty I think it
would be a cause for congratulation. If
the people of Ontario were told that they
were to have the coal tax removed there
would be some reason for rejoicing.
Whether the members of the Government
propose to remove those obnoxious taxes,
we cannot at the present moment foretell,

T have no other observations to make at
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the present moment. No doubt the topics
adverted to in the Speech from the Throne
will be up for discussion at other periods
of the session when, with the reports and
other information before us, they can be
discussed to greater advantage,

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER—It is a
considerable time since 1 have had the pri-
vilege of adressing this honorable House,
and therefore T hope that I may claim
your kind indulgence for a very short
period.

I desire first to express the feeling,
which I am sure is shared by every mem-
ber both in this branch of the Legislature
and in the House of Commons, and not
only by both branches of the Legislature
but by the country, a feeling of deep sor-
row and regret that Her Royal Highness
the Princess Louise has not recovered en-
tirely from the effects of that untoward
accident. It would have been most grati-
fying to the people of this Dominion to
have seen one of the Queen’s daughters
again in our midst, distinguished always
as she was for doing good; a noble
example to society, devoting much of her
time to visiting the charitable and educa-
tional institutions of the country ; a noble
example in regard to her simplicity of
dress, tending in every way to cultivate
in the country a love of the true, the good
and the beautiful—one calculated in every
way to elevate the tone of society.

I now desire to proceed to the consider-
ation of the Address, and to express how
deeply gratified I was, and I am sure the
whole House has been, at the manner in
which the mover and seconder of thg Ad-
dress have discharged their duties.
They have displayed an ability which
assures us that we have in them very valu-
able additions to our numbers. With
regard to the Speech from the Throne,
there can be no doubt that Canada has
en,oyed a year of very great prosperity. I
am not going to enter into the arguments of
myhon. friend the leader of the Opposition.
The causes of the great prosperity which
the country is enjoying are very well under-
stood, not only by the commercial men of
the Dominion, but by every intelligent
man. It is particularly gratifying to know
that we have such a large surplus, and I
am sure the people of the country will be
pleased to know, as our Minister of
Finance is, that the Government have ap-
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plied a large portion of the surplus to the
reduction of the national debt ; because
our people feel that with the example set
by the United States government, which
ought to be followed by the whole world,
in reducing their debt, it is very desirable
that we should not increase our indebted-
ness ; and it is gratifying to learn that the
remaining portion of the surplus will be
devoted to expenditure for our public
works.

I think that there is but one feeling in
the country, that our Pacific Railway is in
very able hands. There can be no doubt
that since these gentlemenhave undertaken
that work nothing has been wanting on
their part. They have prosecuted the
work with vigor and there is no reason
why we should doubt, while there is every
reason to believe, that they will go on
faithfully and carry out their part of the
agreement. But it remains to be seen
whether we are not pursuing that stupen-
dous work too rapidly. The future will
show that to the inhabitants of this country.

The Speech from the Throne mentions
certain measures which are to be brought
up for our consideration, including one
for the winding up of insolvent banks, but
I have to state at this particular moment
that we want legislation of another charac-
ter, namely to check fraud on the part of
bank directors who have brought about
such insolvencies. 1 may observe here
that our criminal law is framed with very
great care to prevent all ordinary cases of
fraud and crime. The poor who are
guilty of ordinary cases of crime are dis-
posed of, no doubt, entirely in the
interests of property, but there is a
feeling amongst the business men of the
country, and amongst a large portion of
our industrial classes, who have invested
their money in bank stocks, that there is
urgent necessity for Parliament to consider
this important matter, and to devise such
stringent laws with regard to bank direc-
tors as will prevent disasters which may
befall a large part of our people. What
have we seen in the past? We have seen
men of high position who happened to be
in financial difficulties finding their way
into certain bank boards. There has
been, in one or two cases, an amount of
fraud committed from time to time which
we cannot well understand the Govern-
ment of the country overlooking,
which we cannot well understand the
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shareholders over-looking, because the
amount of suffering which has been caused
by it no language can express. Some of
those men have gone into our bank
boards as the highwayman goes into the
private residence. We find on bank
boards men of fine character: we find that
in one or two instances men occupying
good positions, at the head of bible socie-
ties, at the head of our religious societies,
at the head of religious institutions, play-
ing that game with great success, with
wonderful skill and science. They obtain-
ed from their high position, and from their
religious character, the proxies of widows
and orphans who naturally had entire
confidence in men making such pro-
fessions ; they obtained the proxies until
they secured control and swept the capi-
tal away, and suddenly we find widows
and orphans, old ministers and elderly
men, who had invested all their means in
bank stocks, rendered penniless. Itisa
blot on the history of Canada. 1 was
myself a bank director and I have had a
large experience and I repeat it is a blot
on the history of this country. If those
bank directors to whom I refer could fol-
low the people who have been rendered
destitute, to the asylums, hospitals, and
their impoverished homes, they would
derive less pleasure and feel less pride in
the money that has been obtained by
such means. I knew an old gentlemen
of 63 who sustained such serious loss in
this way, that knowing his children would
be deprived of food and clothing and
education, his heart was broken and he
sank into his grave in six months, leaving
his family penniless. A gentleman re-
marked to me to-day, really with a great
deal of force, at the breakfast table in the
Russell House, that he thought that this
would not be stopped until we hanga
bank director every year ; that would be
a warning to people, who, because they
have high social positions, and drive out
with their horses and carriages, think they
can with impunity bring about those dis-
asters. There was a public rumor some
time ago—1I saw it in one of the papers—
that one individual had been the cause of
half the capital of a bank being lost ; that
he went into a board and remained there

twelve months, during which time half the

capital of the bank was lost. It went into
the pockets of his associates, and the bank
failed.

HoN. MR. ALEXANDER.
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Hon. MR. SMITH~—Was that in this
country ?

Hon. Mr.
this country.

Hon. MRr. SMITH—1I never heard of
it before.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER—I desire
to make a few remarks with regard to the
Senate. I think it behoves us, as sena-
tors, to discuss the position of the Senate,
to discuss its vocation and how it can be
rendered what the people of this country
would desire it to be. Most intelligent
men hold that a second Chamber is indis-
pensable, but a second Chamber to be
satisfactory to the people of this country
must not be a partisan body ; it must be
what it was intended by the framers of
the Confederation Act to be—a high judi-
cial body, like the Supreme Court of the
country and the judges of the land.
Whom do we represent? We represent
nobody. We are the nominees of the
first Minister of the Government of the
day—we are the representatives of the
two parties. Those hon. gentlemen who
are nominated to-day, are the nominees
of the present Government, but we may
have another Government in power in a
few years hence, which will appoint sena-
tors, and they will represent another Gov-
ernment. The way to raise the Senate is
strictly to avoid all partizanship. We
should act as a judicial body, and if bills
which we do not approve of come from
the present Government, no matter whether
we are Conservatives or Reformers we
should accept or reject those bills as en-

ALEXANBDER—Yes in

lightened gentlemen, and no men in Can-

ada have more education and experience
than the members of this hon. House.
I am a Conservative, but no partizan, and
I hope I never will be partizan. I regard
a partizan Senator, who uses his position
for his own selfish purposes, as a most ig-
noble member of the House. A member
of the Senate who uses his position as a
stepping-stone to his own advantage—that
he may get office—reflects ‘no credit on
this body. Many of the hon. gentlemen
who are here to-day never looked for
office, and would not take any office the
Government could give them. Three-
fourths, or a larger number, would not
take any office, and why should their re-
putations suffer by the selfishness of those
who could use their positions for selfish
purposes ? I do not believe that any mem-
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ber of this House

should i .
pamphlets to influe Issue partizan

1 nce elections ;
believe that any member of th’isI I(}I(:)gg;
should act as chairman of a partizan ban-
quet for selfish purposes. It is time that
glee spoktle freely on this subject, because
the ?:op 1;3 could not elect a body such as
e n embers of this House are, for intel-
dgs‘ ce and experience, and we ought to
est'“e to raise the Senate in the public
¢ Imation, so that the people will love and
dg)nor this body. I think the Senate must
1splay greater activity, it must not permit
:g)y Governnpent, I do not care what
G 2:vaelt')nment It may be, to treat us as we
ablee ; I::en treated. Tt is simply discredit-
bl Et"t we shoul.d remain without any
o fi ore us until 36 hours previous to
o th‘el Hof the Session. What an insult
brons, ouse, _the}t measures should be
ught to us within 48 hours of the end

ggr:&;pstes:ioéﬂhlt is treating us with
» and shewin,
care what beco g that they do not

. mes of the Senate—it is
f::::én& t:;?t they do not care what use is
cate et Is body, and that they do not
With the € Senate gets into bad repute
ity or country, [ desire the opportu-
A Isa)g.ng—you will pardon me for it
-t bet' ink the Senate has allowed it-
x O be Insulted in regard to the discon-
nuance of the publication of its debates
.am perfectly certain that before a fort:
night is over the members of the House
one and all, will find the present method
?}?os(e;tlsfac_tory. I 'was not aware of the me-
o kuntll T'asked two or three days ago.
now, as has often been stated, that the

press of the country we are spe;xding so
r&ugh money on in attending to the House
ommons, and publishing the debates

of that Chamber

h » that they could not
afford to b y no
not afforq ro . 1CPOTters here. They can.

¥ telegraph operators, the

(C?}:\al:glt) afford to give their columns to twg
o EI'S,land It 1s necessary—and no
debaty could be better spent—to have the
o es of this House placed before the
gf thc’ In the same manner as the debates
tish: e House of Commons. If the pub-
C't!ng of the debates in the Ottawa
d1zen was not sufficient, let us go to
g;_eater €Xpense: the people would be glad
:r .the €xpense if they only knew what we
163 &lcltually doing. Those gentlemen who
.€d the House to do away with the report-
Ing, said to us, “depend upon the press.”
ell, we have had a little experience of
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that. Perhaps it may occur again when an
independent-member of this House does
his duty honestly and fearlessly, he will be
called names of the most unwarrantable
character, and a leading organat Toronto
will be inspired, to slander him and
call him all manner of names: when he
is trying to do his duty he is held up to
public opprobrium simply through the in-
stigation of one or two unworthy members
here. I thank the House for its indulgence
on this occasion.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I do not
intend to offer any remarks on the ques-
tion now before the House. I believe
the resolutions which have been moved
speak forthemselves,and from the speeches
to which we have listened it is apparent
that there can be no opposition to them.
for my part I do not sece on what ground -
they could be opposed. - They are based
on facts, and we can only congratulate
ourselves on the general prosperity of the
country. I do not propose. therefore, to
trespass upon the time of the House fur-
ther than to enter my protest that the
Government have done nothing during
the last twelve months towards rendering
justice to the French minority in this
House. As I stated during the first Ses-
sion of this Parliament, I contend that it
is not merely a question of justice, but a
question of constitutional right. Viewing
the matter in that light, I feel it my duty
to protest against the course which the
Government are pursuing on this subject.
I will merely add to my former remarks
on this point, that I am sorry the hon.
Minister of Justice, in his reply to my
observations last year, thought fit to state
that the Premier could not avoid continuing
to treat the French minority of this
House with injustice, because the repre-
sentatives from Quebec in another place
required him to give the full representa-
tion of that Province in the Government
to the lower House. I am in a position
to contradict that statement, and to say
that so far from the representatives of the
people in the other House being in favor
of continuing this injustice and pursuing
this unconstitutional course, they think it
would be but right to give the French-
speaking element in this House a repre-
sentative in the Government. I was sur-
prised at thestatement of thehon.gentleman
last year, and with some of my friends



16 The
took the first opportunity of ascertaining
whether that statement was correct or not,
and it is probable that an occasion will
occur during the Session to furnish proof
that the statement which I have made to
the House to-day is true. But 1 go fur-
ther and say the members of the other
House have no right, even if they desired
to do so, to force the Government to per-
petrate an injustice, or to act in an uncon-
stitutional manner. 1 hope that another
twelve months will not be allowed to pass
without something being done in the direc-
tion I have indicated, and if the Govern-
ment should fail to do justice to so
respectable a portion of the community,
that the people will themselves take the
matter in their own hands and demand an
explanation from the Government of the
reasons why they trample upon the rights
of the minority in this manner. 1 do not
wish to detain the House, but I feel it my
duty to enter my protest against the course
which the Government persists in pursu-
ing on this important question,

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL
hoped that the House would at all
events continue the debate until six o clock
if they could not conclude it to-day. He
was glad to be able to promise that
there would be a change in the prac-
tise which had obtained with regard to the
introduction of bills in the Upper House.
He had in his hands six or seven bills
which he proposed to introduce the mo-
ment the debate was concluded.

HoN. MrR. READ hoped that the de-
bate would be adjourned in order that
members who had only arrived to-day and
others who were on their way to the Cap-
ital might have an opportunity to partici-
pate in it. (Cries of *go on.”)

Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—I cannot
but feel some regret that it has been
deemed expedient by the majority in this
House to press the motion. I think the
precedent we have had on former occa-
. sions should be followed this afternoon.
However, as it has been decided to con-
tinue the debate, I will endeavor to make
a few remarks upon the subject before
the House.

I observe that the Speech from the
Throne commences with some very gen-
eral sweeping statements. We are told by
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His Excellency that “Canada has been
favored with a year of prosperity. Her
farmers have enjoyed a plentiful harvest
and remunerative prices.” Now these are
sweeping statements. It seems to have
been forgotten by those who placed this
language in the mouth of the Governor
General that Canada is a country covering
a very wide region. It has been some-
times the boast of Canadians that their
territory is washed by the Atlantic and
Pacific. It is, therefore, not by any
means unnatural to conclude that a great
variety of climate, soil and circumstances
exists between these broad areas. Now it
may be perfectly true that in the western
regions of Canada,, in Ontario, and per-
haps also in many parts of Quebec, the
season has been a very favorable one for
agriculturists and that the crops which
have been garnered have been very large
and of a very fine quality, but the
Government appear to have forgotten
that they have some Maritime Prov
inces whose climate differs materially
from that of Ontario. = Unhappily in
the Maritime Provinces the summer
was not a genial one by any means.
The early part of it conduced toa vigorous
growth, but in the latter part of it, when
sun and heat were required to mature the
crops there was gloom, and the conse-
quence was the hay crop which is one of
the most important in the Maritime Pro-
vinces was very much deteriorated in
quality. Although at one time it had
every appearance of being superior to any -
that had been seen for years before the
continuous gloom in the end made it com-
paratively worthless, and the same cause
also conduced to injure the cereals. In
the province with which I am connected
wheat was a failure and the oats and barley
were not so good a crop as we had been
accustomed to harvest in some seasons.
It is true that the Province from which I
come is only a small one ; nevertheless, it
is a province of the Dominion, and was
at one time an independent colony, and
the people of that Province like to feel
assured when a general statement is made
in a speech from the Throne like this that
if unfortunately there should be an excep-
tion in their case it should be noticed.
People, who have labored hard and had
very poor returns for their work, do not
like to have it said in quarters which
should be better informed that they have



' The

enjoyed a most prosperous season. - I
think it is necessary to make these
remarks, because I am well aware of the
%qt that the hay crop and the harvest of
: a:'lll;::mEg;‘?é.d Island last year were very
. occupy a position myself this year
which enables me to speakyon this p):)int
with some confidence. I have been 2
commussioner of the provincial exhibition,
and I am aware that the samples of grain
were not by any means as good as is usu-
ally the case. In former years we sent
samples to Paris, Philadelphia, Montreal
and St. John, which were scarcely to be
excelled in any part of the Dominion. I
think I may say with confidence that there
Was very little grain exhibited in those
Places very much superior to that grown
In Prince Edward Island. Whether it
may be from the industry of our farmers
for that I think is very generally recog-
hized by those who have been acquainted
:Vlt our country) or from whatsoever cause,
] (;1 Samples were remarkably good at St.
Onn, Montreal and other places at which
€y were exhibited. The crops of roots
: S0, from which a large portion of our
1 a:lth used to be derived, were defective
o hyea.r. Probably the same causes
vh ecal affected the “hay crop and the
g ls; th~also. affected them, and al-
inel g o : price of potatoes was .e‘xceed-
bg Y high, we were not in a position to
erllefjt largely by that rise.
. Itis Stated in a paragraph that our
e!::tzz.nufactumgg and other industries have
hee and continue to be developed under
o;able auspices.” I daresay that para-
81:1? May commend itself to those who
oliec‘;g mF ;he beneﬁtls of the l{‘latllonal
. r my part I rejoice when I see
fns:xt:}fl's}led' in‘ Canada. Jany. branch of
o acturing industry which is supported
o §,0Wn merits, but when I know. that
€ Manufacturing industries of Canada
whatever prosperity they enjoy, whether it
o Jouch or little, is due to protective
futles and the exclusion of competition
Tom other countries, I must take exception
to the general character of this remark.
N I quite agree with the propriety which
as led the Minister to introduce into the
Speech from the Governor-General at the
opening of Parliament, the subject of the
loss of the Chief Magistrate of the United
States. 1 think it is a subject which may
most properly be enlarged upon by the

3
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Chief Magistrate of the Dominion, but it
is one on which as a private individual,
although I may feel as strongly on the
subject as any one, I do not feel it neces-
sary to dwell. I regret the loss of
President Garfield, the more so because I
believe he was a thoroughly patriotic man,
but the subject is better left in the hands
of His Excellency and the Government.
But when we come to the paragraphs
in the Speech from the Throne which
refer to the North-West, one feels at once
that the Governor General is then speak-
ing his own experience, and the experience
of a gentleman who has made a journey
under the best opportunities for observing,
and whese natural intelligence led him
also to make correct observations. There-
fore, whatever opinions are expressed by
him, we naturally look to them with the
greatest respect and confidence. I only
hopemyselfthatthe expectationswhich have
been entertained by most classes of this
community with regard to the North-West
will be speedily realized. There is not
a doubt that Canada, after the great vicis-
situdes she has gone through, requires
now the assistance of the piece of good
fortune which it is anticipated has fallen
to her lot in possessing these North-West
Territories. But there may be one or two
points connected with the administration
of affairs which may be very properly
touched upan by members of this House.
I think that one great source of prosperity
is to be found in opening up good and
cheap means of communication through-
out that Territory. Without that it is
not possible that you can offer very great
attraction to immigrants. Another is
that your land regulations should be well
considered. It 1s undesirable, in my
judgment, that land regulations should be
subject to frequent changes. A libe-
ral policy should be adopted for pro-
moting immigration, and having been
adopted, it should not be modified
except for adequate cause. I think,
speaking of the subject of immigration
from Europe to the North-West, that no
great fears need be entertained as to the
expenditure for that purpose ; because it
must be perfectly obvious, and the fact is
recognized in the United States and else-
where, that an adult immigrant arriving on
the shores of this continent, whether in
Canada or the United States, is a valuable
addition to the wealth of the community
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to which he joins himself. In the United
States I think an adult male has been
valued at something like $1,200 the day
he landed ip New York or elsewhere, and
nodoubt an adult male or female immigrant
is worth as much to Canada. Any expendi-
ture, therefore, which is made in inducing
immigration and promoting the arrival of
a good class of immigrants is an expendi-
ture well made.

His Excellency alludes to the Indian
population of the country.  Of course it
is very gratifying to be assured that the
Indians are sensible of the good treatment
received from the Canadian Government.
It is also cheering to know from His Ex-
cellency’s Speech and other sources that
the efforts which have been made to in-
duce them to adopt agricultural pursuits
has met with a fair measure of success;
but I think there is one thing essentially
necessary before you can induce the Indian
to devote his energies to agricultural pur-
suits—you must give him a personal in-
terest in the soil that he cultivates. The
general title must be broken up, and in-
dividual titles must be substituted. It is
to be supposed, to a certain extent at
all events, that the same intelligence
regulates the Indian’s action which regu-
lates the action of civilized man. He
labors on a piece of land and obviously
improves its capacity for supporting
human life and its marketable value,
and he feels that the land to which he has
contributed that value should be his ex-
clusive property, and I think the sooner
individual titles are granted to the Indians
the sooner will they embark their energies
in agricultural pursuits. Of course there
will always be individuals in the Indian
tribes whose habits are indolent, but it is
not improbable that employment can be
found congenial to their disposition.
There seems to be a large amount of car-
riage necessary in the United States, and
I believe it has been the experience of
that country that the Indians have been
induced largely to undertake the carriage
of stores required by the Government, I
think it probable that Indians who will
not work farms will undertake other kinds
of work for the Government or individ-
uals. It is perhaps rather unfortunate
that it should have been found necessary
immediately after the reference to the
North-West and Indian questions
in the Speech to  have re-

HoN, MR, HAYTHORNE.
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ferred to the proposed increase
of the North-West Mounted Po-

lice. 1 believe it is a very desirable and
necessary thing to do, but I doubt very
much whether it is judicious, or whether
it will have a tendency to induce European
emigrants to join us. Hon. gentlemen
will easily understand that the population
of Europe have a great horror of being
brought face to face with the Red man.
They have an idea that he is still the fero-
cious and dangerous savage that is describ-
ed in Cooper’s novels. Perhaps he is if left
without control, and I quite admit the
necessity of increasing the North-West
Mounted Police. That force, excellent as
it is and useful as it has been, is still too
small for the service it will have to perform.
I quite concur in the advisability of in-
creasing it, but I doubt the advisability of
introducing a clause to that effect in the
Speech in the midst of the paragraphs re-
lating to the North-West affairs, because
it is certain that this speech is even now
in the hands of Europeans, Englishmen
and others contemplating emigration to
the North-West, and they will see with
some regret, perhaps, and some apprehen-
sion that there is a fear of incursions of
the Red man, and females and children
may be frightened almost out of coming
to a country where this Indian danger
exists. It would have been perhaps wise
on the patt of the Government to have
omitted that paragraph altogether or to
have mentioned it in some other portion
of the Speech.

Reference is made in the Speech to
several measures which, it is said, will be
brought before the House, and the gen-
tleman who preceded me, in the remarks
which he made, alluded at some length to
banking affairs. Without canvassing his
views generally, which may be sound and
perhaps are, I'must say this, that I think
it would be a judicious thing on the part
of the Government if they would introduce
a measure having for its object the inspec-
tion of the affairs of Joint Stock Banking
Companies. I can say this, that in the Prov-
ince from which I come, two catastrophes
have occurred of this kind in the last two or
three years, and though they may not result
in liquidation, yet there has been a vast
amount of temporary inconvenience and
great permanent loss. I believe those
losses would have been obviated or pre-
vented if there had been a rigorous inspec-
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tion of banking affairs, made perhaps at
Periods unexpected by the directors and
cashiers. Such an inspection would have
the effect of keeping evil doers, if such
there happen to be, in check. 1 believe
if such an act had been in operation
a short time ago, the catastrophe which
befel the Bank of Prince Edward Island
would not have happened. Allow me
to extend my remarks on this subject
a little further, and point out the very
proper care which is displayed by the
Government of the Dominion with refer-
ence to the interests of those concerned
In Life Insurance. I presume the reason
why parties who have policies in life insur-
:(i‘nce companies are cared for by the
rovernment is, that the Government
ave felt that such reople are complete-
t{n at the mercy of these companies—
) zt by making very florid representations
Nd offering great” advantages the com-
gaul:\%i may obtain customers in great
then | hrs all over our Dominion, and that
Sive 1y may collapse and cause exten-
poli misery, It is felt, of course, that the
; tcy holders are perfectly helpless to
fhf) eg; themselves on such a question as
nalts,ralcause they are and must be in the
of t‘llx course of things, perfectly unaware
i€ extent and solvency of the Com-
%i?:: mkwhxch they are assured. I would
doth a}f hon. gentlemen, in what respect
e heldolders of bank stock differ from
cont olders of policies in life insurance
oldpames? If it is necessary that policy-
oo n::rs should be protected by the Gov-
o ent through Acts of Parliament, is it
]‘:qually necessary that the holders of

X }:l Gstock should also be protected by
i overnment, and made secure by the
Stitution of efficient bank inspectors?
genatlre often discussed this question with
Bt €men connected with banking insti-
i Ons, and they have urged many objec-
Ons.  There may be objections, but there
:}r‘e many advantages. I cannot conceive
3t such an inspection as I advocate
Would be at all injurious or felt to be
an objection by well managed institutions.
N my judgment a well-managed joint
stock bank would welcome such an
Inspection. They have nothing to fear
from it, and their emerging from the
ordeal would enhance the value of the
;tock and give confidence to their stock-
h::lders and customets. On the other
d, the fear of a bank inspector coming
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at any time upon a defaulting cashier or
a board of directors who have been remiss
in their duties, would have the effect of
stimulating them in their duties. I speak
feelingly on this question, because the
Province with which I am connected has
been a heavy sufferer from this cause
within the last few wecks, and though I
feel confident that the result will be favor-
able, still I believe it would conduce to a
return of public confidence in joint stock
companies if the Government would come
to the conclusion that it is advisable to
act in this case as they have acted in the
case of life insurance companies, and
bring in a measure which would institute a
rigid bank inspection.

Of course it is very pleasing to hear that
good progress is being made in the great
work of constructing the Canadian Pacific
Railway. I hope the work will not only
be prosecuted with despatch, but what is
perhaps of more importance that the work
will be thoroughly well done, so that when
the road is opened generally for traffic we
may have none of those catastrophes and
delays which sometimes are caused, owing
to imperfections in the permanent way, de-
fective rolling stock and other causes. Of
course this can be to a great extent obvi-
ated by careful construction in the first
instance. That I hope the Government
will take measures to attain, also that the
fares on this road and freights on this line
shall be fixed at the lowest possible rates.
One gentleman who preceded me re-
marked that the rates were much higher
than they should be. The Government
have the power, and 1 hope they will ex-
ercise it, of reducing the rates to some-
thing like moderate bounds. I observe
that the Government congragulates the
Legislature and the country on the fact
that Intercolonial traffic has largely in-
creased and that the line is now self-sus-
taining. That is certainly a matter for
congratulation from one point of view, but
perhaps it has not occurred to the Govern-
ment that some of the traffic has been ob-
tained at the expense of the Provinces
which used to obtain goods, which are
now carried for their consumption on the
Intercolonial, in their own bottoms from
Europe and elsewhere, and what has been
a gain to the Intercolonial railway has
been pro tanfo a loss to them. That
has been so to a large extent in the Mari- .
time Provinces, and though it is a question
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of some congratulation that the Interco-
lonial is in a prosperous condition, yet I
must say there is some alloy to that ques-
tion; for being, as most of my country-
men are—a free trader—we wish to
enjoy the privileges of free men, to
buy in the cheapest market, or where-
ever in fact we are disposed to buy.

I observe that the Government intend
to introduce to the House the subject of
factory labor. Of course at this time there
are none of us disposed to be very exact-
ing in the matter of female and non-adult
labor. It is a very injurious thing no
doubt to a population, that mothers and
young -children shall be kept under the
roofs of factories for a long time together,
but at the same time we must remember
that labor must be self-sustaining, and it
will not do to be too liberal in this matter.
Governments must be just before they are
generous. I shall, myself, hail with great
pleasure any bill coming before the legis-
lature having for its object the securing
of female and child labor in factories a
wholesome atmosphere and freedom from
danger of falling into machinery, or any
object of that sort ; but as to the hours of
labor and that sort of ‘thing, I think it is
wise to reserve our independence of ac-
tion. I believe in the United States the
hours of labor are a great deal longer than
in Europe. In England we know the
hours of labor are limited and it has
sometimes been felt as a grievance, when
competition is threatened, that England
has a limit in this matter while the United
States is free.  Nevertheless I shall be
disposed, when this measure comes up, to
give it my support.

It is no doubt cheering that the revenue
has been productive, because there can be
no productive revenue unless there has
been prosperity, if not universal, at least
pretty general prosperity, but of course
the high duties which have been levied, in
connection with large imports, must have
produced a large revenue, and no doubt
the Government have made a wise dispos-
ition of ‘it ; but when we speak triumph-
antly of a large increase of revenue, we
must remember how this increase has been
obtained. It has been obtained by a large
increase of the customs duties of the
country, and therefore has abstracted from
the pockets of the people a large amount
of their earnings. That they have been
able to purchase a vast amount of foreign
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:goods is a matter that I think ought to

give rise to grave consideration on the
part of the manufacturers of Canada, who
are congratulating themselves on the excel-
lence and variety of their goods. It seems,
notwithstanding the excellence and variety
which are claimed for them, that after all
the Canadian is bound to go back to the
markets of the old world when he or the
females of his family wish to be well
dressed, and the consequence is, of course,
this very large increase of revenue.

Hon. Mr. WARK—I do not rise to
prolong this debate, for I see the hon. the
leader of the House is very anxious to in-
troduce some measures ; but there is one
remark I cannot allow to pass without a
few observations : it is the sentence which
states that the farmers of Canada have
enjoyed a plentiful harvest and remunera-
tive prices. I ought not to allow this
remark to pass without observing that in
New Brunswick they have enjoyed neither
a plentiful harvest nor remunerative prices.
Although I never saw some products
bring higher prices than now prevail
they have not been remunerative
because farmers have not had those pro-
ducts to sell. Potatoes, for instance,
never brought higher prices, but many
farmers have none to sell, and some are
even short of seed. The crop is a greater
failure than I ever remember in New
Brunswick, not even excepting the years
of the potato rot. The remark also ap-
plies to the wheat crop which has been a
failure and a very extensive failure. Many
I think, have not received more than
three or four times the seed that they
sowed.

“The grass crop, I may say in corrobor-
ation of what the hon. member from
Prince Edward Island remarked, was
abundant in many parts of our Province,
but unfortunately the season was so un-
favorable for saving that a great portion
of it has been secured in bad condition
and is Very inferior in quality. I regret
that the members of the Cabinet coming
from distant parts of the Dominion did
not take more care to enquire about these
matters before committing themselves to
such a statement. I see that the leader
of the House is very anxious to introduce
some measures, and as I sympathized
with the leader of the Imperial Govern-
ment in the ordeal he passed through not
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long ago, I would regret if the leader of
this Houses should suffer similarly from
obstruction. '

The motion was agreed to, and it was
ordered that the said Address be pre-
sented to the Governor-General by such
membt_:rs of this House as are members of
the Privy Council.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were introduced and
read the first time :—

Bill (A)—“An Act to amend the Act
Tespecting Insolvent Banks, Insurance
Companies and Trading Corporations.”
(Sir ALEx. CAMPBELL.)

Bill (B)—;‘An Act respecting County
Court Judges.” (SIrR ALEX. CAMPBELL.)

Bill (C)—“An Act respecting fugiti
. gitive
offenders in Canada from other parts of

Her Majesty’s Dominions.” (SIr ALEX.
AMPBELL.) '

Bill (D)—“An Act respecting Harbor

and River Police of Canada.” (SIR ALEX.
CampeeLL) ‘

Bill (E)—“An Act to amend the Act
4oth Vic,, .cap 3o, intituled ‘An Act to
¥ ﬁre Provision against the improper use
Of fire-arms.””  (Str ALEX. CAMPBELL.)

Bill (F)—“An Act to continue in force

the Act Vi ”
CAMP‘BEL‘E;) ic., cap 36.” (SR ALEX.

Bill (G)—“An Act to further amend

‘ The Seam ) LR
Canroes. )en s Act, 1873."” (SIR ALEX.

The Senate adjourned at 5.15 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Monbpay, Feb. 13th, 1882.

The Speaker took the chair at 3 o’clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (H)—“An Act to amend the Con-
solidated Insurance Act, 1877. (MR.
BELLEROSE. )

The Senate adjourned at 3.35 p. m.

[Fas. 13, 14, 1882.] Standing Committee. = 21

THE SENATE.

TugsDAY, 14th Feb., 1882,

The Speaker took the chair at Three
o’clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.
MOTION,

Hon. Mr. AIKINS 'moved the ap-
pointment of the following Sessional
Committees :—

JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE LIB-
RARY.

Hon. Davip LEwis MACPHERSON, Speaker,
and the Hon. Messrs.

ALEXANDER, MONTGOMERY,
ALLAN, McINnNEs, DoNALD,
ALMON, ODELL,
BAILLARGEON, REESCR,
BELLEROSE, Ryan,
BOUCHERVILLE, DE, ScoTT,

Bourivor, STEVENS,
CamPBELL, (Sir Alex)TRUDEL,

CHAPAIS, WARK. -
HAYTHORNE,

JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING
Hon. Messrs.

AIKINS, MACFARLANE,
BurEAv, NorTHWOOD,
COCHRANE, ODELL,
FERRIER, REESOR,
GUEVREMONT, SIMPSON,
HAYTHORNE, SKEAD,
KAULBACH, WARK.
McCLELAN,
ON STANDING ORDERS AND PRI-

VATE BILLS.

Hon. Messrs.

AIKINS, HAYTHORNE,
ALMON, HowLaN,
ARCHIBALD, MACFARLANE,
ARMAND, McInNEs, T. R.
BELLEROSE, McKay,
BotsForp, MONTGOMERY,
BoOURINOT, NELsON,
Bovp, ODELL,
CAMPBELL, (Sir Alex)PAQUET,
CARVELL, . PELLETIER,
DEVER, POWER,
Dickson, POZER,
FERRIER, READ,
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FLinT, REESOR, BoTsFORD, McInngs, T. R.
GIRARD, ScorT, CampBELL (Sir Alex)McKay,
GLASIER, SUTHERLAND, CHAFFERS, MCMASTER,
GRANT, TRUDEL, CORMIER, MILLAR,
GUEVREMONT, VIDAL. DickEy, NELsoN,
Dickson, Power,
DuMOUCHEL, PozERr,
: GIRARD, REap,
ON BANKING AND COMMERCE. |GranT, Rvan,
Hon. Messrs HamiLroN (Inker- Scotr,
) ’ . man),SKEAD,
AIKINS, Hamicron (Kings- | Leonarp, SMITH.
ALLAN, ton),
ARCHIBALD, Horg,
BELLEROSE, LEWIN, '
gENSON, I&IcMASTER, REPORTING DEBATES.
BOUCHERVILLE, DE, PAQUET, Ho. Mr. AIKINS moved that the
Bovp, PELLETIER, fo!lowmg member§ be appo‘nted a Com-
CAMPBELL, (Sir Alex)RYAN, mittee on Reporting the Debates of the
CHINIC, | SIMPSON, Senate :—
COCHRANE, SKEAD, Hon. Messrs.
FERRIER, SMITH, Bovbp, ScorT,
Gisss, THIBAUDEAU, BOUCHERVILLE, DE, THIBAUDEAU,
HawmiLtoN, (Inker- TRUDEL, GiBBs, TRUDEL,
man), VIDAL, Horg, VIDAL.
Wark. MACFARLANE,

ON RAILWAYS, TELEGRAPH AND

HARBORS.

Hon. Messrs.
ALEXANDER, MacDonNaLD,
ALLAN, McInNEs, D. (Ham-
BOUCHERVILLE, DE, ilton),
Bovp, McKay,
BUREAU, MONTGOMERY,

CampeBELL (Sir Alex)MUIRHEAD,

CARVELL, NELSON,
CHAPAIS, OGILVIE,
COCHRANE, PAQUET,
DiIcKEY, POWER,
FERGUSON, PRrICE,
FERRIER, Ryan,
GIBBS, Scort,
HamiLToN (Inker- SKEAD,
man),STEVENS,
KAULBACH, SUTHERLAND,
LEONARD, VIDAL.

ON CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS.

Hon. Messrs.
ALEXANDER, MACFARLANE,
ARMAND, McCLELAN,

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER thought it
would be desirable to postpone this motion
until the leader of the House was in his
place. He thought.it would be satisfac-
tory to the House if his suggestion were
adopted.

Hon. Mr. AIKINS was not aware of
any special reason why this motion should
be deferred to another day.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER said it was
a matter of perfect indifference to him
what members of the Senate were named
on this Committee. He would much
rather himself not serve upon it; he had
been connected with the Debates Com-
mittee upon a former occasion, and no
member of the Senate had ever acted
more faithfully, conscientiously and hon-
estly to raise the standing of the Senate
than he had done as a member of that
Committee, and he had been repaid with
opprobrium, which he felt was unmerited,
and which he was sure the House did not
consider he deserved. It would be re-
membered that during the session before
last one or two members of the Senate
raised objections to, the reports, and especi-
ally to the reporters themselves. These



Reporting the

objections did not apply to the members
constituting the Committee, and no such
objections could be raised ; no member of
e Senate could say that they had not
done their duty ; but one or two members
of the Senate found fault with the action
g{ the reporters, and in the discharge of
d}s duty (he hoped he would never fail to
flsqhargp his duty, no matter what bad
eeling it might excite against himself)
when he saw two gentlemen censured un-
fairly, as he thought, he endeavoured as
an honorable member of this House to see
that they were defended and to defend
them. There was no objection to the
members of the Committee who served in
1880,. and while there was none he was
;\lrpnsed. when he saw—at a time when
€ was in wretched health during last
Session—the leader of the House rise and
Say that, in order to promote peace among
the members of the Senate, he must
Stfnke his pen through the name
ol every gentleman on. that Committee.
B e Hon. Senator for DeLanauditre (Mr.
thellerose) very naturally found fault with
i I?t’C and so did the Hon. Senator from Brit-
of e olumbia (Mr. Macdonald), neither
them could see any reason why hon.
g:t!}t}emeq who had discharged their duty
coﬁdag?nly’ and against whom no charge
man made, shou_ld be treated in such a
tirnener. They hadgiven agreatdealof their
- and endeavoured faithfully and hon-
Sty to try and raise the character of this
ouse, yet their names were wiped out in

€ Interest of peace. He repeated he
ad no desgre whatever again to serve on
ofa:hCommlttee or to impugn the motives
o e hon, leader of the Senate, who had
feef;lt}d the new Committee, but he did
e SI:_ his duty to say that the utility of

, thate was going to become the great
gees}tmn at the next general election, and
‘ .]S ould be ill discharging his duty if he
Alled to say so. He knew it to be the
ga}se In the Province of Ontario. He had
fr{mself _ been visited by Conservative
friends In the County of Oxford—most
industrious and intelligent Conservatives
of that constituency-—whotold him that this
wauld be the great question. There
Seemed to be no desire to remove the hon.
gentlemen who at present constitute the
enate, but the question of the utility of
is Chambe_r would be raised at the next
general election, and the Senate owed it

[Fes. 14, 1882.]
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toitself that the country should be informed
of what took place in this House. Here
were seventy-six gentlemen from all parts
of the Dominion, men of education, intelli-
gence, property ability and ekperience, and
theydid not wishto have the charge brought
against them that they were so indifferent
to public opinion that they did not care
to have a Committee appointed in this
Chamber, who would see that the debates
and proceedings of the Senate were made
known to the public. He did not wish to
predict evil of the system of publishing
the debates that had been proposed, but
he was perfectly certain from what he had
seen of the manner in which the first
debate of the session had been reported
in the newspapers that no good could arise
from it. As he had stated over and over
again, every one was aware that the lead-
ing press of the country could not
afford to send reporters to the Senate
and go to the expense of transmitting over
the wires long reports of the debates of
this Chamber in addition to all the ex-
penses which they incurred in reporting
and publishing the debates of the House
of Commons. It was simply puerile,
therefore, for the leader of the Govern-
ment in this Chamber to say “depend
upon the press of the country.” It would
be necessary, in order to bring the pro-
ceedings of this House before the country,
that the Senate should pay for it, and the
people would cheerfully acquiesce in any
expenditure which would be necessary to
enable them to see whether the Senate was
of any service to the country or not. He
would beseech the Senate to pause, and
not to agree to the motion now before it,
but to wait until the leader of the House
was present, and hear what his view was
upon the subject. He repeated he did
not wish to be a member of the Commit-
tee. Godforbid that he should after all
the bad treatment he had received—not
at the hands of the House, for the House
had always given him credit for acting
faithfully and honestly, but he had been
treated most unjustly,and had hadlanguage
applied to him on the floor of this House,
and by a paper inspired by a member of
this House, which was simply discreditable,
and of which any honorable member
might well be ashamed. :

Ho~N. Mr, DICKEY said the House

-
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would agree with him as to the extreme
inconvenience, and, he should add also,
the unparliamentary character of the pro-
ceedings of the honorable gentleman in
discussing a matter which was before the
House last session, and which was not
before the House now. Because, if the
Senate should continue to act on this
principle, there would be no end to their
debates. Even the end of the session
would be no termination to the dis-
cussions and the circumstances con-
nected with those discussions, With
regard to the present matter he was
very glad to hear his honorable friend say
that he had no desire to serve upon the
Committee. It would be strange indeed
if he had when he was already appointed
to three committees for the present Ses-
sion. Asfar ashe (Mr. Dickey) was aware,
no other gentleman had been appointed to
a greater number than three committees,
and very few to even that number. For
his own part, he was a member of
only two committees. But there was
another matter which suggested itself
to his mind. The honorable gentle-
man had expressed very strong opinions
the other day as to the character of the
reporting. He (Mr. Dickey) only wished
to say that on a former occasion he had
stated his disapproval, not of the manner
in which the duty was done but of the
system itself. After the House in its wis-
dom had decided to continue that system,
he quietly asked to be removed trom the
Committee, because he did not think his
services would be of any use upon it ; and
the hon. Senator from Woodstock (Mr.
Alexander), actuated by the same consid-
erations no doubt, after the strong ex-
pressions he had given utterance to on a
former occasion, would not like to be an
element of disturbance on that Committee.
'So he did not see the slightest necessity
for any postponement of the considera-
tion of this motion to-day. For his own
part, he had not tound fault with the
Committee last session, although they
had differed from him as to the system
which should be pursued. The hon.
Senator from Woodstock had adverted to
the possibility of questions relating to this
House coming: before the country at the
next election. He (Mr. Dickey) could
only say, in all frankness and in all good
feeling, that it appeared to him, the best

Hon. MR, DICKEY.
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way to elevate the character of the Senate
and to make it what it ought to be—the
reflection of the matured intelligence and
public opinion of the country—would be
for hon. members to be very careful how
they conducted themselves in this Cham-
ber ; and at the same time not to intro-
duce unnecessarily any disturbing element
into their discussions. Every member had
an interest in promoting good feeling, and
he trusted he had not said a word which
could be construed into a disturbance of
that good feeling. The hon. member had
stated frankly that he did not wish to be
a member of the Committee, and as there
had been no suggestion of any other name,
he saw no reason why the Committee
proposed should not be appointed.

Hon. Mr. AIKINS said he was under
the impression when the hon. member
from Woodstock (Mr. Alexander), rose
that he was about to object to the
manner in which the Committee was
constituted. Unfortunately the hon. gentle-
man had a grievance with regard to the
reporting of the Debates of the Senate.
He presumed that every hon. gentleman,
when he said anything that he considered
important, would like to have a report of
it go to the country. Every member of
the House would be gratified if a better
system of publication could be devised
than the one which had been in existence
in the past. After the appointment of
this Committee, if they should report to
the House a scheme for publishing the
reports, the hon. gentleman might make
a speech such as he had delivered to-
day, but it was very much out of place
on a motion for the appointment of the
Committee, when he did not take excep-
tion to any of the hon. gentlemen who had
been named to serve upon it.

Hon, Mr, BOTSFORD suggested that
as the appointment of this Committee
involved the expenditure of maney, a
member of the Government should be
added to it.

Hon. MR. DICKEY said the report of
the Committee could only have effect
after the decision of the House.

Hon. Mr. AIKINS said that inasmuch

as anything the Committee could do or
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Suggest could only be effective after re-
ceving the sanction of the House, he did
ot see any necessity for a member of the
Go_vemmeng being on it. If he could
assist them in any way he would be happy
to serve. He had been a member of the
Commltteq in former sessions and had
taken considerable interest in its proceed-
Ings, but he did not think he could be of
any assistance to them this session. No
doubt the Senate would have the results of

their deliberations as embodied in their
reports.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4.55 p. m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, Feb. rsth, 1882.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at
hree o'clock. -

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

1 Reports ‘were presented from the fol-
owing Committees :

RAILWAYS, TELEGRAPHS AND HARBORS,

StaNDING ORDERS AND PRIVATE BILLS,
and

BANKING aND COMMERCE.

The Senate adjourned at 3.50 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, Feb. 16th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o’clock.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.

NEW SENATORS.

_THoMas RoserT McINNES, Esq., of the
City of New Westminster, British Colum-
bia, was introduced, and having taken and

Subscribed the oath of office, took his
. Seat,

[Fes. 15, 16, 17, 1882.]
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THE CENSUS.
A Message was received from His Ex-
cellency the Governor General, transmit-
ting a copy of the 1881 Census.

The Senate adjourned at3.50 p. m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, February ryth, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o’clock.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Reports of the following Standing Com-
mittees were presented :

STANDING ORDERS AND PRIVATE BILLS.
JoinT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING.

DISALLOWANCE OF RIVERS AND
STREAMS BILL.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. POWER moved :—
That an humble Address be presented to

ing that His Excellency will cause to be laid
be%ore this House, copies of all correspon-
dence, Petitions, Papers, Reports and_Orders
in Council, relating to an Act of the Legisla-
ture of the Province of Ontario, entitled :
«« An Act for protecting the public interests
in Rivers, Streams and Creeks,” disallowed
by His Excellency in Council, and a copy of
the said Act.

He said: I do not propose to enter into
any of the questions which might be sug-
gested by the first resolution of which I
have given notjce. I think it would be
better that no discussion should take
place until after the papers and other in-
formation asked for are brought down by
the Government.

Hon. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL—I am
very glad that the hon. gentleman has
postponed discussion on the subject
until the papers are before the House. It
is the more convenient plan. The Gov-
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ernment have no objection ‘to the Ad-
dress.

The motion was agreed to.

DISALLOWANCE OF WINNIPEG
SOUTH EASTERN RAILWAY
BILL.

MOTION.

Ho~N. Mr. POWER moved :(—

That an humble Address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General, pray-
in%~ that His Excellency will cause to be laid
before this House, copies of all Correspoo-
dence, Telegrams, Petitions, Papers, Reports
and Orders in Council, relating to an Act of
the Lesislamre of the Province of Manitoba,
entitled : * An Act to incorporate the Winni-
peg South Eastern Railway Company,” dis-
allowed by His Excellency in Council, and a
copy of the said Act.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—
There is no objection to the address,

The motion was agreed to.

RESERVATION OF PROVINCIAL
BILLS.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. POWER moved :—

That an humble Address be presented to
His Excelleucé the Governor General, pray-
ing that His Excellency will cause to be laid
before this House, copies of all Correspond-
ence, Petitions, Reports and Orders in Coun-
cil, relating to Acts of Provincial Legislatures

gsed since the first day of January, 1880, or
ills of Provincial Legislatures reserved for
the signification of His Excellency’s pleasure
thereon since that date, not already asked for
by Address or Order of this House.

Hox. Sir ALEX. CAMPELL—I do
not know whether it will meet the wishes
of the hon. mover of this resolution, if we
. bring down a return showing all the bills
that have been disallowed since the Union.
Supposing that it was likely such a return
would be called for this session I have
given instructions for the preparation of a
return showing all the bills disallowed
since Confederation, the reasons for such
disallowance and what was the result in
eachcase. Occasionally the bills were dis-
allowed because of amendments which
were thought necessary here and which

HonN, Sir ALEX, CAMPBELL,
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were afterwards made by the Local
Legislatures ; sometimes the bill is
disallowed and sometimes notice is
given that it will be disallowed unless
certain steps are taken by the local legis-
lature. The return will include all that
information, but of course I can bring
down a return in the shape which the
hon. gentleman calls for if he desires it,
but T think it would be preferable to have
the full return which is being prepared.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Of course, it is
very desirable that we should have all the
information which the hon. Minister of
Justice speaks of, but there is something
asked for by the third resolution now be-
fore the House more than would be in-
cluded in the return which he has describ-
ed. There are Bills now under the consid-
eration of the Government, as to which
there has been a good deal of correspond-
ence. The return would not include that
correspondence.

Hon. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL—I will
bring down the correspondence asked for.

HoN. MR. SCOTT.—With reference to
the return of which the hon. gentleman
has spoken, perhaps he would,have no ob-
jection to include also the correspondence
which took place with the local Govern-
ment in each case.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I will
do so, certainly, but I do not know the
extent of the correspondence.

Hon. MR, SCOTT.—It cannot be very
extensive.

Hon. Si1r ALEX. CAMPBELL—Then
I will bring it down.

The motion was agreed to.
BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following bills were introduced and
read the first time. :—

Bill (I) “ An Act to amend the Act in-
corporating the Canadian Steam Users
Insurance Association, and to change the
name of the said Company to *The
Boiler and Inspection Insurance Com-
pany of Canada. ’"—(MRr. VibaL.,)
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Bill (J) “An Act to incorporate the

F' - ”
(;l::;s.l)‘latlonal Bank of Canada.”—(Mr.

FUGITIVE OFFENDERS IN CA-
NADA BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

dThe order of the day having been call-
ed for the second reading of Bill ©).
An Act respecting fugitive offenders in

Canada from other parts of j
dominions.” parts of Her Majesty's

thHON. S;R ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that the Bill was not yet printed and he
erefore moved that the order be dis-

charged and the second reading fixed for
uesday next, &

ve HoN. W. DICKEY said this bill was a
tinrny important one, providing for the first
. e legxslgt.xon with regard to the extradi-
1on of fugitive offenders passing from one
g?“t of Her Majesty’s dominions to ano-
er. He had been informed that corres-
pondence on the subject had passed
tween the Imperial authorities and the
if°&“m?n Government on the subject, and
dat' Information was correct it would
rea dieSlrable, before passing to the second
ha ng of such an important measure to
ve thgt correspondence laid before the
in::llls'e In order that they might have an
for < Bent appreciation of the necessity
Or such legislation,

How. Sk ALEX. CAMPBELL said

in!? hon. gentleman had been correctly
Ormed. There was such correspond-

e ¢ ot
tnce. and be concurred in the opinion

L1t was desirable to lay it before the
?uSe and would have it brought down
ore the second reading of the Bill.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4 p. m.

THE SENATE.
Monday, February, 20th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
€€ o'clock,

[Fes. 20, 1882.]
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Prayers and Routine Proceedings.
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Reports were presented from the fol-
lowing Committees :

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS,
JoinT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING,
REGULATIONS RESPECTING CoaL LANDs.

HoN MRr. McLELAN presented the
Report of the Minister of Marine for the
fiscal year ending 3oth June, 1881.

Hon~. Mr. AIKINS laid upon the table
a copy of Regulations for the disposal of
coal lands.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Are they different
from those published in the Gasette ?

Hon. Mr. AIKINS — No, but they
have to be laid on the table of the House
and do not take effect until forty days
after they have been submitted to Parlia-
ment.

AN ADJOURNMENT.
MOTION.

L’Hown. M. PAQUET propose :—

Que lorsque cette Chambre s’ajourners,
demain, elle soit ajournée 4 mardi, le 28 du
courant, & huit heures du soir.

L'Hon. M. PAQUET dit que cette
honorable Chambre a toujours, dans les
années précédentes ajournée pour le Mer-
credi des Cendres. Entre mercredi pro-
chain et mardi de 1a semaine suivante, il
n’y a que jeudi, vendredi et lundi que
cette honorable Chambre siégerait. Vu
que Pabsence du Greffiier.en Loi retardait
la soumission des mesures promises par le
chef du Gouvernement, dans cette
Chambre, et que depuis quelques temps
cette Chambre ne siégeait que quelques
minutes, il (M. Paquet) pensait que I'a-
journement proposée par sa motion, serait
sans effet préjudiciable et nuirait aucune-
ment aux intéréts du pays. :

HoN. MR. ALEXANDER—said this
motion reminded him of an incident which
had occurred in another quarter in the
past history of Canada, when the Premier
of the country stated to the House that,
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with regard to a certain proposition, that
Hon. body had passed through three
theatrical representations—first, tragedy,
second, comedy, and lastly they had come
to what might be called a farce. While
he did not wish to reflect upon the hon.
gentlemen who had submitted the motion,
which was now before the House, he
asked the Senate to consider the position
in which it placed the Senate. When the
Senate met after the opening, the desks
were not in their places, and several hon.
gentlemen who wished to speak on the
subject. of the Address, in reply to the
Speech from the Throne—hon. gentlemen
who were most respected by this House,
and who had important statements to
make—were unable to do so. The leader
* of the Senate had stated that they must
go on with the debate, because he had
some important measures to introduce,
and when the debate was closed that
hon. gentleman did lay on the table four
bills. Where were those bills? They
had never been printed or placed in the
hands of hon. gentlemen.  Although the
debate on the Address had been closed
before many hon. gentlemen were in a
position to take part in it, the Senate had
been sitting since, from day to day, with-
out having a solitary bill beforeit. A more
prodigious farce had never been witnessed
than had been enacted by the leader of
this House, but it was in keeping with
the manner in which the affairs of the
Senate had been conducted by him. The
Senate had been made simply a laughing-
stock through the country. Where could
any one see, in a single newspaper in this
country, any report of the debates in this
Chamber? The hon. gentleman . had
been the means of inspiring this House to
stop the publication of the debates in the
newspapers, and not one single person in
Canada could siy what transpired in the
Upper House. Was that the way to con-
duct the affairs of the Senate of the Do-
minion, composed of seventy-six gentle-
men of large commercial experience;
men who had left their homes at great
sacrifice to come here and discharge im-
portant duties in the interest of the coun-
try—that all their efforts should be com-
pletely nullified by the course pursued by
the leader of the Government in this
House? It was time to speak out
Would the Senate allow itself to be made
a laughing-stock before the country? It

HoN. MR, ALEXANDER,
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would be strange indeed if hon. gentle-
men did not rise and express their desire
that another mode of conducting the pro-
ceedings of this House should be adopted.

Hown. Mr. KAULBACH did not quite
agree with his hon. friend who had just
spoken, in attributing all the delay which
had occurred to the leader of the Govern-
ment in this House. He (Sir Alexander
Campbell), had introduced four important
bills worthy of careful consideration by
every member of the Senate, and he pre-
sumed it was not the fault of that hon.
gentleman that they were not on the
papers yet. However, they might be ex-
pected at any moment. They were bills
which would occupy a great deal of time,
and would require careful consideration.
Such measures, initiated in the Senate,
would receive, and ought to receive more
than ordinary care in the consideration of
them, and for that reason, if no other, the
leader of the House, who had these bills
in his charge, and who controlled the leg-
islation of this Chamber, should state
whether he considered in the interests of
the country that this adjournment should
take place. Some two or three years ago
the hon. gentleman had assumed that posi-
tion and it was reasonable to suppose that
the precedent then established would be
followed, thus obviating the necessity of
this annual debate ; which, he was sure,
must be very unpleasant to every member
of the House. He (Mr. Kaulbach)
thought that the legislation of the Session
would be better prosecuted by having no
adjournment. At the opening of the
Session it had been thought proper not to
prolong the debate on the Address. In
Nova Scotia, which had an older legisla-
ture than Canada itself, it was the custom’
if there was anything to criticize in the
policy of the Government, to refer to it in
the debate upon the Address in reply to
the Speech from the Throne, but he sup-
posed that this Government were so strong
that opposition to them could not do
much good, and  consequently it was
useless to criticise the Speech from the
Throne. He concurred in the opinion of
the hon. Senator from Woodstock (Mr.
Alexander) that the Senate had had very
little to do this Session. It was not the
fault of the Government, because they
had introduced important measures at
the very earliest opportunity; but as he
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ggd before remarked, these bills might be
listributed at any moment, and he ques-
tioned the wisdom of adjourning for a
g:ek when such bills were looked for from
% y to day. Certainly the halls of Parlia-
lament were the best place for members
0 mature their minds for properly dis-
- Charging _their duties as legislators. He

:;:i_s consistantly opposed to motions of
thls kind, and he hoped that the leader of

e Government in this House would take
the matter in his hands, and if he con-
ceived that the public interests would not
€ Pprejudiced by the proposed adjourn-
%ﬁ-nt, give expression to that opinion.

ithout such an expression, he for one
would feel it his duty to oppose the motion

" }‘}ION. SIR ALex. CAMPBELL—said
h t:l on. Senator opposite (Mr. Kaulbach)
la made an appeal to him partly as
eader of the House and partly because
of the course which he had pursued in the
- debate on the Address. He was anxious
°ln that occasion that the debate should
2056_, In order, that he might introduce
t ﬁnam measures, which he did introduce in
€ course of that evening. The House
:?sb'lrw?re that after the introduction
the "1‘ S 1t required a gertain time to have
ot btranSlategi and printed, and if he had
da f"°“8ht in those measures on the
wO?l'l lad t(;: the opening of the session there
taking rove been a longer delay than was
in Ing place in the translation and print-
su%d hBy the course which he had pur-
that in | had saved time and he éxpected
be d.“‘ two or three days these bills would
savelst}'lbuted. It was only in order to
closi time that he ,had requested the
SIng of the debate on the Address the
ha age.r the opening. The bills which
adva Introduced were in a much more
oo Nced stage than any others had ever
Y f" at so early a period in the Session,
ar as he knew, in the history of the

Ouse. Those bills were seven innumber
and were :— ‘

To amend the Act respecting Insolvent

nks, Insurance Companies, and Trading
orporations,

Respecting County Court Judges.

Respecting Fugitive Offenders in Can-

ada from oth « Majesty”
Dominions, er parts of Hers Majesty’s
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Respecting the Harbor and River
Police of Canada.

the Adjournment.

To amend the Act 40 Vic: Cap. 3o.

To continue in force the Act 43 Vic;
Cap. 36. A

To further amend the Seaman’s Act of
1873.

These seven bills were all printed
and ready in one language, and were
introduced on Friday, the 1oth instant,
and he ventured to take credit for the
Government for the prepared state of those
measures at such an early period in the
the session. Those were the bulk of the
measures which were to be introduced by
the Government, so that the complaint
which had so often been made that bills
were not introduced in this branch of the
legislature was, to this extent—and it was
a great extent—answered.

The bills this Session were introduced
in the Senate first, as was the fact last
Session, With reference to the com-
plaint which had been made that these
measures were not now before the House,
the Government was in no way to blame
for that. They had been introduced,
printed in one language, and they had to
be translated and printed in another lan-
guage, and there was a difficulty about the
marginal notes which had been got over,
and the bills would be ready for distribu-
tion at as early a date as possible. This
was the excuse (and he hoped the House
would consider it a sufficient excuse) for
the fact that the bills were not yet before
the Chamber. With reference to the ad-
journment he might state that if the House
continued in Session these bills would pro-
bably be distributed during the next two
or three days, and he could only say that
if they were not considered within the
next two or three days, owing to the
adjournment, the Session would not be
prolonged. The business was in a very
advanced stage, and he hoped the bills
would be ready for the consideration of
the House in two or three days. It was
for the Senate to say whether they would
adjourn, and, if so, for what time.

- 'The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4 pm.
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THE SENATE. Honx. Mr. FERRIER-—Notice was

Tuesday, Feb. 21st, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
three o’clock.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.
THE GARDNER DIVORCE CASE.
THE PETITION READ AND RECEIVED,

The petition of Matthew Gardner, pray-
ing for an Act to dissolve his marriage
with Elizabeth Ann Gardner, was read at
the table.

Hon. Mr. FERRIER produced an
affidavit from the petitioner, with accom-
panying documents, setting forth that in-
effectual efforts had been made to per-
sonally serve Elizabeth Ann Gardner with
a notice of the application for this bill.

The affidavit and accompanying papers
were then read at the table.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL.—Do
I understand that notice has not been
served ?

Hon. Mr. FERRIER.—Not since last
session.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL.—TIt
will be for my hon. friend to move that
the efforts made to serve notice upon the
defendent be considered satisfactory.

Hon. MR. ALMON.—1 should judge
from the number of attempts that have
been made to find her, and the way she
has been hunted by the officers of the law,
it will be difficult to convince this hon-
orable House that she has not been ckaste.

Hon, Mr. FERRIER moved :—

¢ That proof having been made of the
attempts made to effect personal service, to
the satisfaction of the Senate, the petition of
Matthew Gardner, praying for an Act to dis-
solve his marriage with Elizabeth Ann Gard-
ner, be now read and received.”

Hon. Si1r ALEX. CAMPBELL—Will
the hon. gentleman explain what efforts

have been made to serve noticg upon the
defendant ?

served on her previous to last session, and
it will be seen from the number of letters
which have been read to-day that since
then the petitioncr’s attorneys have been
constantly in search of her, that she has
continued to evade them, and has man-
aged not to have the process served on her.
There is proof that she is thoroughly ac-
quainted with the fact of her husband
being determined to bring a bill before
Parliament for the purpose of getting the
marriage dissolved.

Hon. Sik. ALEX. CAMPBEILL—
How is that shown?

Hon. MR. FERRIER—From the fact
that her attorney, acting for her, received
a service upon the first occasion. The
hon. gentleman who seconds my motion
has read over the papers and will proba-
bly explain the case.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—Before consent-
ing to second this motion, I took a course
which I think will commend itself to the
Senate in asking to see the evidence, and
having had some little experience in these
matters I looked into the case carefully.
1 read over the testimony which has been
adduced and which has been read rather
imperfectly to-day at the table, and I was
satisfied that such reasonable efforts had
been made to effect this service, ineffec-
tually, that perhaps it would satisfy the
Senate. The condition of affairs appears
to be this :—last year formal notice was
served upon the wife. Notice was pub-
lished in the Gasette, but, in consequence
of Parliament meeting at an unusually
early period, the notice was not published
during the necessary six months and the
result was that the party could not go on
with his bill. He renewed his application, I
believe, as early as May last and had an-
other notice given for application at this
session. He published this notice a suf
ficient time as I suppose—at all events
that will be a matter for the Committee to
enquire into—and endeavored to get ser-
vice. In doing g0 he found this lady had
shifted her residence. There is evidence
from the postmasters of various towns that
she was followed from town to town in the
endeavor to effect this personal serviceupon
her, and there are letters of postmasters
stating that she had been there and gone
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away to another place. They finally
traced her to Toronto and endeavored to
get personal service on her there, but
found that she had crossed the line. They
put themselves into communication with
her legal representatives, who appeared to
act as gentlemen desiring to give every
facility in the matter, not wishing to op-
Pose technical objections, I suppose, or
Perhaps, being instructed to do so, re-
ceived notice as her solicitors, and there
15 an endorsement of acceptance of the
notice some time ago. Tt appears to me
that this places the matter in a position
th?.t will satisfy the House. The seventy-
third rule is as follows.:

« ““ A copy of the notice in writing, is to be
“Stirved, at the instance of the applicant, on
. the ‘;])erson_ from whom thedivoree is sought,
.. if the residence of such person can be
o ascertained ; and proof on oath of such
Lervice, or of attempts made to effect
“1t, to the satisfaction of the Senate, is to be

 adduced before the S ,
“of the Petition.” enate on the reading

That is just what has been done here,
and that is the issue that is raised by the
resolution which my hon. friend has

offered, and which I have had the honor
of seconding,

. The resolution was adopted on divi-
Ston, and the petition was read.

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE PRE-
SENTED.

cHlon. Mr BELLEROSE, from the
Ommittee on Standing Orders and Pri-
vate Bills presented their fifth report.
BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (K) “An Act to incorporate the

Ontreal and Central Canada Railway
Ompany_”

The\ Senate adjourned at 4.05 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Tuesday, February, 28th., 1882.

_The SPEAKER took the Chair at
ight p.m,

Relief Bill. 81
GOVERNMENT RAILWAYS IN
NOVA SCOTIA.

MOTION.

HoN. MrR. POWER moved :(—

“ That an humble Address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General, pray-
ing that His Kxcellency will cause to be laid
before this House, copies of all Orders in
Council, Reports of every description, Memo-
rials, Agreements, Proposals, Ofters and Cor.
respondence relating to or connected with the
disposition or management of the railways in
Nova Scotia, now or formerly owned by the
Government of Canada, including amongat
others the sectipns of the Intercolonial Rail-
way between Truro and Pictou, and between
Windsor Junction and Windsor, the return
sought, to include all informiation as to run-
ning powers or other privileges proposed to be
granted over other portions of the Intercolo-
nial in the said Province, and 0 include all
information nct heretofore submitted in ac-
cordance with anv Address or Order of this
House and printed.”

He said :—1I do not think it necessary to
say much in support of this resolution.
Canada has invested in the roads to which
reference is particularly made-—the road
from Truro to Pictou and the road from
Windsor Junction to Windsor—something
over three millions of dollars. It is under-
stood that arrangements have recently
been made by which this property is to
pass from under the control of the Gov-
ernment and Parliament of Canada, and I
think it is only proper, it is certainly very
desirable, that the public should have all
the information necessary to enable them
to judge as to the terms upon which the
property has been disposed of. I think
there is no doubt as to the fact that that is
desirable, and I presume that the Govern-
ment have no objection to furnish the in-
formation.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
Government have no objection to the
address.

Motion agreed to.
P. E.I. BANK RELIEF BILL.
THIRD READING.
The following Bill from the House of

Commons was introduced and read the
first_time :—
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Bill (38)—“An Act for the relief of the
Bank of Prince Edward Island.” (Sir
ALEX. CAMPBELL.)

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
hope the House will allow the Bill to be
read the second and third times at once.
The Bank of Prince Edward Island has
fallen into difficulties and has suspended
specie payment for a period of nearly
ninety days, I believe the ninety days ex-
pire to-day. They have a prospect, and
I am told a very good prospect, of being
able to resume payment, but under the
present law without the aid of this Bill
they would be unable to do so. The Bill
is to extend the time for resumption of
specie payment for another ninety days
from the time of the passage of the Bill.
This is an emergency and I am sure the
House will desire to meet it by allowing
the Bill to be read the second and third
times, and I move that the forty-first rule
of the House be suspended so far as jt
relates to this Bill, and that the Bill be
read the second time at length at the
table.

Motion agreed to
Bill read the second time.

Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—Perhaps
it might be expected that I should offer a
few remarks upon this bill. The circum-
stances under whichithasbecomenecessary
to pass it are perhaps not unknown to
many members of this House, and do not
arise from any ordinary trade losses. The
circumstances surrounding the trade of the
Island of Prince Edward were not unusual
last year, and not at all such as were likely
to bring a well established bank to grief.
The suspension of this bank arose from
the misconduct of its principal officer, its
Cashier, who on his own authority and
without the sanction of the Directors,
issued notes as long as he had any to issue,
and the consequence was that suddenly
and unexpectedly the bank—whose stock
had been as high as forty-five premium
within the last two years, and within the
last two or three months had sold at
twenty-eight premium—was compelled to
temporarily close its doors. Of course at
the commencement of the winter when
communications were exceedingly difficult
not only in the Island itself, but also

HoN. SR ALEX, CAMPBELL,

Fugitive Offenders - [SENATE.]

wn Conada Bill.

between the Island and the Mainland and
between the Island and Great Britain, it
became exceedingly difficult to get to-
gether a sufficient amount of cash to
enable the bank to re-open its doors within
the time appointed by law. It can easily
be understood that in a Province situated
as Prince Edward Island is, this would be
the case. Their resources were not
so easily available as those of the
larger banks on the Mainland would
be, and it became neceS$sary in conse-
quence to send a deputation to England.
That deputation was detained by very
stormy weather, and the result of that
detention was that there did not remain a
sufficient interval of time between their
arrival in London and‘their negotiations
there to telegraph the result to Prince
Edward Island and to Canada. In con-
sequence a telegram was received here
last week, when this House was not in
session, requesting that a bill might be
introduced in the House of Commons to
the effect which we have heard read here
this evening; it has passed that House
and I hope and believe it will pass this
House too, without any objection. I
believe myself that the stockholders of
that bank will come to the rescue and
provide new capital in place of that which
has been squandered, and that the bank
will resume within the ninety days ap-
pointed, probably with some surplus.

The Bill was read the third time and
passed.

FUGITIVE OFFENDERS IN
ADA BILL.

CAN-

SECOND READING.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (C), “An Act
respecting Fugitive Offenders in Canada,
from other parts of Her Majesty’s Do-
minions.”

He said : In the history of the former
Province of Canada, and I believe in the
history of several of the other Provinces,
Nova Scotia and Newfoundland, there
were measures for the arrest of fugitives
from one Province who were found in any
one of the other Provinces ; but there had
been no provision, and could be none, by
which fugitives could be taken across
the seas—no provision, for instance, as
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between Newfoundland and Nova Scotia,
or Newfoundland and old Canada, and
still more so, no provisions between Aus-
tralia and other distant colonies of the
tv«mpn'e, and the colony of Canada. Some
thg Ior three years ago, it was proposed by
e lmpemal Government that legislation
P ltxhd be had in the Imperial Parliament,
ang € purpose of meeting that difficulty;
'y some correspondence took place,
Ich was laid on the table of the House
our or five days ago, between the Imperial
overnment and the Government of the
; h?rmmt_)n relative to the legislation upon
: S subject which was found to be neces-
t;")', the Imperial Government suggesting
K at the legislation should come best from
iy : Impeglal Parliament, inasmuch as they,
o ?11 their pre-eminent power, could deal
1th the subject through all parts of the
thmpxre, and in <o far as it was affected by
tie transition on the high seas. At one
: }:ne that course was rather objected to by
Soe author;tges of the Dominion, but after
foml;ned additional correspondence it was
Coun that that was really the most useful
andrse to be pursued upon this subject,
tic.accorgln'xgly we acquiesced in the legis-
o In which was proposed on the part of
e 0mlpenal Parliament, and which affects
othern ylthg colony of Canada, but all the
o dco Onies of the Empire, and which
P (i-s for the rendition of fugitives from
e ao ony to another and their transmis-
I 'slatt:;oss the high seas by the general
th%sa on of the Imperial Parliament. At
Sub'ecltne time the right to deal with this
o dJ Sfo far as Canada was concerned,
witbiso ar as all dealings with persons
undon l;)ur own limits were concerned, was
. ubtedly given to the Parliament of
Dominion by the British North

pre s::ﬂ(t:a Act of 1867; and we, the
désir:bl Government, have thought it
int ¢, for the purpose of preserving
act the autonomy granted to us by the
suoqfederatlon Act to legislate upon this
ce n{efit SO far as our own limits are con-
o €d, and this_bill, although it proceeds
ul:e{l the same lines, and is almost abso-
Al Y In the same language—not quite, but
o tﬁSt absolutely in the same language
2 the Imperial Act, is for the purpose of
; Sﬁmng on the part of the Dominion the
:lg tto deal with the subject in so far as
egards th’i‘ hlimits of the Dominion of
e correspondence that has

taken place was laid op: the table of the

3
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House at the suggestion and request of
my hon. friend from Amherst. I do not
see that it has been printed, but if hon.
gentlemen desire to examine it, I can
postpone going into committee on this
bill until they see it, but the effect is asI
have mentioned it to the House. Itis,
in the first place, the desire of the Im-
perial Government to legislate on the sub-
ject ; the reasons for that desire ; the
remonstrance of the Government of this
country that this was a subject which had
been dealt with by the former legislatures
of the different Provinces of the: Domi-
nion, and could be dealt with again ; and
then the reply that so far that might be
true yet they could not deal with it upon the
high seas and between other colonies of
the Empire and this colony, and therefore
it was a subject which could be with more
convenience, more force and greater pro-
priety and certainty, dealt with by the Im-
petial Parliament than by the legislature
of any of the Colonies ; and then the final
rejoinder of the Government of the Domi-
nion that it would be well at all events
that we should assert our right within our
own Dominion, which right is asserted by
the bill before us. :

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the second time,

CRIMINAL JUSTICE IN DISPUTED
TERRITORIES BILL

SECOND READING.

Hon. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (F), “An Act
to continue in force the Act 43 Vic., Cap.
36.”

He said :—The House knows that
the Government of the Dominion and
that of the Provinceof Ontario, and latter-
ly that of the Province of Manitoba, have
not been able to come to an agreement
as to the boundary between Ontario and
Manitoba, though efforts have been made
on both sides to do so. I do not desire
to go into the relative earnestness or merits
of these exertions, but simply to say that
they have been made, and yet, so far,
that they have failed. Hon. gentlemen
know the direction in which .exertions have
been put forth by the Government of the
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Dominion and the objections that have
been taken by the Goverment of Ontario
and the suggestions made on behalf of that
Government as well as by our own. But
in the meantime, and until a settlement
is arrived at it is desirable that this Act,
which provides for the administration of
justice in the disputed territory, should be
continued. The Bill itself was introduced
some years ago, and it is desirable to con-
tinue it for the purpose of having an effi-
cient administration of criminal justice
in the disputed territory. I hope the
time is not far distant when it will cease
to be disputed, and when it will be award-
ed either to the Province of Cntario or to
the Province of Manitobs

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the second time.

MONTREAL AND CENTRAL CAN-
ADA RAILWAY COMPANY'S
“BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (K) ““An Act to incor-
porate the Montreal and Central Canada
Railway Company.” He explained that
the object of the Bill was to incorporate a
Company for the construction of a railway
from Smith’s Falls to the city of Montreal
in a direct line.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned at 8.45 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, March rst, 1882

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
PETITIONS FOR PRIVATE BILLS.
TIME EXTENDED.

HonN. Mr. BELLEROSE presented
the Sixth Report of the Committee on
Standing Orders and Private Bills. He

HoN. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL,

[SENATE.]

Trading Corporations.

said: 1 beg to inform the House that the
time for receiving petitions for private
bills expires to-day, and that the com-
mittee has not recommended an extension
of the time ; but the House of Commons
having done so, it might be necessary to
follow the same course in the Senate.
Thete is no recommendation on the part
of the committee, but if the House has
no objection I move that the time for
receiving petitions for private bills be ex-
tended to the 1oth instant.

The motion was agreed to.
BILL INTRODUCED.

Hon. MRrR. FERRIER introduced a
Bill for the relief of Matthew Gardner.

The bill was read the first time.

INSOLVENT BANKSAND TRADING
CORPORATIONS BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (A) “ An Act
respecting Insolvent Banks, Insurance
Companies and Trading Corporations.”

He said: This bill has for its object
the providing of machinery for the pur-
pose of winding up insolvent banks, and
insolvent trading companies. Some mea-
sure of the kind has been considered
desirable for some years past, and in fact,
has been alluded to once before in the
Speech from the Throne, but it is now
presented for the consideration of Parlia-
ment for the first time. The bill is draft-
ed mainly upon the provisions which
existed in the English law upon the same
subject, but some parts of it have been
suggested by our own old bankruptcy
law. The Bill proposes that in a certain
contingency any bank or trading company
may be placed in liquidation. The
contingencies are enumerated in the
bill in detail, but I think, for the purpose
of discussion, I might put them all in one
phrase by saying, when a bank or any
other company suspends payment it shall
be liable to be placed in liquidation. In
such a contingency the creditor, or any
creditors for a certain amount, applies to
the judge, and the bank or insolvent
company is summoned before the judge
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to show cause why the institution should
not be Plleced in liquidation. There is an
Opportunity then afforded for testing the
Circumstances which led the creditors to de-
g‘lam_i that the company be placed under
' € Jurisdiction of the court. Shotild
me court or the judge be of opinion that
ore time should be given for the pur-
S(:se of ascertaining one or the other of
€se points he is at liberty to do so, and
should it turn upon the second point—that
Is whether the corporation is really insol-
vent—the bill arms him with power to
Place an accountant not in possession
exactly, but to place an accountant in such
ahposmon as to be enabled to investigate
:i € books and the standing of the institu-
fon, and it enables the accountant to ask
or the assistance of the officers of the bank
Or corporation, and gives him power to
€nquire thoroughly into the affairs of the
Institution,  Until his report is made the
Matter is held over. The judge having
;‘(?tde up his mind whether the debt really
5 1ts and whether the corporation should
‘}’l_Placed in liquidation, makes the order
}Vn ltC}El places the estate in liquidation.
whe € same way he appoints a liquidator
o }Sdarmed xylth.all ‘necessary authority
wit‘l?:u up the Institution. He is myesged

- itself the authority which the institution
com ever had He can collect debts and
the IK‘Ormse debts, can make calls upon
the St areholders, either with reference to
Whicshoc[l: which they may have taken and
ties wht’ ey have not paid up, or the liabili-
doub] ich they have incurred under the
uble liabilities clause, in the case of
0:}‘5, and can exercise, in short, every
", er which is necessary for getting in
or i*ls§ets of the institution. The liquida-
. S In the same position as an officer of
an court and liable to be dealt with for
mostmalfeasance or misfeasance, in the
ened Prompt manner,—not by any length-
for Proceeding but by being punished
criegm}tempt as though he were a clerk or
of th of the court and disobeyed an order
mOste court.  So that the judge has the
comi Prompt means to deal with any short-
5 u'l:i.g or wrong-doing on the part of the
oq X ator._ The court can appoint one
T more liquidators, as may be thought
ist, limd the remuneration of the liquidator
A y this measure, within certain limits,
et also to the court. The House will
Observe that this power is given, not to

the creditors, but to the court, and this

p
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has been the result of consideration of the
opinions of various eminent men in Eng-
land, and I believe many in Canada, who
have given attention to the subject and
who have had experience with reference
to the working of insolvency laws in Eng-
land and in this country. That experi-
ence, strange te say, leads to this conclu-
sion, that those most interested in a bank-
rupt estate will not give it special attention,
that where it rests with the creditors to
say that such and such steps are necessary
or that suth and such proceedings shall
be taken by the assignee, or if he has not
done his duty, or in case of a variety of
complaints of that nature which will sug-
gest themselves to the minds of hon.
gentlemen, the creditors will not attend
to these things and time passes on, and
what is not attended to by one is not
attended to by the creditors as a whole.
It is nobody’s particular business and
time passes on until the collection of the
assets of a bankrupt estate becomes very
difficult. In England it was very slow,
and it became almost a by-word in many
parts of Canada that the assets of a hank-
rupt estate never got beyond the hands of
the assignee. That, T think, was the
result of a want of vigor or want of inter-
est on the part of the creditors, because
they certainly had under the old bank-
ruptcy law of Canada all the power in
their own hands and could have attended
to the matter and had better results if they
had given personal attention to the wind-
ing up of insolvent estates and had shown
proper vigor and persistence.  Particularly
they did not proceed persistently,. In
case of a bankruptcy the creditors met,
and for the moment everything would
seem to be going on vigorously, but the
estate would soon be lost sight of. There
was not the persistent attention necessary
to wind up an estate in a satisfactory
monner by the créditors.

The opinion of most eminent men in
England, the present Lord Chancellor and
the late Lord Chancellor and one or two
judges who have taken an interest in the
matter and have seats in the House of
Lords, and whose opinion can be ascer-
tained by hon. gentlemen who take an in-
terest in the subject, speak favorably of
the plan which is embodied in the Bill
now before the House—that is, of not
leaving the matter in the hands of the
creditors, but of placing it under the con-
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trol of a judge who being only one and
therefore prominent, and whose neglect
would come-home to himself—leaving it
in the hands of one person and making
him see that the liquidator attends-to the
collection of the debts and the proper
division of the assets, and that the estate
is wound up in a manner that business
men would be satisfied with. The bill
does not propose to give a discharge to an
insolvent company. It does not propose
to do that because at present there is no
insolvency law in force in the Dominion,
and there are no means of giving a private
debtor a discharge, and therefore it is not
contemplated in this Bill to give a bank-
rupt corporation a discharge. It is rather
for the purpose of winding up bankrupt
institutions (not of depriving them of their
charters), and of placing their assets in
the hands of their creditors. The Bill, as
I have said, has been framed principally
on the English law on the same subject,
but with a good deal of reference to, and I
may say, many provisions drawn from our
old bankruptcy law.

It occurred to me in bringing it before
the House that it would be desirable, andV
1 propose with the sanction of the House
to avail myself of the opportunity, to get
the assistance of some of those members
of the Senate who are likely frdm their
experience and professional knowledge to
have given this subject most attention ;
and I propose with the assent of the
House to refer the bill to a private select
committee for the purpose of obtaining
such suggestions as can be given with re-
ference to all the features of the Bill
which I have mentioned. I think it very
desirable that this committee should be
composed of gentlemen from the different
Provinces and belonging to different pro-
fessions. I venture to submit the names
not only of gentlemen belonging to the
legal profession, but also of gentlemen
who are merchants and who can, because
of their practical knowledge of business
affairs recommend the best course to be
pursued in reference to the estates of in-
solvent corporations. I hope with the
assistance of that committee, whose
names I shall submit to the House when
the bill isread the second time, to perfecta
measure which will meet with the approval
of Parliament. 1 have mentioned the
general scope of the bill, and I trust with
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the assistance of this committee, we shall
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be able to present it in such a shape that
it will be a useful addition to the laws of
the country which are singularly defective
on this point. . I have received during the
time I have given consideration to the
bill several suggestions, some of which are
given at length, some from the Province
of Ontario and some from the Province of
Quebec,.all more or less valuable, and all
pointing to what was considered by those
who have prepared them as defective por-
tions of the measure. Whether they are
so or not, will be a matter for the consid-
eration of this committee to whom I will
submit them with the bill. I do not think
I need detain the House by any further
observations. I have given hon. gentlemen
a general idea of the measure, and I am
quite sure that the principle of it will be
readily assented to by every member of
the Senate.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—-Before the mo-
tion is put from the Chair I would like to
call the attention of the hon. Minister of
Justice to the fact that with regard to one
branch of this measure, that is the wind-
ing up of insolvent banks, there is already
legislation in the Banking Act, and 1t
would be convenient for the House to
know to what extent this legislation differs
from the existing provisions, which are
certainly stringent enough for the winding
up of insolvent banks. These powers
which have been mentioned with reference
to requiring parties to pay up calls, double
liabilities, etc., have all been provided for
with regard to banks. The other two
classes—insurance companies and trading
corporations — I say nothing about at
present, because that will be a matter for
detail and enquiry. It would be conve-
nient, however, for the House, if my hon.
friend would state to what extent the pro-
visions in this Act for winding up banks
differ from those now in force.

Hon. Sikr ALEX. CAMPBELL—As
far as my recollection goes, under the
Banking Act there is a provision for the:
purpose of enabling calls to bé made with-
out exhausting in the first place the assets
of the bank. That was the difficulty
which led to the Banking Act being
amended in that sense. A bank fails and
there is the double liability clause by
which the stockholders can be called upon
to contribute very largely to the payment



Insolvent Banks and [Maxcr 1, 1882.) Trading Corporations. 37

of the debts which the bank may owe.
But it was held by the courts that that
clause could not be put in operation until
the assets of the bank were exhausted, and
that put off indefinitely the time when the
Stockholders could be called upon to meet
their liabilities under the double liability
c}“ﬁ?- Under the amendment the double
!‘ablht)'_ clause can be used without wait-
Ing until the assets of the bank are called
In, but there is no legislation beyond that
for the Ppassing of the estate into the hands
Of t.he liquidator. There is no provision
gving the liquidator the powers to which

have referred : there is none for giving
:)C court power to ascertain’ whether the

ank is insolvent or not; and none to
8ve to the court or to the liquidator
Power to deal with the assets of the bank
‘I)r with the liquidator in a summary way.

N the banking act there is just a provi-
Slon to meet the difficulty which was ex-
. Perienced with respect to the double lia-

llity clause not being capable of being
Used until after the assets were all called
In. " None of the provisions of this bill,

to which I have alluded, are in the bank-
Ing act,

caﬁI;N- MRr. MCMASTER—1 desire to
and E§entxon to the fapt that clauses 57
sho Sld of the act provide that if a bank
nin:t fail to meet its liabilities within
an y d?ys, that constitutes insolvency ;
o anPl‘ov'xswn Is made for the appointment
in thiaSSlgpge. Intheeventof its remaining
giVens Position fpr six months, power 1s
AN to the assignee, or to tl'.le directors,
thinade an assessment, at intervals of
the Yl_ %ys',_for the purpose of meeting
asset ia 111§le§ without reference to the
S. This is a very important provision,
Celst Appears to me that there is no great
com Sity to include banks with the other
% Panies in this bill, in view of the pro-
'°Ds  to which I have refetred and

Ch appears to be quite ample.

Willl*{(m. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL—We
Consider that in the committee.

he

o Hon. Mg, SCOTT—IsthisBill intended
Supercede the banking act ?

Hown. gix ALEX. CAMPBELL—No.

Hon, Mg, SCOTT—I notice, with re-

fe .
.‘e?dCe to the clauses to which my hon.

alludes, that the time specified is

the same as that mentioned in the banking
act—ninety days—before any proceedings
can be ‘taken before the court, but the
observation which the hon. Senator on my
left (Mr. McMaster) has made is a very per-
tinent one—that it is the case of other
corporations than banks that this measure
is intended to meet. It may possibly be
a matter for the committee to decide
whether the clauses of the banking act
are sufficient, and whether the banks
might not be excluded from this measure.
We all admit that the time has arrived
when legislation of this kind is necessary,
and we should have some law upon our
statute-books by which the vast number
of ephemeral corporations, which have
become insolvent, should be wound up.
This legislation is nota day too soon. I
assume that the Government are not com-
mitted to the principle of including banks,
and that if the committee are of opinion
that the legislation which already provides
for the winding up of insolvent banks is
sufficient, the provisions in this bill will
not be made to apply to banks. Their '
case is different from that of ordinary tra-
ding companies, being institutions of an en-
tirely different character ; however I shall
reserve any opinions I may have to ex-
press until the bill is before the committee.

Hox. Mr. ALEXANDER—This ap-
pears to me to be a measure of such
importance that, the hon. leader of the
House having already explained its details,
I am sure there are many members of the
Senate who desire to have the discussion
on the second reading stand over until
to-morrow, in order that they may thor-
oughly digest the remarks which he has
made, and understand in what manner the
interests of shareholders are to be dealt
with. It does appear to me that it is an
excessive power which this bill proposes
to give to the court to appoint a liquida-
tor to deal with the property of share-
holders in this summary manner, without
the shareholders having any voice in the
appointment of the accountant or liquida-
tor. Suppose we are all shareholders of
a bank, the bank suspends, under this
measure application is made to the court
to deal in a most summary manner with
our property! We have no voice what-
ever in the appointing of the accountant
or liquidator in order that we might have
some hope of the shareholders’ interests
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being protected. It is all very well to say
that the judges of our courts are men of
unimpeachable integrity. We know they
are, but surely it appears reasonable that
where a large body of men, the share-
holders, have their all in the bank, and
that perhaps their property may have been
thrown away in a most discreditable man-
ner, they ought to have some voice in the
appointment of the liquidator in whose
hands their property is to be entrusted.
We may be called upon to pay a double
liability in a summary manner, while we
have not one comforting assurance to feel
that our interests are fairly dealt with. It
does appear to me that the House ought
to pause. Does the hon. gentleman pro
pose that the Bill shall be retrospective -

Hon. S1r ALEX. CAMPBELL—No.

HoN. Mx. ALEXANDER—I think it
is very desirable that it should be retro-
spective, to deal with certain banks which
have got into difficulties within the past
* five years. It does seem to me that in
view of the history of some of the banks of
this country that we know of, a measure
which empowers a court to appoint liqui-
dators in this manner, will have the effect
of driving every man to take his money
out of bank stocks and invest it in other
securities.

- Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I beg
to move that the bill be referred to a select
committee to consist of Hon. Messrs.
Scott, Dickey, Trudel, McMaster Gibbs,
and the mover.

Hon. MrR. ALEXANDER—I again
ask why a Bill of this importance should
not be left to the committee on Banking
and Commerce? No objection can be
raised to the members of that committee,
but to send the bill to so small a number
when we have the Banking Committee
selected from the leading merchants and
the leading bankers of the House, seems to
me an improper course. I cannot under-
stand why the hon. gentleman should
propose a select committee to deal with
an 1mportant matter like this, and I hope
the House will not agree to it.

L’'noN. MR. BUREAU-—Jattire Pat-
tention des honorables Sénateurs sur I'im-
portance de conserver aux actionnaires ou
autres personnes ayant des réclamations

HoN, MR. ALEXANDER,
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contre les corporations en question, tous
leurs droits et privildges que ces action-
naires ou autres pourraient avoir contre
ces corporations, leurs directeurs ou agents
responsables afin que telles liquidations ne
puissent en aucune maniere leur préjudi-
cier. Je sais que durant la Session ac-
tuelle ces questions seront soulevées 2
Poccasion d'une banque & Montréal qui a
été mise en liquidation. Le Bill actuel
peut régler équitablement les droits de
toutes les parties intéressées en pareille
circonstance, sans avoir recours 3 une 1¢-
gislation exceptionnelle.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not think
the objection of the hon. gentléman from
Woodstock (Mr. Alexander) is well taken.
This is a public bill introduced by the
Government, and I do not think it has
been the practice to refer bills of that sort
to any committee; I think perhaps the
Government are Judlcmus in_referring it
to a special committee, consisting partly
of members of the Opposition, because in
that way the Government get rid of a
great portion of the responsibility, which
perhaps, properly ought to rest on their
shoulders alone. I think that the Hon.
Minister of Justice has shewn a great deal
of judgment in the sel ection of the com-
mittee, and I feel that the bill could not
be in better hands than those in which he
proposes to put it. I rise chiefly for the
purpose of saying, that I presume—I wish
to get an expression from the leader of
the Government in this House on the
subject—that there will be the fullest
opportunity to consider the bill in detail
when the report of the committee comes
up, and that we shall have just as ample
opportunity to discuss the details of the
bill as if it had not been referred to this
committee, but had gone to. a committee
of the whole House.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—
Certainly.

The motion was agreed to.
COUNTY COURT JUDGES’ BILL.
SECOND READING.,

Hon. Sir ALEXANDER CAMPBELL
moved the second reading of Bill (B) “An
Act respecting County Court Judges.”

He said—Great difficulty has been
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:;O“nd In dealing with some of the county
ourt judges whose conduct has not
©en such as the country has a right to

€Xpect from men occupying that high

Position,  The county court judges in
lﬂtano were at one time liable to be dis-

&:‘;ed by proceedings before what was

m ed in the Act, a court of impeach-

- ent.  This court of impeachment con-

Sisted of judges of the Supreme Court or

Judges of "the Court of Queen’s Bench in

si:tal’}o. During the history of Ontario

th Ce 1t becar_ne a separate Province from
€ old Province of United Canada that
Ct was repealed, or at all events, lan-
tgélage Was used intended to repeal it, and
ind Create another tribunal for trying

Jw hges of the county courts against

n Om there was any complaint. This
€W tribunal consisted of the Lieutenant-
Overnor-in-Council. Great doubt arose

?h'gohwhether or not, under the measure

o Ch repealed the Act of old Canada and

h nstituted what was called a court of
Mpeachment, the legislation of Ontario

Purporting to repeal that statute was within
€ scope of the legislative powers of

oﬁtagO, and a doubt has been felt not

COnY Y those gentlemen who have been

lawc}e‘med- in the administration of the
; ere in Ottawa connected with the

bute{lent Governments of the Dominion,
ce as been felt by those gentlemen con-
™ed in the administration of the law in
w:rtano; and the result has been that they
nte unwilling for the Government of
arlo to act upon the law which enacted

at judges of the county courts might
tried before the Executive Council and

¢ Lieutenant Governor of that Province.
€y distrusted the legality of that statute,
ing h tterly,. when I have been gndeavor-
the O put in force some machinery for
plaié’t“rPOS_e of trying to deal with com-

Nam S against 2 judge in Ontarie, whose
Ounfi and local‘lty I will not mention, I

very | that the judges, or one of them, a
nta €arned Judge of one of the courts of

pron:o’ was of opinion, and was ready to
. unce judgment to that effect, that

escr?glslatlon of Qntano which I have
st atutl ed, and which repealed the old
of i of Canada providing for a court

Mpeachment, was w/fra vires of the

res‘:fl?trs of the Legislature of Ontario. The

Was, that we were thrown back upon
€ Necessity of legislating as the bill pro-
S¢s to do, or of trying to put in force
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an old statute of the Imperial Parliament
which made provision for the removal of
judges in the colonies under certain cir-
cumstances and with certain formalities,
It was somewhat difficult to avail ourselves
of that statute. We did try, but difficul-
ties were encountered, and on the whole
it was thought necessary almost, (I think
I may say absolutely necessary,) that some
legislation should take place upon the sub-
ject for the purpose of enabling the execu-
tive government to deal with the case—
and there are one or two very flagrant
cases—of misconduct on the part of
county court judges. This bill provides
that these cases should be dealt with by
the Governor-in-Council, who may for
the purpose of investigation avail himself
of the services of one of the judges of the
Supreme Court who shall conduct the
inquiry and report upon the complaint
made against any judge: that report, and
evidence will be laid before the Privy
Council, who ultimately will deal with the
case. This provision which is made in
the bill is analogous to that which was
made by the statute of Ontario, and
analogous to that which was provided by
the English act to which I have alluded.
and which I tried to put in force in one
of the instances which I have mentioned.
I desire to putin the bill other provisions
one of which relates to their pensions ;
the sixth clause is not so full as I intended
it to have been and as I propose to make
it in committee. There is now a provi-
sion in the law under which after twenty-
five years’ service a county court judge
may be pensioned ; that has not been
placed in the sixth clause as I intended it
should have been and as I will ask here-
after to have it placed by the committee
of the House. Then I have provided
that if a judge of the county court is
removed by the Governor-in-Council for
inability or incapacity, and that the inabil-
ity or incapacity has arisen from old age
or ill health, that that shall be the same
as though he had resigned and that he
may still have the pension. It does some-
times happen and I think it is now the
case that a judge clings to office when in
reality it would be far better for himself
and for the administration of justice that
he should retire. At the same time he is
not of that opinion, he thinks he is still
able to discharge his duty ; we all cling
to the belief that we continue to possess
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~our full powers in old age, and these
gentlemen cling to their offices in a way
which is disadvantageous to the adminis-
tration of justice. It is proposed in this
bill that they shall be removable for inabil-
ity arising from old age or incapacity, and
that they shall be entitled to a pension.
Then there is a provision which I do not
feel quite sure about, and I am not des:-
rous of pressmg it ; as to the appoint-
ment of a junior ]udge, unless there is a
given population ; I think, perhaps, that
had better remain over. Then I have
received many remonstrances against the
last clause, which provides that a judge
of a county court shall not hold any
office under the Government of a Province.
In Ontario there are many judges holding
the office of Master in Chancery and
Registrar in Chancery, and these offices
they derive from the Government of the
Province. They occupy a great deal of
their time and they get remunerated by
fees ; sometimes it may be said that the
discharging of their duties as judges is
hindered, and their time occupied to the
disadvantage of their duties as judges by
those other duties ; but I have received
so many remonstrances—some of them
shewing such strong reason for the con-
tinuance, for the present at all events, of
the system—that I am not prepared to
press that clause upon the consideration
of the House. The statute of Ontario
makes it incumbent upon the judge to be
the Master in Chancery; this statute
makes it incumbent upon him not to be
so, and the judge would be placed in a
dilemma. I think, perhaps hereafter,
when some future Government, or this
Government reconsiders the subject of
judges’ salaries generally, that the oppor-
tunity might then be taken of passing a
law confining them wholly to the dis-
charge of their duties as judges, but I
think just now it would be unfair to do
so. These are the general provisions of
the bill of which I move the second
reading.

Hon. MR. SCOTT—It is a matter of
very great regret that there should be any
necessity for this legislation proposed by
the Government ; but I really feel myself
that the observations which the hon.
gentleman (Sir Alexander Campbell) has
made with reference to the nece551ty are
true, and that it becomes important to

HonN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL,
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deal with certain judges, who have not the
good taste to resign when they become
incapacitated from causes for which they
themselves are somewhat responsible, and
therefore it becomes necessary to remove
them in the manner laid down in this bill.
The only portion to which I take a very
strong objection, is that which gives the
Governor-General-in-Council power to
name other persons than those who are
specially mentioned in the bill itself.
Now, I think in placing in the statute
book a measure of this kind, which affects
in so tender a point a class of gentlemen,
many of whom—-a very large proportion,
in fact—are of very high standing, we
ought to be extremely careful in the selec-
tion of the tribunal that is totry them. A
judge of the Supreme Court would be a
very proper tribunal, but the clause goes
on to give the Governor-in-Council power
to name other persons. We might as well
strike out all the preceding portion of the
clause, and say that the Governor-in-
Council may investigate the matter. I
think if these words to which I have re-
ferred were struck out, and the number
of persons to whom this sovereign
power could be delegated could not
be increased, the bill would not
be objectionable. I am glad to hear
the hon. the Minister of Justice say that
he does not intend to insist upon the
tenth and eleventh sections, more particu-
larly the latter, which would deprive judges
of the right to accept fees in addition
to their salaries. It would affect more than
the Master-in-Chancery. For instance,
there are judges of surrogate courts. I
know there are some county court judges
who are surrogate judges and they are
entitled to draw fees for their services in
that court; and they are really the best
tribunal to which wills could be left.
There are some other details of this bill
which it is not necessary to advert to
further than to say that I generally ac-
quiesce in the principle of the measure, but
would be glad to see it altered in the
direction which I have indicated. Parlia-
ment should know, and the judges them-
selves should know the tribunal before
which they are to be tried ; otherwise if a
judge were inimical to the Govemment of
the day it would give them power—a very
extraordinary power—to appoint a person
who might be of a yielding character and
who might be disposed to do what was
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:‘}‘1" right or proper. Therefore, I hope
¢ Government will see the propriety

of making this change,

HoN. MR, READ—I am very glad to
tef’\l' the hon. leader of the Government in
s House say that he is not going to in-
SISt upon the 1oth clause, because there
are localities with which I am acquainted
?thre the interests of justice demand a
Junior judge. The county in which I re-
side is hearly 100 miles long and the judge
would hg.ve to travel from where he lives
hfty or sixty miles, to hold courts. There
IS no railway, and the roads are very bad,
and it would take him a long time, and
. }:f would be prevented from discharging
€ duties entailed upon him. That is
One instance. Then in the counties of
Lennox and Addington the judge would
ave to travel over a large district. Inthe
County of Renfrew there are forty town-
ships,"yet the population is only 40,000.
ere would be a great inconvenience
ere.  For these reasons I am very glad
t hear that the Hon. Minister of Justice
0¢s not insist at the present time on the
Ioth clause, because I think in many cases

It would be necessary to have junior
Judges.

HoN, Mr. KAULBACH—Might not
Some of the provisions of this bill apply to
Judges of other courts as well as to the
Judges of county courts —1I mean as

fegards removal for incapacity from
ge or ill-health?

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I am
:_Tluch obliged to my hon. friend opposite
Or the kind spirit in which he received the
Sl There is great force in the sugges-
tl°n.w‘hich he makes as to the objections
to 8iving power to hold this enquiry, to
Other persons than the judges named.
Sefore the bill comes up for consideration
In committee, I will discuss that point
With my colleagues, and will perhaps be
able to meet my hon. friend either wholly
O to some extent, in the direction in
Which he finds a difficulty. The case
;’hlch is mentioned by the hon. Senator
‘om Belleville (Mr. Read), was before
mMe, and the judge did tell me that he was
Unable to discharge the duty,—although

€ population of his. county was not
Breater than that mentioned in the bill—
In consequence of the distances which he

[Maron 1, 1882.]

Judges Bill.

would have to travel. The county of
Hastings is very long and not very broad,
and the railway does not extend far
through it, so that it makes it difficult to
conduct the business of the courts there
with only one judge. Still, I am strongly of
opinion that if the judges gave the whole
of their time to their duties, and displayed
the ordinary vigor which men should do in
the prime of life—as most of them are—
that a great deal more could be done than
is accomplished now ; but it is necessary
to go gently. The hon. Senator for Lun-
enburg asks, why not extend the provi-
sions of this Bill to other courts? The
reason is that they hold office during
good behaviour and can only be removed
by the action of both Houses of Parlia-
ment. They can be pensioned after
serving fifteen years if they are unable to -
discharge their duties from illness or in-
ability. I think most of these provisions
are substantially to be found in the ex-
isting laws with reference to other courts;
but that also I will examine into and see
if there is any thing omitted in that
respect.

41

Hon. Mr. POWER—I regret that I
cannot agree with the leader of the Op-
position in congratulating the Government
for having struck out the two last clauses
of the bill. It seems to me that the
tenth section contained a very proper
provision. " I think that the multiplication
of county court judges is not desirable.
Under the provisions contained in the
earlier sections of the bill, any judge who
is incapacitated from old age or illness to
discharge his duties, will be removed, and
then the necessity of appointing junior
judges will not arise. There is a good
deal of force in the remark of the hon.
Senator from Belleville (Mr. Read), with
reference to those counties which are
very extensive; but I think, as a rule,
where a small population is spread over
a large county the amount of litigation is
very trifling, the great bulk of litigation
being, as a rule, in the towns and cities.
I think it will be found that the amount
of business in a large district sparsely
settled is very small, and that a man of
fair energy and vigor having charge of
those districts, will be quite able to over-
take all the work to be done there. I
think further, that if it is found, that the
work done by a judge, in other capaci-
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ties than that of a county court judge,
conflicts with his regular duties it would
be better for the Government to pay him
a sufficient sum to confine his attention
to the county court work. I regret that
the Hon. Minister of Justice does not see
his way to doing anything of that kind at
present. The Treasury is overflowing to
an extent never known before, and this is
a most opportune time to give hard work-
ing and valuable officers, like these
county court judges, such salaries as
will enable them to devote all their time
and energies to the discharge of their
duties, and to live in a way becoming
such important functionaries.

HoN. MR. DICKEY—I am very glad
that the suggestion which was made by the
hon. gentleman below me as to the mode
of conducting these enquiries has been ac-
eepted so freely by the leader of the Gov-
ernment in this House. I have a very
strong opinion, and I hope he will concur
in that opinion, that it is very undesirable
that a judge of the county court should
be removed by any lower functionary than
a judge of the Supreme Court.

Hon. MR. SCOTT—I do not desire to
be misunderstood with reference to the
tenth clause. I do not think it would
be wise for the Government to tie itself up
to the necessity of a population of 10,000
before appointing a junior judge. I have in
my mind’s eye several counties in Ontario
where the population is under 70,000, and
where it would be impossible for one
judge to discharge all the duties. Where
a county extends over a large area there
might be a population of only 60,0000,
and yet it would be impossible for one
judge to discharge all the duties, especially
if it was a commercial county. There is
dlways more litigation in a county where
you have a number of towns and villages,
and therefore, I think the limitation as to
population is too high. My impression is
that the general rule that has been kept
in view by former Governments has been,
that there should be at least a population
of 50,000 to 60,000 to warrant the ap-
pointment of a junior judge. There are
some counties where the area is large, in
which there is but one judge. There are
other counties where the area is not so
large, but where the population is larger,

HoN. MR, PoyER,
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and where there is a junior judge. I
think 70,000 is too high a standard, so far
as population is concerned. If you are
to name a limit at all, I think it should
be lower than that. At all events it would
be putting on record that in a considerable
number of cases the junior judge was a
supernumery. There are eight or ten cases
in Ontario where there are junior judges,
where the population does not reach
70,000, and this would be practically our
opinion, that the appointing of junior
judges in the past in unions of counties
where the population was less than 70,000,
was an improper exercise of the appoint-
ing power. The Governor-in—-Council
should decide when the time has arrived
for the appointment of a second judge in
a county or union of counties. My idea
is, that the limit is high and that it should
be made lower or left as it is. Unless
there is ample business for two Judges, a
junior judge should not be appointed

Hon. SR ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
should like to add, with reference to that
point, that a paper of much interest was
submitted to me after this clause was pre-
pared, which contained the views of one
of the most eminent men who have held
the office which I now fill—Mr
Blake—=-who was considering this point
and who suggested with reference to the
question which occurred to the mind of
the hon. Senator from Halifax, and which
was also alluded to by my hon. friend
opposite—the effect of a certain kind of
population on the business of a court.
Mr. Blake was of -opinion, and goes at
length into the subject in this paper, that
the population in towns should be counted
as two against the rural population in esti-
mating the business of any locality. It is
discussed at considerable length in this
paper which Mr. Blake very kindly fur-
nished my predecessor in the office, and
I feel very much inclined to defer to that
view. That would restrict the appoint-
ment to a certain population. Various
reports have been made by judges point-
ing out tke difficulties in their several
counties such as have been referred to by
the hon. Senator from Quinte, which ren-
dered it inexpedient to lay down a hard
and fast rule as to population. The mat-
ter, I think, must be left to the responsi-
bility of those who are Ministers of the
Crown at the time.



First National

of gON. Mr. FLINT.—The population
e County of Hastings at present is
adout 60,000 and we have twelve Division
sig“m,_one in Belleville and eleven out-
Py of it. It requires at least seven to
1ght weeks for a deputy judge to attend
‘3 these courts, and consequently it
¢ ould.talge a great deal of time away from
ise Principal part of the business of what
. called a County Court. Hastings is a
€1y long county: from Belleville to its
northern extremity it is about 120 miles.
lhe whole of the courts, with the excep-
101 of one are within a radius of 30 miles.
at one is seventy-eight miles to the
Dorth of Belleville and fifty miles north of
Madoc where the last court, you may say,
lts held.  As a general thing it would take
W0 days to go there, two to come and
32y two to attend to the business of the
ourt. We have only two Courts there
D the year, one every six months, and as
3 matter of course, a vast amount of busi-
Dess accumulates. The time will soon
?mve when it will be necessary to have up
€re a greater number of courts—that is
0 have either three or four through the
year, which will expedite the business, but
i the limit of 70,000 of 2 population is to
adopted, and deputy judges are to be
C°ne away with, we could not have any
ourts, or else the majority of the courts
Would have to suffer from “the absence of
n € Judge. I think however, the day is
siOt far distant when there will be a divi-
¢ On of the County of Hastings, and then
ate Probability is that one iudge could
tend to the different divisions, but as
;mltter§ are at present it would be simply
possible for one to do it, and if the
ister of Justice could see his way to
OWwering the standard to 50,000 it would
far more acceptable. '

i

The Bill was read the second time.

IMPROPER USE OF FIRE-ARMS
BILL.

SECOND READING.,

Hon. sk ALEX. CAMPBELL
Moved the second reading of Bill (E),“An
inc.t to amend the Act 40 Vict., cap. 30,

ttuled “an Act to make provision against

€ Improper use of fire-arms.’” He said
Under the existing law fire-arms, when
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they are illegally found in the ‘possession
of any person, are broken up and required
to be destroyed. Remonstrances were
made on this point from certain munici-
palities, and it was suggested that the
weapons instead of being destroyed, should
become the property of the municipality.
This Bill is to carry out that suggestion.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the second time.

STEAM USERS' INSURANCE COM-
PANY'S BILL.

" SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL moved the second
reading of Bill (I),“ An Act to amend the
Act incorporating the Canadian Steam
Users’ Association, and to change the
name of the said Act to the ‘Boiler and
Inspection Insurance Company of Can-
ada.’” He said—The Bill is one of a very
simple character indeed. It has been
found by the incorporators that the name
is not a sufficient indication of thecharacter
and work of the Association, and they
therefore desire that the name should be
changed from that of the ¢Steam User’s
Insurance Association” to that of the
“ Boiler and Inspection Insurance Com-
pany,” the object of the Association being
the inspection of boilers and the issuing of
insurance against the explosion of boilers.
The second section, although it may

-appear long, is only made so by repeating

in full the clause of the former Act which
it seeks torescind. That clause required
that the Company should be managed by
a Board of Directors, one-half of whom
should retire each year in rotation, and it
is thought desirable that the new Board
should be elected each year.

The Bill was read the second time,

FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF
CANADA BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. MRr. GIBBS moved the second
reading of Bill (J), ““An Act to incor-
porate the First National Bank of Can-
ada'”

He said : This is a Bill for the purpose
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of establishing a bank in the town where
I live, with a capital of one million dollars,
and subject to the usual provisions of the
Banking Act. I do not suppose it is ne-
cessary that I should go through all the
clauses of the Bill, as I believe most of
them may be found in the general Bank-
ing Act.

44

The Bill was read the second time.
HARBORAND RIVER POLICE BILL
SECOND READll;IG.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (D), “An Act
respecting the Harbor and Ruver Police of
Canada.,” He said :—This is a Bill with
the object of reducing to better order than
it is now the Harbor and River Police of
Montreal and Quebec. The history of that
police force is this: It was constituted in
the first place by an ordinance passed in
the time of Lord Durham, and the money
necessary for keeping up the force was
then voluntarily contributed by the mer-
chants and ship-owners. Subsequently in
old Canada the ordinance was changed,
and instead of voluntary contribution a
tax was levied upon the vessels coming
into the harbors of Montreal and Quebec.
This tax was imposed for that purpose, and
the money which was raised from it was
given to the police authorities who were
called upon to disburse it, and who re-im-
bursed themselves by this tax. It has
been going on in that sort of way, which
I must say is a slip-shod way, from that
time to this, any deficiency between the
money received and the cost of the force
being paid out of the general revenue of
the country. Then difficulties arose as to
the command of this force, as to whether
it was a Provincial or a Dominion force,
or whether it was under the control of a
certain official in Quebec, or under the
control of the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries. This Bill provides that the
force shall be under the authority of the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, and
that it shall be composed of a superin-
tendent and so many policemen, that they
shall be paid out of the Consolidated
Revenue of the Dominion, that a certain
tax shall be continued on shipping, which
shall go into the Consolidated Revenue ;

HoN, MRr. GiBss.
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and it is believed that one will be suffi-
cient to meet the other; but thereis no
pretence (which was a very bad plan) of
applying that particular money received
from the ships to the payment of the
police.

The pay of the police is charged against
the general revenue, and the proceeds of
the taxes levied go into the general
revenue. Provision is made for the main-
tenance of order, etc., and is sufficiently
precise I think to meet the necessities of
the case and to remedy those inconve-
niences which experience has shewn in the
administration of the force. I have the
various statutes by me, but I do not think
it is necessary to trouble the House with
them upon the occasion of the second
reading of the bill. The superintendent
is made a justice of the peace, for the
purpose of carrying out the criminal laws,
which he was not before. That was done
for this reason—this police force has juris-
diction outside of the harbors of Quebec
and Montreal, and may go down to en-
force the laws as far as Anticosti and
other places, and therefore it was thought
desirable, if they had to go to a distant
part of the Gulf, where thete were no
magistrates, that thesuperintendent should
have the power of a justice of the peace ;
and in that sense he is made a magistrate,
but it is not intended that he shall inter-
fere in any way with other magistrates
and their duties. There is a certain juris-
diction conferred by the Merchant Ship-
ping Act on certain officers in Quebec
and Montreal, and this bill cannot inter-
fere with their duties in any way since the
Merchant Shipping Act provides in so
many words, that the proceedings under
that Act shall be before a judge of the
Court of Sessions.

HoN. MR. SCOTT—In reference to
the eighth clause, I think it would be
ultra vires of this House to pass it. That
clause should originate in the House of
Comymnons, it will really have to come
back to this Chamber again,

Hon. SiR ALEX, CAMPBELL—We
have introduced Bills of this kind in the
Senate several times for the purpose of
advancing them. They go down to the
House of Commons and the blanks are
filled, ahd they come back to us again.
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Hon. Mr. DICKEY—The hon. gentle-
™Man has referred to the conferring of the
Powers of 3 justice of the peace upon su-
Perintendents, The Dominion _Parlia-
:nem has no power to create justices of

i€ peace, and we certainly ought not to
lg“'e them jurisdiction with reference to
t?;WS whth are not within the purview of

€ Dominion as criminal laws are. This
CIa“St? goes further and says that ‘“‘every
Superintendent of harbor and river police
3ppointed under this Act shall for the
Purpose of carrying out the criminal laws
and other laws of Canada,” etc. I think
this ought to be limited in a different way
Or the question of jurisdiction might arise,
and a question of the power of this func-
Uonary to discharge the duties of a jus-
lce of the peace in respect to matters
which are not within his jurisdiction. I
understood my hon. friend to say that he

Id not propose that these superintendants
should ‘interfere in any way with other
Justices of tl}e peace!

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—No.

H(}N. MRr. DICKEY~-This extensive
Wording of the clause might lead toa

?gr_\tf'iict and I therefore called attention
i

_Hon. Sir. ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
?m very much obliged to the hon. Sena-
Or from Ambherst for his suggestion. We
Will consider that béfore going into com-
[ttee. Tt may be the words “and other
Ws,” should be stricken out. I think it
Tequires some consideration, because it is
Or the purpose of enforcing the laws
e{lactgd by the Dominion. However, 1
will glve most careful consideration to the
Objections that have been made.

—

at Hon. Mr. TRUDEL—I beg to call
tention to the eighth clause by which
Ie)OWe_r 1S given to collect tolls from vessels
tntenng the harbors of Quebec and Mon-
Teal, In previous sessions both Houses
" Ve considered the question whether it
isglﬂd not be proper to take steps to dimin-
the tolls upon vessels entering those
Tbors in order to increase the traffic by

way of the St. Lawrence. This hon.
. taiuse will recollect that comparative

s €ments have been submitted to us
Owing that the tax upon vessels by the
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- Lawrence route exceeds the tolls levied
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upon vessels entering the harbor of New
York for instance, and that this difference
is operating prejudicially to our ports by
diverting trade which should naturally
come to them. I understood at the time
that the policy of the Government was in
the direction of diminishing those charges,
as I think should be done in the interests
of the country. If I recollect right the
pilotage, harbor dues and other charges
at the port of Montreal are more than
double those paid in the harbor of New
York, and if a new tax is put upon vessels
entering the St. Lawrence, it seems to
me that it will be a mistake. I merely
call ‘attention to the matter and ask
whether it would not be possible, not
merely in the interest of the ports of Que-
bec and Montreal, but in the interests of
the whole of the Dominion not to increase
those duties. We have all learned with
great pleasure that the revenue exceeds
the expenditure and, therefore, I think
that these new charges contemplated by
this Bill should be borne by the Govern-
ment of the Dominion, and I hope they
will take the matter into their serious con-
sideration.

Honx. Mr. KAULBACH—I do not
know whether new charges will be created
by this Bill, but I beg leave to differ from
my hon. friend (Mr. Trudel) with respect
to the charges at the port of New York .
and at the port of Montreal. From what
I know of those ports, the charges at
Montreal are not so great as at New York,
The towage at Montreal is large, but ex-
cept that, the difference is the other way,

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
question raised by the hon. Senator from
DeSalaberry (Mr. Trudel) is a large one,
and it was discussed in this House some
sessions ago. Some approach has been
made towards the accomplishment of the
object which the hon. gentleman has in
view by the assumption by the Dominion
of some of the debt incurred at the har-
bor of Montreal, and by lessening the
debt on it materially—reducing it from six
to four per cent—but it would be hardly
fair I think to the rest of the country to
do away altogether with those charges
which really relate to a very great extent
to the ports of Montreal and Quebec.
This force sometimes, abnormally, goes to
other parts of the country; but it is for
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the most part to maintain order, and to
enforce the regulations in the harbors of
Montreal and Quebec. To a very great
extent these are local, and therefore I
do not think it would be fair that the
charges which are necessary for the en-
forcement of these local rules and regula-
tions should be borne by the country at
large. If in any way the charges by the
St. Lawrence route could be reduced, I
should be glad to see it done, and T hope,
in the course of time, that ingenuity will
suggest some way ; but it is very difficult,
because of the extent of the Dominion,
and what is due to other localities. If the
charges were taken off the navigation of
the St. Lawrence and the ports of Montreal
and Quebec, under what circumstances,
and for what reasons, shall we maintain
such a force? What interest, excgpt as
belonging to one country, have the in-
habitants of other parts of the Dominion
in the reductions of charges to be made
in those ports?

Hon. Mr. TRUDEL—I would ask
the Government to consider whether in
the interest of the public generally it
would not be well not to augment the
charges. I admit at once that it is per-
fectly reasonable that those expenses which
arise from local difficulties in the harbors
of those cities should be met by local

_ charges, but if one of the consequences of
those charges is to prevent trade going by
the St. Lawrence and to divert it to the
harbors of the United States, and if the
country looses more by that than it would
by assuming these charges, I think it
would be reasonable for the Government
to bear the expense. I simply call the
attention of the Government to the matter.

Hox MR POWER—The hon. Senator
from De Salaberry seems to be under the
impression that this Bill imposes new
charges on shipping entering the ports of
Montreal and Quebec. I understand that
it is merely continuing the charges which
have been paid since 1867. There is no
augmentation of the duties at all, and I
was very glad to hear the hon. Minister
of Justice speak as he did on this subject.

Hon. MR. RYAN.—It would appear
to be uncertain as to whether new charges
are to be imposed or not because there is
an important blank in the Bill to be filled

HoN, SIR ALEX, CAMPBELL.
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up. When that is done, we shall see
what the charges on ships are to be.
There is a peculiarity in the system which
has prevailed hitherto with regard to ships
entering the harbours of Quebec and
Montreal, and that is, that while the police
can be " employed for other services,
throughout the country, a large portion of
that charge comes upon the shipping
interest. In saying this, I do not wish it
to be at all’supposed that I mean to object
to proper and fair charges being imposed
upon the shipping interest -either of
Montreal or of Quebec, to the shipping
interests of which ports this Act applies.
It will appear when that blank, which is
still in the Bill, is filled up, whether the
charge is to be as formerly reasonable or
excessive, and it will betime enough then to
pronounce upon it; but I repeat that it isa
peculiarity in this Bill that shipping -is
made to pay a tax which is not entirely
for the benefit of that interest, but a large
proportion of which goes to other interests
which require protection. I believe the
shipping interests of Canada, or rather of
the two ports of Quebec and Montreal, as
long as they are fairly well protected, and
such occurrences as have taken place
previous to this are prevented by the effi-
cient exercise of Government Police, will
have no objection to pay for that protec-
tion ; but they expect that this will be
done, and they also expect that the charge
will be moderate.

I take it for granted that the Govern-
ment in bringing in this measure have
ascertained the views of the important
shipping interest of those two larger ports,
and I trust that they are acting in such a
way as will not prove objectionable to
that interest. I take it for granted, and
I dare say the Hon. the Minister will be
kind -enough to state, that they have
assented to, and concurred in the views
of the Government upon this subject.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
would be very glad to give my hon. friend
the assurance, if I had it in my power to
do so. The Bill is the result of an appli-
cation made to the Department of Justice
by the Department of Marine and Fish-
eries. Some papers have been sent in, I
see, from Montreal and Quebec, and I
have no doubt that the views contained in
them have been duly considered. I think
I said before that the police were not em-
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Ployed entirely in the discharge of duties
onnected with the ports of Montreal and
Uebec, but that that was their normal
Uty.  They are occasionally employed
elsew}xere, and to that extent—if we only
could arrive at what that extent was—
Some other income should be devoted to

€m ; but it would be very difficult to
ammive at that amount.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
Tead the second time.

CONSOLIDATED INSURANCE
LOANS AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. Mr. BELLEROSE moved the
Second reading of Bill (H), “An Act to
amend the Consolidated Insurance Act of
I877.”  He said that this bill having been
Introduced last session, and having passed
this House, it was useless for him to make
any further reference to it. He simply.
Mmoved the second reading.

. the motion was agreed to, and the
bill was read the second time.

CRIMINAL JUSTICE IN DISPUTED
TERRITORIES BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House went into Committee of the
hole on Bill (F), “An Act further to

Continue in force for a limited time the
4, 43 Victoria, cap 36.”

In the Committee,

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the adoption of the first clause.

HoN. Mr. POWER called attention to
What he thought was a matter of some
little importance, and which would involve
Some slight amendment to the bill. The

\Ct passed in 1880 was before the exten-
Slon of the boundaries of Manitoba, and
at that time the only question was whether

IS disputed territory belonged to the

Ovince of Ontario, or to the District of

€ewatin ; and the language of the

¢ which it was now proposed to
ontinue was such that it did not
apply to the existing state of affairs.
t the present time the disputed terri-
10Ty might be in the Province of Manitoba
Or the District of Keewatin or the Province
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of Ontario, and he thought it would be
necessary to amend the second section.
He therefore proposed the following
amendment :—

*“That the Bill be amended by inserting
after the word ¢ Canada’ in the first section
the words following : ¢is hereby amended’ by
inserting after the name ¢Ontario,” in the
third line of the second section thereof, the
words ¢ or in Manitoba,’ and by inserting after
the name ¢ Ontario,’ in the sixth line of the
said section, the words ‘or in an undisputed
part of Manitoba and as so amended shall,””

Hon. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
it seemed to him at first blush that there
was something in the objection which the
hon. gentleman had taken, and he would
prefer to give it further consideration.
He was disposed to think that the amend-
ment was necessary, and he therefore
moved that the committee rise and re-
port progress and ask leave to sit again,

Hon. Mr. FERRIER from the com-
mittee reported that they had made some
progress, and asked lcave to sit again
to-morrow.

The Senate adjourned at 5.50 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, March 2nd, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three p.m. :

Prayers and routine proceedings.
FREDERICK DUNBAR, SCULPTOR.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER moved :—

¢ That this House desires to recommend to
the favorable consideration of the Govern-
ment, the merits of Frederick Dunbar,anative-
born Canadian, whose skill as a sculptor has
been eminently exemplified in the execution
ot various busts of the Ri%ht Honorable Sir
John A. Macdonald, and of other men of dis-
tinction in this Dominion and in the United
States; and to express the satisfaction with
which this House would entertain a proposal
to encourage this distinguished native artist,
by ordering the execution of marble busts of
their Excellencies the Governor General and
H. R. H. the Princess Louise, to be deposited
in the Library of Parliament.”
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He said :—The motion which I have
presented to this House is one which I
am sure will be regarded by the Senate as
presented at a very opportune moment.
Is is quite unnecessary for me to dwell
upon the responsibility whichrests upon the
Parliament of this Domlmon, the respon-
sibility of fostering every interest which
affects not only the material prosperity of
our people, but which can also secure to
them the happiness and enjoyment of a
higher civilization. It cannot be ques-
tioned that this Parliament has been
striving to do its duty as far as ordinary
material interests are concerned, and the
proposition which I now respectfully sub-
mit to the House is in the direction of
raising the public mind to the ennobling
enjoyment of art.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Hear, hear.

Hon, Mr. ALEXANDER—The hon.
gentleman says “ hear, hear,” 1 hope he
appreciates the higher enjoyments of art!
Sculpture is the noblest of all the arts.
The works of Phidias and Praxiteles pre-
sent to us the gods of ancient mythology
and the heroes of ancient Greece. Who
could behold the Appollo of Belvedere in
the Vatican, the statuary in the Ducal Gal-
lery of Florence, in the Glyptotheke at
Munich or in the Louvre without feeling
that sculpture is thé most ennobling of arts,
Some of us who have seen the torsos which
were dug by the orders of Lord Elgin,
‘well known as the Elgin marbles, have
been astounded when we have examined
portions of the human frame mutilated,
denuded of heads and portions of llmbs,
but presenting to mankind the most ex-
quisite and most beautiful forms of the
human body. The people of this Domin-
ion will be proud to know that a young
sculptor of promise has sprung up in our
midst. Guelph claims to pe his place of
birth ; but feeling the inspiration of genius
he has labored manfully to make his skill
and genius manifest to the world. He
has already executed busts which have
called forth the admiration of those who have
seen them. One of these, namely that of
the Hon. William B. Lawrence, American
Minister to London in 1828, and Governor
of Rhode Island in 1851, was a great suc-
cess, and it has since been presented to the
Historical Society of New York as a work
ofgreatmerit. Sincethen their Excellencies,

HoN. MR. ALEXANDER.
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representing her Majesty here, with their
usual munificence, sent our young Cana-
dian sculptor, at their own expense, to
Florence and Rome to prosecute his
studies in those schools of art, and his
last bust of the First Minister which is
now shown in the Library of Parliament,
As citi-
zens of the Dominion we may well be
proud of our native-born Canadian sculp-
tor, and I am sure that the Government
and the House of Commons will in their
wisdom deem it a wise expenditure of
public money, and order the marble busts
respectfully suggested by this motion.
Monumentum exigimus aere perennius, It
is known to all that His Excellency the
Governor General has ever since his ad-
vent to us, manifested an increasing inter-

‘|est in everything that concerns the welfare

of the Dominion. He has laid this
country under deep obligation to him by
the way in which he has used his exalted
position for the advancement of this Do-
minion. This devotion to our best inter-
ests was equally shared by his illustrious
consort until by a sad accident Canada
was deprived, for a time at least, of her
kindly presence amongst us, and of the
encouragement afforded by her example.
How could we then spend public money
more beneficially and in a -manner
to do greater honor to ourselves than
by contributing to encourage native artists,
and thereby fostering a higher taste. which
adorns and beautifies our civilization,
With the permission of the House I will
now move the resolution of which I have
given notice, seconded by Hon. Mr.
Haythorne.

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—While con-
gratulating the hon. gentleman upon the
eloquent terms in which he has introduced
this motion, I regret to say that I cannot
concur in the views he has expressed, that
it is right or proper that the Senate should
pass that resolution and express the opin-
ion which the hon. member has set forth
in his notice of motion. Even the obser-
vations which the hon. gentleman made
in introducing this motion show that the
Senate is not the place in which such a
resolution should originate. He admits
that it will call for the expenditure of pub-
lic money. I think that in itself is a fatal
objection to the motion which the hon.
gentleman has made. This resolution is
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g‘;sed' upon no information which the
0nators have, There is no petition be-
shre the Senate that T have heard of,
showmg reasons ‘why this resqlutlon
ould pass, or setting forth the claims of
we.lgel'ltlefnan to whom he refers; but
il U'e I object to the motion, I beg leave
¢ State that' I know nothing whatever of
Ite' merits of the artist who is referred to.
o 18 one of the objections which*I have
th the passing of this resolution—that
€re is no sufficient evidence before the
Ouse, even supposing it were one of the
I?“"ﬂegf:.s of the Senate to pass a resolu-
‘On which involves the expenditure of
Public money. After long experience in
ouse and in other legislative bodies,
am not aware that a similar motion to
at has ever been proposed in the upper
el’anc.h of any legislature that I have had
itxperlence of. There is no precedent for
tl;a:nd I trust, under thqse circumstances,
ev the hon. member will see that how-
€r much merit this artist may possess,
€ course which the hon. gentleman has
¢ eeg 1S not one which can be adopted by
ex €nate, and that he will, after having
geg;'fssed his opinion of the merits of this
te €man as an artist in the eloquent
wil'lns he has done, deem it desirable to
thdraw his motion.

te'HON' Mgr, BOURINOT—I have lis-
Med to the remarks of the hon, mover o
Tesolution. No doubt his views to

€ extent meet with the approval of
uzry'one who has heard them. But the
sk Son arises whether the resolution
ould be. introduced in this hon. House.
hermy Opinion it ought not be entertained
: s? atall.  If the object of the mover
Demgxply to recommend a sculptor as a
Hq N entitled to some support from this
h0n“5e, he has accomplished it. The
* &entleman who has just resumed his
Whichas anticipated many of the remarks
~ Lintended to make at the outset.’
can &lad that he has spoken because he
endg © 50 more effectively than I can. I
< OUrsl:e his views. I 'look upon the
Woods taken by the hon. gentleman from
that shtOCk (Mr. Alexander) as being one

it is ould not in any way be encouraged,

tale

making use of the Senate as a sort
nt:emsmg medium to make known the
e of artists, and many others might

advantage of this precedent if it were
4Ny way countenanced. The hon.

4
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[Marom 2, 1882.]

Sculptor 49
gentleman’s remarks were very eloquently
expressed and were very creditable to
him, and now that he has spoken, I hope
he will withdraw his resolution.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER — If the
House will permit I will give three preced-
entsfrom the House of Lords for the course
which I propose. In 18352, the House of
Lords appointed a select Committee to
inquire into the claims of Baron de Bode
for pecuniary relief, in respect to a certain
claim against the Government; and in
the following year Lord Lyndhurst moved
a resolution, based upon the report of this
Committee, “ earnestly recommending this
claim to the favorable consideration of the
Government.”

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—What has
that to do with it? This is a different
thing altogether.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER.—It is a
matter affecting money. In 1860, a Lord’s
Committee upon Floating Breakwaters,
&c.,recommended ‘“that a sum not exceed-
ing 410,000 be placed at the disposal ot
the Admiralty,” to enable that department
to test any plans for the suitable construc-
tion of such works.

HoN. MRr. BOTSFORD.—Was it
recommended by a message to the House ?

‘Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER (continuing)
—On July 5, 1861, Lord Shaftesbury
moved an address to the Queen, in favor
of the extension throughout India, of the
best systems of irrigation and internal
navigation. The previods question was
proposed on this motion, on the ground
that the Government were themselves
prepared to carry out the principle advo-
cated as fully as possible, but would con-
sider “ the adoption of such an abstract
resolution to be inconvenient” The
House of Lords have on many occasions
taken such a course, not that they actually
make positive substantive motion for a
money vote, but wherever they feel that it
is in the public interest, they make such
a recommendation. I have shown three
precedents from the House of Lords, and
Todd’s Parliamentary Practice states with
regard to these questions that they were
decided merely upon their merits, and
not upon any question of the constitution-
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ality of the House of Lords dealing with
such matters. If the Senate decide that
they will not recommend that the talent
of a promising young Canadian sculptor
should be encouraged, then let them take
the responsibility of it. (Cries of withdraw.)
Of course, if the seconder says that the
motion shall be withdrawn, I must let
it drop.

ATTEMPT ON THE LIFE OF HER
MAJESTY. .

NOTICE OF MOTION.

How. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL read
the following press despatch from London:

** Queen Victoria was fired on at Wind-
sor Railway Station to-day. She escaped
unhurt.”

He said—1I give riotice that I will on
to-morrow move an address to Her Ma-
jesty the Queen, on her escape. (Cheers).

READJUSTMENT OF REPRE-
SENTATION.

INQUIRY.
/Hox. Mr. BOTSFORD enquired.

¢« Whether it is the intention of the Govern-
ment to introduce a measure during this
Session to re-adjust the representation of the
Province of New Brunswick, so as to give the
Coun'y of Westmoreland an additional Mem-
ber in the House of Commons.”

He said—In making this inquiry I will
not detain the House long, but I will
refer to the recent census and.to the rep-
resentation of the Province of New
Brunswick as it is at present distributed,
and which has been allowed, for some
reason or other, to remain unchanged,
notwithstanding the injustice which has
been done to certain counties in that
Province. The census of last year gives
New Brunswick a population of 321,233.
I will now refer to the representation of
the several counties of that Province to
show that a readjustment of that repre-
sentation is demanded, not only in fair-
ness to the population in the several dis-
tricts, but also to carry out the principle
of the British North American Act which

* certainly is based upon representation by
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population, and when I read the statistics
which show the unequal representation of
the Province of New Brunswick I would
fain hope that the Government would take
measures in this direction in order to re-
move the great inequality which now exists.
The City and County of St. John have a
population of 52,066. I may state that
New Brunswick is now entitled to sixteen
representatives and that a population of
somewhere, in round numbers, about
20,000 would be entitled to a representa-
tive. The City and County of St. John
have three members giving a member for
each 17,500 of their people. The popu-
lation is some 8,000 short of what it
should be to entitle them to such repre-
sentation. I refer to this because the
Government of the day gave the City and
County of St. John an additional repre-
sentative which the Province of New
Brunswick was entitled to under the Cen-
sus of 1871. But following up this com-
parison I will now "direct attention to
some other counties. The population of
Westmoreland is 37,719. The population
of the County of Sunbury is 6,651 yet
each has but one representative. Now,
that certainly is not in accordance with
the spirit of our constitution, nor in fact
with the letter of the British North Amer-
ica Act. The next county to which I
refer is the County of Restigouche the
population of which is 7,058, yet it has a
representative.  These two counties put
together contain a population of 13,709
and they have two members while West-
moreland with a population of 37,719 has
but one member. The County of Queens
has a population of 14,017 and has a re-
presentative, and the adjoining County on
the opposite side of the River St. John,
the County of Sunbury, to which I have
already referred, has a population of 6,651
giving two representatives for 20,632 in-
habitants while the County of Westmore-
land with a population of 37,719 has but
one member. I think these figures of
themselves show that there is a great ine-
quality and make out a case where the
Government should endeavour in some
way to rectify a manifest injustice to the
County from which I come. I may say
that the population of the County of
Westmoreland during the last decade in-
creased at the rate of 2g per cent. while
the increase in the rest of the Province
was only a little over 12 per cent. and in
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this increasing County we have but one

:?Presentative. Another claim for addi-
doqal representation is the amount of
Uties

collected in the four ports of entry
of the County of Westmoreland. ~ Some
€ rural counties, to which I refer,
in ‘t'i No ports and no duties are collected
i em. Last year the amount of duties
om Customs alone collected at the four
Ports of the County of Westmoreland
Was $I37’4°°-
refIn addition to these claims I would
a €I to the town of Moncton, which has
itsl::l;})lﬂa.tlon of upwayds of five thousar}d,
Sorn.” and the remainder of the parish
o me thousands more, making some 9,600
4 population in the town and parish of
in Oncton ; while two of the counties, hav-
N ng each one representative, contain in
n € case some seven _thousand odd, and
. the -other some six thousand odd,—
reevvmg how very uneven and unjust the
Presentation of the Province of New
arrllmwxck is. In addition to that there
¢ large manufactories in the town of
oncton. In the first place they have a
§:s and water company,—and this is of
Rariyi great importance to the Intercolonial
h Way, inasmuch as it supplies water to
€ trains,—they have a foundry, they
ange 2 sugar refinery in full operation,
of 1€y have a cotton factory in course
o :kznstrqctxon. These are all important
enne” which no doubt increase the rev-
to s of the Dominion, and are entitled
give(mslderatxo.n when representation is
ern to the district. In the next place
fOuned Is the parish of Sackville; it has two
factq T€s, a steam tannery, and a cheese
Stean:y 5 1t hag a boot and shoe factory, a
amg, furmtqre' factory,—and a large
nt:m of shipping owned by the inhabi-
Indi, IIt has a direct trade to the West
countr; slands, and also to other foreign
lumbe €S ; and further, a large amount of
T 1s shipped at that port. Dorches-
ve nother port whose inhabitants own
sail ?;1 large amount of shipping ; they
place flps, and the port is_the shipping
ot O coal from the Spring Hill mine.
place €T port is Shediac, a well-known
Tslan, of call for the Quebec and P. E.
ucty Steamers ; an entrepot for the pro-
large of P. E. Island, and exports a very
addi; amount  of lumber. ~ These are
of W onaj claims, I think, why the County
re eStmoreland should receive additional
Presentation, I will not weary the
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House by going further into details, but I
trust I have shewn that something ought
to be done to re-adjust the representation
of the Province of New Brunswick.

Hon. MR. WARK—T have listened to
the statistics of the hon. gentleman oppo-
site, but he has not gone so fully into
them as the paper which has given us an
outline of the claims, which he thinks
entitles this County of Westmoreland to
additional representation. He has refer-
red to some of the smaller counties; he
and I know a good deal about the repre-
sentation of New Brunswick, and the
course which has been pursued in regard
toit. We have never laid down the prin-
ciple there, of representation by popula-
tion. When a small county was taken
away from a larger one and a division
took place, we always treated the smaller
county with a great deal of consideration :
we have assisted in the erection of its
public buildings ; we have given represen-
tation to its small population, and we have
given additional aid for its public works,
roads, bridges and the like ; but the prin-
ciple never has been broached there that
population was to be the guide. To some
extent it has, of course;—when a county
increased faster, in population, than any
of the others, we would give it an addi-
tional member, but there never has been
any attempt made to disfranchise one
constituency in order to increase the
representation of another. The hon.
gentleman, I believe, was in Parliament at
the time when the County of Northum-
berland was divided into three, and sub-
sequently into four, but they left North-
umberland its original representation and
gave the new counties representation as
well. He and I were in Parliament when
the County of Westmoreland, which he
represents, was divided. It was originally
represented by four members, and West-
moreland, although then left but a small
county, and not a very populous one, re-
tained its four members, and the County
of Albert, which was set off from it, got
two.

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—That is
admitting the principle of representation
by population.

Hon., Mr. WARK—The hon. member
would disfranchise the counties of Queens
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and Sunbury to a certain extent, in order
to increase the representation of West-
moreland. Is that a course which has
been pursued in any other part of the
Dominion? Has any constituency been
disfranchised? There have been readjust-
ments I believe in Ontario; a section
has been taken off one constituency
and added to another, but no such thing
has ever been thought of as depriving
one constituency of a representative in
order to give that representative to another
county. The hon. member thinks the
population of Westmoreland is not suffi-
ciently represented : I think if any one else
would tell him so he would resent it.
From his ability and long experience, I
should think it is well represented in this
House and in the House of Commons.
It is the only constituency in the eastern
part of the Province that has a titled
representative. He has represented West-
moreland for thirty years I believe, and
so much to the satisfaction of those who
elected him that he has retained their
confidence for all that period. But if the
hon. member thinks that the population
is too great for its present representatives,
why not transfer a portion to another
county? Westmoreland is in the shape
of a horse shoe. It runs three-fourths of
the way around the County of Albert.
Why not detatch a portion and give it to
Albert, which has a population of only
12,3497 Why not divide the represent-
ation? If he thinks the people are not
sufficiently represented now, I am satisfied
that my hon. friend behind me here
(Mr. McClelan) will represent them most
satisfactorily.

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—The hon.
gentleman has entirely misunderstood
what I have said. I have no objection at
all to the other counties being represented.
I say that under the circumstances re-
adjustment should take place and West-
moreland ought to have an increased
representation.

HoN. MR, WARK—The hon. gentle-
man knows that the Céunty of Westmore-
land cannot get another member without
depriving some other county of a rep-
resentative. He knows that we had a very
narrow escape from losing a member by the
last census, that is by taking off twenty per
cent. we came within 7,000 of losing one

HoN. MR, WARK.
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member. The reason I mention Queens
and Sunbury is because the hon. member
gives their population particularly. Now
if the County of Sunbury is over rep-
resented it may be connected with the
County of York, a county which contains
upwards of 30,000 inhabitants, and let
them send-two representatives, and let the
Counties of Albert and Westmoreland
send two representatives if it is thought
desirable; but I believe the people of
New Brunswick do not want any other
change. They were quite satisfied when
we came into Confederation that each of
the constituencies, large and small, should
have its representative just as the Prov-
ince then existed. At the last census
when we gained a member I think the
people were unanimously of the opinion
that the City and County of St. John
should have the additional representative.

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—Westmore-
land made no claim!

HoN. MrR. WARK-—Westmoreland js
never backward in making claims, but I
believe now that if we had lost a member,
the City and County of St. John, instead of
endeavoring to take representation from
one of these small counties, such as Res-
tigouche, Sunbury or Queens, would give
up the member which they got at the last
census. The hon. member speaks of the
shipping of the County of Westmoreland.
If shipping is to be represented, where
would the County of St. John be? ;Where
would Yarmouth and Windsor in Nova
Scotia be? These ships are built and
leave the port in which they are construct-
ed and are never seen there again. They
are abroad earning money for their owners
and remitting exchange, but these large
ships never come back again. The hon.
gentleman speaks also of the factories.
Well, in Fredericton we have some, and
there are numerous factories in St. John.
We have just the same description of fac-
tories in Fredericton that they have in
the County of Westmoreland—shoe factor-
ies, foundries, and everything that he has
named except a sugar refinery. I hope
the refinery at Moncton will succeed ; but
from the representations that have been
made, that one sugar refinery would be
enough for the whole of the Dominion,
1 fear that it will not. However, that is
their own business, but I do not see that
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the_ existence of a refinery at Moncton
entitles the County of Westmoreland to
aNother representative. 'Then, the hon,
8¢ntleman speaks of the amount of duties
Paid at the four ports in that County, but
Jat gives no idea of what the representa-
Onshould be. What I look to is the
Exports from the county to show what it
Teally produces to pay for the imports. It
IS true that they had a large amount of
utles collected last year, because a vast
Quantity of sugar was imported into Monc-
ton.  For what purpose was it imported ?
O be distributed and consumed over the
glhole of the Dominion ; but it is no proof
4t they are entitled to increased repre-
Sentation. I will give the House now
Some statistics with respect to the exports.
Orchester exported last year $39,000
worth, Moncton $40,645, Sackville
$58,°4o, Shediac $87,912 ; making less
an a quarter million dollars from that
ge County of Westmoreland.

. Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—How much
did Sunbury and Queens export ?

Hon. Mr. WARK—I ‘cantell the hon.
gentleman that we have one man in York
Ounty, very near the Sunbury line, who
€Xports more than four times as much as
€ whole County of Westmoreland. He
€Xported $1,000,000 worth last year. I will
:'}?W give the exports from some ports fur-
€r'north. L have shown that the exports
om the four ports of Westmoreland last
Year were less than a quarter of million of
dollars,  Dalhousie exported $206,000
¥orth, Bathurst $270,000 worth—more
an the whole County of Westmore-
d—Chatham and Neéwcastle exported
1,356,000 : that is in the County of
Orthumberland. Restigouche exported
240,000 worth—more than the whole
n"unty of Westmoreland. Yet there is
tio claim put forward by any of these coun-
€S for another representative. We al-
Ways look upon Northumberland, though,
th not so large a population, as one of
€ most important, after St. John, in the
Ovince, because of its large exports.
t“t there is one point to which I wish
O Tefer, and I ask the Government to pay
Icular attention to it : the Province of

€W Brunswick was originally settled,

3t by the population moving up the
ﬁ;"et St. John and settling back from the
©I, second by settlers upon the streams
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flowing into the Gulf of St. Lawrence
and the Straits of Northumberland. These
settlements gradually spread inland ; but
they had hardly any intercourse with each
other any more than if they had lived in
different countries—in fact, not so much.
The settlers have never met yet in many
directions. You could go down from the
north to the south of New Brunswick for
hundreds of miles through the middle of
the Province without meeting a solitary
settler, or seeing a human habitation, or
hearing anything but the woodman’s axe ;
so that the two sections of the population
of these two parts of the Province are to
a great extent isolated, one being along
the line of the Intercolonial until you
came to St. John, the other up the River
St. John. On the St. John we have six
counties. I do not refer to the County
of St. John because it lies at the mouth
of the river and fronts on the Bay of
Fundy. The six Counties are : Kings,
Queens, Sunbury, York, Carleton and-
Victoria.  These six Counties have 115,-
733 inhabitants. Westmoreland, as I
observed before, was divided into two
counties—Albert and Westmoreland ;
Northumberland into four Counties—
Kent, Northumberland, Gloucester and
Restigouche : making six Counties on the
eastern side of the Province. Now, these
six Counties contain 126,440 inhabitants
—about 10,000 more than the other six.
But to what are they indebted for that
difference ? The Dominion Government
built a railway from north to south of
these Counties through the five Counties
that border on the Gulf of St. Lawrence,
and there was a large expenditure among
the people of these counties. The hon.
member refers to the town of Moncton.
The Dominion Government are expending
money there to an enormous extent,
They have placed their great railway
works in that town and the hon. gentle-
man cannot tell how much the increase of
population in Moncton is dependent on
the number of employes of the Inter-
colonial Railroad, and the same may be
said of all the counties through which that
railway runs. What the hon. member
must aim at is this—that the six counties
on the river St. John should lose a mem-
ber and that the six counties on the Gulf
of St. Lawrence should gain one. What
feeling would that create among the peo-
ple residing on the river St. John? They
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have always considered themselves in
every respect equal to the population of
the Eastern counties, and believe that
they should have the same advantages.
Now the Eastern counties contain 10,000
more people than the counties along the
river St. John, and he proposes in con-
sequence of this to take away one of the
members from the latter and give it to
the former. Proceeding upon the princi-
ple of representation by population, he
would give 126,000 people in the Eastern
counties seven members, and 115,000
people in the river St. John counties five
members. Now I contend that the feel-
ing of the Province of New Brunswick
has not been tested on this question.
They have been smarting severely under
the legislation of this Parliament, and it is
not a time for the hon. gentleman to cast
a fire-brand among them. 1 hope there-
fore that the Government will see that if
they were to transfer a_member from the
- river St. John to the Eastern counties, it
would be resented by every member from
that section, and I am satisfied that not
one of the members from the Southern
counties would hold up, his hand for
depriving the river St. John district of a
representative.

Hon. MrR. BUREAU—I wish to say
a word or two with reference to the last
Census. I have no remark to make about
he®distribution of seats in the Province of
New Brunswick, but I take this opportu-
nity of submxttmg the result of the last
Census, showing how it affects the differ-
ent Provinces. The population of the
Province of Quebec, divided by the num-
ber of its representatives in the House of
Commons, forms the basis of representa-
tion for the Dominion. The population
of that Province divided by 65 gives 2o0,-
go8; and on this basis Ontario will be
entitled under the new Census to g2
members with a fraction of only 692
remaining. Nova Scotia will be entitled
to 21 with a fraction of 1,504 remain-
ing. New Brunswick will be entitled to
15 with a fraction of 7,713 remaining ;
but having 16 representatives already, the
Province does not lose any. Manitoba
would be entitled to only three with a
fraction of 3,230 remaining, but of course
will retain its present representation, a
number which it will no doubt largely
exceed before another census is taken, and
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the North-West united to it would almost
entitle it to three more representatives.
British Columbia is entitled to only two
with an excess of 7,643, but of course
will retain its present representation, six.
The Province of Prince Edward Island
would be entitled to only five, with an ex-
cess of 4,351, but will of course retain its
present representation, notwithstanding
the change which the last census shows.

Hon. S;ik ALEX. CAMPBELL—In
reply to the question which has been put
by my hon. friend opposite I beg to say
that it is the intention of the Government
to introduce a measure during this session
to readjust the representation of the sev-
eral Provinces of the Dominion, but as to
the precise effect of that bill upon this
particular County of course I am not able
to give any exact reply. The statistics
which my hon. friend from that County
(Mr. Botsford) has laid before the House
possess very considerable interesy, and I
will take care that those of them that are
not already in the possession of the Govern-
ment shall be brought under the notice of
those members who are more particularly
charged with the readjustment measure
than I am, and I have no doubt they will
be very useful. I will also take care that
the remarks of my hon. friend on my left
(Mr. Wark) will receive due attention.
The bill will of course be introduced in
the other branch of Parliament, and when
introduced it will speak for 1tself I am
afraid I cannot, in advance, give any in-
formation as to its exact scope or effect
upon any particular county.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (63)—* An Act to repeal the duty
on Promissory Notes, Drafts and Bills of
Exchange.”—(Sir Alex. Campbell.)

STAMP TAX REPEAL BILL.
SECOND. READING.

How. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL—This
bill having been passed by the House of
Commons, and having for its object the
reduction of taxation I apprehend will
meet with no opposition in this House.
It has been considered very desirable that
it should go into force immediately so_as
to avoid litigation and difficulties, and to
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zlﬁew'thfb public at large, at once, what the
ANge in the law is. I desire, if the
Ouse will permit it, that the 41st rule

;2“‘)’ be suspended, and the bill read the
thgo?{d time now. I desire also to ask

~ Tlouse subsequently to read it the
Ird time now,

The bill was read the second time.

Hon, g ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
:sk the House to allow this matter to
tand for a few moments. The Minister
zj Inland Revenue has not had an oppor-
Nity of seeing the Minister of Finance,
and there is a difficulty which has just
ccurred to my hon. friend in this respect
—that the bill as it now stands states that
. Stamps issued shall be received at
€I face value, but in fact they have not
€N issued at their face value, since the
Vernment allows five per cent. to all who
al € them. Whether it is worth while to
ter it I do not know.

HoN. Mr. MILLER—Only to those
%ho sell them,

Hon. Six ALEX. CAMPBELL—I

Would suggest that it stand for the last
order of the day.

staHon. MR. DICKEY—When these
Mps are distributed to other people
€Y have to pay the full value ?

H<_m. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL—VYes.

o ToN. Mr. DICKEY—Why  should
'reOt 2 party, who paid the full face value,
hiCel\?re the amount which the stamps cost

s 0N SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL—But
thSILOSmg there are larger quantities in
, ands of postmasters and others who
WOY 1large1y from the Government, they

Ud be entitled as the bill now stands to

€ face value of those stamps.

Do;feh; third reading ot the bill was post-

SEAMEN'S ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING. .
How. S1r ALEX. CAMPBELL moved

t
he secong reading of Bill (G) “An Act
€r to amend the Seamen’s Act 1873.”
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He said :—This bill proposes to amend
the “ Seamen’s Act,” which, as it origin-
ally stood, made it necessary that the pun-
ishment inflicted upon a man first arrested
on board ship should be five years ; that
has been found in some cases to be too
severe a punishment, and it is proposed
to alter it by this bill to a period of not
less than three years. The effect of that
would be that if a person offended against
the Act and was found on board ship,
armed, he would be sent to the peniten-
tiary for any period over thee years, but .
not for an absolutely fixed period of five
years, as mentioned in the original bill
The second and other clauses propose to
remedy some difficulties which have oc-
curred in the administration of the Act,
some doubt having been felt by the Judge
of Sessions in Quebec as to the possibility
of enforcing the Act in certain cases ; it is
proposed to give him that power in the
second clause, and it is a provision which
was wanting in the original bill. The
third clause is in the same direction, and
the fourth is to correct a cletical error in
the copy of the French translation of the
bill as published in the Statutes.

The bill was read the second time.

CRIMINAL JUSTICE IN DISPUT-
ED TERRITORIES BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of
the Whole consideration of Bill (F), “An

Act to further continue in force for a
limited time the Act 43 Vic., Cap. 36.”

In the Committee.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that when the Committee rose yesterday it
was for the purpose of enabling him to
consider the amendment which had been
suggested by the hon. Senator from Hali-
fax (Mr. Power), which was to the effect
that the words * Province of Manitoba ”
should be added twice in the original Act,
which is continued by this Bill. He (Sir
Alexander) asked the hon. gentlemen, and
afterwards the Committee, to allow the
matter to stand over until to-day, in order
that an opportunity could be had to look
at the Act and ascertain whether the sug-
gested amendment was expedient. Hav-
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ing done so, he thought it was desirable
that the amendment should be made.
The original Act provided for a state of
things existing at the time that the Act
was passed, when the disputed territory
between the two Provinces was either in
Keewatin or Ontario, and it enacted that
the offence in the indictment might be
laid either in one or the other of these
two places, Ontario or Keewatin. Now
the southern part of Keewatin had been
converted into the province of Manitoba,
and therefore an offence might be com-
mitted in what might turn out to be
Ontario, or what might turn out to be
Manitoba ; or what might turn out to be,
if far enough north, Keewatin still. He
therefore thought that the suggestion
made by the hon. Senator from Halifax
was a good one, and was prepared to
adopt it. He moved that the amendment
which had been submitted yesterday be
inserted now.

“The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
it had also been suggested to him by an
officer of the House that the title should
be altered. He therefore moved that it
should be amended to read, “Respecting
the administration of Criminal Justice in
the Territory in dispute between Ontario
and Manitoba.”

Hon. Mr. POWER suggested that
the title should read, ‘“Further to amend
and continue as amended.”

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL ac-
cepted the suggestion, and the amendment
was accordingly made.

Hon. Mr. FERRIER, from the Com-
mittee, reported the Bill with the amend-
ments, which were concurred in.

STAMP ACT REPEAL BILL.
THIRD READING.

Hon. Sikr ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the third reading of Bill (63), “An Act to
repeal the duty on Promissory Notes, and
Drafts and Bills of Exchange.” He said :
1 think that this Bill should be amended
in this sense that the stamps should be

Hon. Sir ALex. CAMPBELL.

[SENATE]

Repeal Bill.

redeemed at what they cost the holder.
My hon. friend mentioned a case just now
of a bank which bought recently a thou-
sand dollars worth of stamps. They
obtained them at five per cent. less than
their face value, and there is no reason
why they should be allowed to return them
at their face value. I therefore move that
the following words be inserted “be
received at their cost to the holder.”

Hon. MrR. HOWLAN—The holders of
the thousand dollars worth of stamps
might distribute them among their friends.

Hon., Mr. AIKINS—It is not likely
that the banks would resort to anything of
the kind, and they are the large purchasers.,

Hon. Mr. MILLER—What is to pre-
vent a party holding a large quantity of
stamps from handing them over to his
friends to-day or to-morrow ?

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—
Nothing.

Hon. Mr.

MILLER—Then
change the Bill? '

why

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—We
apprehend that a bank would not do any-
thing of that kind. Finding itself a hold-
er of a thousand dollars in stamps it would
not try to pass them among its customers
but would say :—* We gave you $950, for
these stamps, and will take that amount
for them.”

Ho~n. MRr. DICKEY—Should it not be
limited to the cost to the holder at the
passing of this Act?

Hon. Mr. MILLER—What means
have you of proving that ?

Honx. Mr. DEVER—Put the proof on
them.

The Bill was amended by striking out
the words ““face value” and inserting in-
stead : “At their cost to the holder thereof
at the time of the passing of this Act.”

The Bill was then read the third time

vand passed.



Attempt on Her
- THE ROYAL ASSENT.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY THE GOV-
ERNOR GENERAL.

cel? message was received from His Ex-

o ency the Governor General announc-
g that he would attend in the Senate

to mber to-morrow afternoon to asssent
the bills which had been passed during
€ present session. ,

The Senate adjourned at 5.05 p. m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday. March 3rd, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three p.m,

Prayers and routine proceedings.
BILLS ASSENTED TO.

 His Excellency the Right Honorable
I JOHN DouGLAS SUTHERLAND CAMP-
BELL (commonly called the Marquis of
M ™e) Knight of the Most Ancient and
GOSt Noble Order of the Thistle, Knight
Tand Cross of the Most Distinguished
tder of St. Michael and St George,
vernor General of Canada, and Vice
dmiral of the same, &c., &c., &c,, being
Seated on the Throne.

t The Hon. the Speaker commanded

¢ Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod

O proceed to the House of Commons
d acquaint the House—*It is His Ex-

c?nenc){’s pleasure they attend him imme-
tely in this House.”

Who being come with their Speaker,
" The Clerk of the Crown in Chancery
. fead the titles of the Bills to be passed as
Ollows t—
Bill (38), “An Act for the relief of the
ank of Prince Edward Island.”

o Bill (63), “An Act to repeal the Duty
N Promissory Notes, Drafts and Bills of

Xchange. ”»

To these Bills the Royal assent was
Pronounced by the Clerk of the House in
¢ words following :—

[MaxcH 3, 1882.]
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“In Her Majesty’s name, His Excel-
lency the Governor General doth assent to
these Bills.”

His Excellency the Governor General
was pleased to retire, and the House of
Commons withdrew.

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED
WIFE'S SISTER.

MOTION
L’'von. M. TRUDEL propose :—

« Qu’il soit présenté une humble adresse 3
Son Excellence le Gouverneur-Général, pour
prier Son Excellence de vouloir bien faire
transmettre & cette Chambre copie de toute
commincation ou correspondence, et de Loute
décision, jugement, ordre ou consultation ou
de tout autre document regu de quelque auto-
rité religieuse du Canada, sur le sujet de tout
Frojet de loi relatif au mariage entre beaux-

réres et belles-sceurs.”

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
have no objection to the Address, I take
it for granted that the hon. gentleman
does not want the petitionswhich have been
received sent down ?

Hon. Mr. TRUDEL—No, only the
official documents,

The motion was agreed to.

THE ATTEMPT ON HER MA
JESTY'S LIFE. :

MOTION,

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
am sure it must have been with a sense of
great relief that members saw by the
papers this morning that the wicked
attempt which has been made on the life
of Her Majesty, did not proceed from
any one thinking that he had suffered any
political wrong or grievance, or that he
was in any way oppressed by Her Majesty
or by the laws of the land. That, I think,
is a great relief, because we do find that
in other countries where attempts of this
kind are made on the life of the sovereign
those who make them believe at all events
that they are suffering under some wrong
or grievance which happily for Her Ma-
jesty’s subjects no one under her benign
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sway does suffer from in any part of her
dominions. I think that is a great relief,
and must have been so felt by all those
who read the dispatch this morning. It
would appear that the attempt was made
-by a person who, probably, was either
seeking notoriety or who might not be
perfectly sound in his mind, or actuated
by some motive which one cannot under-
stand ; but at all events it did not pro-
ceed from any of the motives to which
I have alluded, and that, I think, is a sat-
isfaction. No life, certainly, is more
precious to Her Majesty’s subjects than
her own, and I think I may say that, not
only with reference to ourselves, but also
with reference to all English speaking
people throughout the world. (Cheers.)
It has always been a gratifying circum-
stance to me to notice the affection—for no
weaker term can express it—manifested
by our neighbors and friends to the south
of us for Her Majesty. There are, I be-
lieve, a great many millions of people,
American citizens, who feel nearly as
strongly—we cannot admit that they feel
quite as strongly as we do—but they feel
nearly the same affection for the Queen
that we do, and I am sure they will share
our indignation that no matter from what
cause or under what circumstances any
one should make an attempt on her val-
uable life. The address which I propose
for the adoption of the House will, I trust,
be seconded by my hon. friend opposite
(Mr. Scott). It has been so worded as
simply to express our sense of the attempt
which has been made, and that it gives us
an occasion to renew expressions of our
fealty and devotion to our Queen, the
value which we all place on her life, and
our delight and gratitude to the Almighty
that it has been spared to us. We trust
it may long be preserved. Nc nation
can more thoroughly appreciate than we
do the advantages of free and constitu-
tional Government ; no one can have
less cause to make any such attempts
than we have, and no country could
witness them with greater indignation than
Her Majesty’s subjects do all through the
world. The Address which, I propose, is
in the hands of my hon. friend opposite,
and will be read in a few minutes by the
Clerk.

The Address was read by the Clerk, and
it is as follows :—

HoN. Sir ALEX, CAMPBELL.

[SENATE.]

Majesty’s Life.
To the Queen’s Most Kxcellent Majesty :

Mosr Graciots SoveEREIGN,—We, Your
Majesty’s dutiful and loyal subjects of the
Senate of Canada, in Parliament assembled,
desire most earnestly, in our own names and
on behalf of the people whom we represent,
to renew the expression of our unwavering
loyalty and devotion to Your Majesty’s per-
son and Government. We were profoundly
shocked, may it please Your Majesty, by the
intelligence \vhicg was received by telegraph

esterday, that an attempt had been made.on

our Majesty’s most honored and valuable
life. We take the earliest opportunity of
adding our congratulations to tKose which we
are persuaded will come from our fellow-
subjects in all parts of your Empire, at your
e‘rovidentia] escape from so grave a peril.

e are doubly grateful to the Author of all
Good for averting a dire calamity from Your
Majest{{s people, and thankful to Him that
Your Majesty’s life may still be counted
among the precious possessions of your
deyoted subjects.

We pray that the blessings of Your Ma-
jesty’s reign may long be continued.

Hon. MRr. SCOTT—I have very great
pleasure in seconding the address, which
the leader of the Government has handed
to me, of congratulation to Her Majesty
upon her providential escape from the
assasin’s bullet. I think, in no part of
Her Majesty’s wide-spread dominions will
there be greater or more heartfelt satis-
faction and thankfulness to a kind Provi-
dence for having preserved Her Majesty’s
life than in this Dominion.

In the last fifty years, owing to the facil-
ity with which human life can be taken,
from the multiplication of fire-arms and
the ease with which they can be obtained,
the lives of govereigns and sovernors of
empires have been much more frequently
sacrificed than in former years. I believe
this is the fifth attempt on the life of Her
Majesty, and I believe T am speaking cor-
rectly when I say that on no one occasion,
certainly not on the last occasion, was the
attempt in any way connected with either
a public grievance or a personal wrong,
It has been properly observed by the lead-
er of the Government that it i1s a very
great gratification to us that it has sprung
in no way from a confederate body, that
it emenated from no desire to change the
dynasty of the country, that it was not pre-
concerted, apparently at all events, by
conspirators, but seems to have arisen
solely and entirely from a morbid desire
on the part of this man Roderick McLean,
if possible, to acquire notoriety ; or, as it
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:-’:s been stated in some of the newspapers,

™ sheer want, he made this attack upon
arfr Majesty in order that he might be
."€sted and taken care of. Certainly, in
W of the admiration we all have for
th:rblra]esty, regarding her as the type of
e St sovereign in the world, who has
s Pt up to the spirit of the age, never in-
C'st"‘g on pushing the prerogative of the
Town, but recognizing the rights of the
g‘::ple as they developed day by day in
tha Progress of government, bringing it to
! perfection which the constitution
it § €r which we happily live has reached,
kinsdﬁt and proper on an occasion of this
jest that we should approach Her Ma-
Sty with assurances of the loyalty of her
'au dian people, French, English, and of
ha Nationalities. = Her Majesty has the
Ppiness to preside over a vast Empire—
L, west, north and south—and a great
ety of people. The shock and horror
at will be felt through hundreds of
v erhons of people will, I am sure, be uni-
th sal, and we shall have going forth over
€ Wires and by the cable under the ocean,
h‘;m all directions of the globe heartfelt
ks to Divine Providence that Her
anz]eSty’s life has been saved to her people;
the wish will be expressed that she may
7€ continue to bless the people over
Om she so happily reigns.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER—Itis scarce-
Necessary to add one word to what has
Ofiﬁ already so ably stated by the leader
sitio € House and the leader of the Oppo-
s 0. Long ere this, expressions of
Ympathy and congratulation will have
o N wired from every part of the globe
e°“l‘ beloved Queen. We do not find in
wheohnals of human history a monarch
ieco has been so beloved by her own sub-
Wh:)sl’ and so revered and esteemed by the
suff € world.  Where any calamity or
€rng of an unusual character befalls

VZ Cltizens of Her Majesty, she has
an da)t’s been thefirsttosympathise with them
that t0 alleviate their distress. I am sure
m N every church throughout this vast
tha lﬁ?’e. prayers of devout and earnest
ul Sglving will be offered to the Great
€ of the universe that Her Majesty
in.uescaped on this occasion without any
Uy from the attempt that has been
€ on her life, ‘

HoN. MR PELLETIER—I believe
15 2 fitting occasion for the population

\¢

ly

of Canada, English and French, to unite
in expressing their sympathy with Her
Majesty, the most esteemed and most be-
loved sovereign in the world, on the
shocking and atrocious attempt which has
been made on her life. As one of the
members representing the French popula-
tion in this House, I heartily unite in the
sentiments so well expressed by the Hon.
Minister of Justice and the hon. member
on my right (Mr. Scott). I heartily con-
cur in all that has been said. None of
the loyal subjects of Her Majesty feel
more grief than we do at the audacious
attack which has been made upon her,
and none feel more thankful than we do
to hear of herescape. We sincerely hope
that the general expressions of sympathy
which will be conveyed to our beloved
Queen will be a consolation to her under’
such distressing circumstances.

The motion was agreed to

Hown., Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—
moved that the said Address be engrossed,
and that the Speaker do sign the same on
behalf of this House.

The motion was agreed to,

Honw. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—mov-
ed that a message be sent to the House of
Commons by one of the Masters in Chan-
cery to acquaint that House that the Sen-
ate has adopted the Address to Her Most
Gracious Majesty.

The motion was agreed to.

ADMINISTRATION OF CRIMINAL
JUSTICE IN DISPUTED TER-
RITORIES BILL. -

THIRD READING.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELI.—
Moved the third reading of Bill(F) “An
“act to further continue in force for a
“limited time the Act 43 Vic. Chap. 36.”

The Bill was read the third time and
passed.

IMPROPER USE OF FIREARMS
BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—
Moved that the House go into Committee
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on Bill (E), “An act to amend the Act 40
Vic. Chap. 30, intituled ‘An Act to make
provisions against the improper use of

firearms.’ ”

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER—I do not
rise to oppose the House going into Com-
mittee of the Whole on this Bill. I hope
the observations I am going to make will
not be considered by the members of the
Government in this House as in any way
disrespectful to them but it does appear
to me, with regard to this Bill, that when
it goes to the other Chamber that House
will be surprised that a measure should be
introduced into Parliament the purpose of
which is simply, instead of destroying a
pistol that may be found on a criminal, to
hand it over to a municipality, and where
there is no municipality to hand it over to
the Lieutenant-Governor. What differ-
ence does it make whether a pistol is de-
stroyed in such a case or given to the
Lieutenant-Governor or to a municipality.
I hope the leader of the House will not
consider that I am reflecting upon the
Hon. Minister of Justice. I have no de-
sire to do so but I am sure if a Bill were
introduced into the U. S. Senate for such
a purpose we should all laugh at it and I
am afraid that when this Bill goes down
to the other House they will say that the

Senate can have very little to do when
* they devote their time to such a measure.

60

The House then went into Committee
of the Whole.

Hown., Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL ex-
plained that the Bill was introduced in
consequence of representations from va-
rious municipalities on this subject.
There was no object in destroying wea-
pons found in the possession of criminals
and it was thought that they might be
utilized by the municipalities—to put in
the hands of police officers, for instance.

Hon. Mr. WARK from the Committee
reported the Bill without amendment.

It was then read the third time and
passed.

HARBOR AND RIVER POLICE
BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.
~ The House went into Committee of the

HoN, SIrR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

[SENATE]

River Police.

Whole on Bill (D), “An Act respecting
River and Harbor Police.”

In the Committee.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that the first clause of the Bill creating
this Harbor and River Police force, en-
ables the Governor-in-Council to appoint
one or more proper persons to be super-
intendents of the force. The proposal
was that the head of the force should
be appointed by the Governor-in-Council,
but the men shall be appointed by the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries. The
origin of the force was traceable back to
1837 or 1838, when Lower Canada was
under the control of the Governor-in-
Council, and when the laws were passed
by the name of ordinances—there being
no legislature at that time. The Gover-
nor of that time—Lord Durham, he
thought—by such an ordinance created
the police force in Quebec and Montreal,
for the purpose of maintaining order and
enforcing regularity amongst the shipping
and all duties of that description. The
force, as he mentioned when he asked the
House to read the bill the second time,
was then paid for by subscription; but
afterwards, when a legislature was estab-
lished, a tax was imposed under the laws
of Lower Canada, and a duty was levied
upon ships for the purpose of paying the
cost of the force. The first statute of the
Legislature affecting it was passed in 1851,
when the force was found in existence and
when they imposed a duty, without saying
anything more about the creation of the
force, or who should have the power of
appointment, or in fact indicating any-
thing more about it; they simply estab-
lished a small tax of three farthings per
ton, for the purpose of paying for the
force. As the shipping increased the ex-
pense of maintaining the force became
heavier, and the duty was raised from time
to time, and it was now, he thought, three
cents per ton.

HonN. MR. RYAN—What is it intended
to be in the future?

How. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said it
would be just the same. The Actof 1868
respecting the Harbor Police provides
that the duty shall be three cents per ton.
The force is really at this present moment
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:l(:tth N a satisfactory position as to the
o ad""ty. which the commissioner or
whi hOf 1t has, and as to the authority
.1€0 the men composing it have, in the
t Charge of their duties ; and representa-
can S have been made from time to time,—
to t;ed by lxtlgatlon in Quebec chxeﬁy'fas
am_he.necessnty of some measure giving
Loty and defining accurately what the
Dolice sha)) be, who shall appoint them
the what their powers shall be, and giving
tha:n(fhe necessary authority to carry out
the uty.  This bill was passed to meet
se difficulties and to give these powers.
nore' first clause merely €nables the Gover-
ap ‘In-Council from time to time to
supm-m one or more proper persons to be
Perintendent or superintendents of the

rce. He moved the adoption of that
clayse,

hiIEON. Mr. POWER said it seemed to
wOrd_ﬂlere was some objection to the
poli Ing of the first section. The old
no ice force, so far as one could see, had
v e)“}’l§d1ct10n beyond the Saint Lawrence
upor 5 1t was supposed to be a charge
an dnhthe harbors of Quebec and Montreal,
Te € thought that while the people and
moresentatives of the Province of Quebec
1ght view it as they pleased, it was a
Atter of some concern to Senators from
c € other parts of Canada that this first
of l:ls]g Proposed to extend the jurisdiction
and }IIS force over the whole Dominion ;
ice € thought that the Minister of Jus-
o Ought to have shewn some reason why
pOgreat a change in the law, as that pro-
at :le\d’ should be introduced. He found
€ ninth line that the superintendents

the police force at Montreal and Que-

o Ca"e to have jurisdiction over the whole
be da“ada or such various ports as may
an, efined by the Governor-in-Council,
No a5 coming from the Province of
Va Scotia he would object to these

ce having jurisdiction in that Province.

the O SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
cla Junisdiction was not enlarged by the
USe in question, that it existed at pres-

:';;;; but it was not intended to employ
M beyond the St. Lawrence. They

Were cften employed, and had been for
ren Past, in other ports of the St. Law-
Ce than those of Montreal and Quebec,
o cessarily so. Supposing for instance
P Was going down the river and she
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was twenty or thirty miles from Quebec,
there might be some difficulty or trouble
on board among the sailors, some of whom
might attempt to escape, or some other
difficulty might arise anywhere down the
Gulf, and it would not do to confine the
jurisdiction of the police force simply to
those two harbors of Montreal and
Quebec. It had never been extended
beyond the St. Lawrence and there was
no suggestion that it should be. It was
not proposed to extend it to any ports of
the Dominion other than the St. Lawrence,
and certainly not to the harbor of Halifax
which the hon. gentleman (Mr. Power)
had in his mind ; but it was desired that
those words should be continued in the
bill so as to enable the Crown, in case of
trouble, to send the police force where-
ever it might be necessary. For example
there was a great deal of shipping arriving
at the port of Gaspe on the St. Lawrence,
and it might be necessary to send some of
the police force there™ or sometimes they
might be employed upon duties not imme-
diately connected with shipping or navi-
gation—say some unexpected emergency,
or some very considerable difficulty, for in-
stance a serious riot such as did occur in
the city of Quebec some time ago. Diffi-
culties arose and it became necessary to
employ not only this police force, but the
local police force, and also Her Majesty’s
troops. These men would be constantly
paid all the year round, and he thought it
was not an unsafe thing to trust the Gov-
ernor-in-Council with such powers as this
first clause proposed, in order that he
might employ the police wherever the cir-
cumstances of thg moment call for their
services ; and certainly we should not
apprehend any danger from that in a
country constitutionally governed as Can-
ada is.

Hon Mr. DICKEY asked if the
wording of this clause did not run in the
same direction as the meaning of the Act ?

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
he believed so.

The clause was adopted.
On the second é]ause,

Hon. Mr. POWER asked why th‘e
mode of appointment had been altered?
From all he could gather the appointments
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were made by the superintendents now,
and he thought it would increase the pat-
ronage of the Government, which was not
desirable.

Hon. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that difficulties had arisen as to the ap-
pointment of these men in the past, there
being a doubt as to who had the authority.
It was considered better to give the ap-
pointing power to the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries who was responsxble to
Parliament for the manner in which he
exercised it.

The clause was adopted.

On the fourth clause,

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—In
reply to the objection of the Senator from
Ambherst (Mr. Dickey) that there could
not possibly be any other laws than crim-
inal laws to be enforced in this way, said
that there was other legislation such as
the Seamen’s Act, which was an Act of
this Parliament under which certain trans-
actions between a sailor and the master of
a vessel for the recovery of wages, and
respecting disobedience of orders, could
be enforced by the Police Magistrate. Of
course this was not giving them any ad-
ditional power if the general laws of
Canada did not of themselves provide and
make it necessary that they should act
He did not think therefore, that the objec-
tion of the hon. Senator from Amherst
was well taken, or at all events it would be
wiser to let the words of that clause stand
rather than perchance cut out from the
superintendent some authority which he
ought to have for the enforcement of the
laws enacted by the Parliament of Canada
which were not criminal.

The clause was agreed to.

On the fifth clause, the blank was filled
in by inserting the words *‘ twenty dollars.”

On the seventh clause,

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that under the existing law the fines form-
ed part of the fund for the payment of
the police. It was now proposed to pay
them into the consolidated revenue.

HoN. MR. ALEXANDER,

[SENATE,]

Clerk.

Hon. Mr. MACFARLANE.—Have
the fines been sufficient to pay the force?

Hox. Sirk ALEX. CAMPBELL—Not
of late years.

Hon. Mr. MACFARLANE.—Do they
nearly pay the force?

Hown. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
he did not know. There had been a
short-coming for eight or ten years. Dur-
ing that period the fines and the revenue
from shipping had not paid the charges of
the police, and the balance had been made
up out of the consolidated revenue.

The clause was adopted.

The blank in the gth clause was filled
up by inserting the words “ fifty dollars.”

The remaining clauses of the Bill were
adopted.

Hon. Mr. MONTGOMERY, from
the Committee, reported the Bill with
amendments, which were concurred in.

THE LAW CLERK.

THE REPORT OF THE CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS
COMMITTTEE ADOPTED.

Hon. MR. READ moved concurrence
in the second report of the select com-
mittee on Contingent Accounts.

Hon. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
think there should be some addition made
to this report. 1 do not desire to oppose
its adoption, but the contrary ; but I think
there should be some addition made to
the duties which are enumerated in the
report, by way of avoiding any difficulties
in the future. I am quite prepared to be-
lieve that the gentleman whom the report
recommends will turn out to be zealous
and anxious to do his duty, and that what
has occurred in the "past will not occur
again ; but still I think it is better to guard
against it, and, therefore, I hope the House
will concur in a resolutxon to this effect,
either putting it in the report, or adoptmg
it as a separate resolution. It might be
put in the report if there is no objection
by any one.
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i Hown. Mr, MILLER—It would be very
Tregular,

ThHO»_:. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—
as €D it can be adopted separately. It is

follows :—«In addition to the duties
Numerated, the Law Clerk shall discharge
-Ch other duties as may be imposed upon
t}im by order of the Senate.” I think
a At ought to be in. I do not suppose
"y difficulty will arise with this gentle-
™an; but with his predecessor a difficulty
tl' arise, and he objected to doing any-
h'mg more than the duties assigned to
M by his original appointment without

additional remuneration.

. Hon. MRr. DICKEY—I think that such
. resolutxc.)n as that is not only unneces-
tﬁry’ but is not a very creditable one for

€ Senate to pass because they have the
Power now. " This officer is certainly
Under their control as much as any officer
:t the table or in the employ of the Senate,
r}‘ld If he were to refuse to do anything
Which he was ordered to do by the Senate,
tiekwould soon, I hope, find his walking
SC €. He is under the control of the
nenate constantly, and the Senate would
frocr ask him to do an unreasonable

Ng.  Then I think it is supererogatory
t° Say that he must do what he is ordered
0 do by the Senate. We would preserve

OUr own dignity by not passing such a
resolution, gnity by P g

d Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—No
Soubt he is under the control of the
Chate, and if he should disobey our
orders we could dismiss him ; but it puts
s“n In this position, if he chose to assume
auc 2 position, that he can say “I was
APpointed at such a time, and my duties
Vere defined to be so and so. If the
Ouse Jesires me to do anything in
addition to the duties so defined, I appeal
It you that I ought to be paid for it.”
Itfl"Pulq be put in that sort of way, and
it kit would be very difficult to resist
will give you an instance which has
;’;Cllrred to my mind since I was attend-
g the coramittee. Of course it is un-
geasant to mention the names of those
O are no more, and who are not present
s‘l)\ answer for themselves : one duty which
WOUId have devolved on the Law Clerk,
3 furnishing corrected copies of the
Cts to the Queen’s Printer, It is a duty
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which certainly should have been dis-
charged by the Law Clerk, but our late
Law Clerk refused to do that. He said
he was appointed for such and such a
purpose, and not to do that work, and
he said “I hope if I have to do that, I
will be remunerated for it.” It is to guard
against the possibility of such an objection
in the future, that I propose this resolu-
tion.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—In this very report
the Committee say “He shall in addition
to all the duties performed by the late Law
Clerk do all drafting and amending of bills
of a public nature for members of the
Senate.” If it is proper to mention one
thing of that kind I do not see what ob-
jection there can be to this resolution.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—That clause
was put there in consequence of some
difficulty with reference to his predecessor
who had made some objections to that sort
of work, and it was thought better, as the
new Law Clerk might fall back upon the
example of his predecessor, to point that
out distinctly. There was no doubt about
it, simply because he was appointed to do
all the duty the Senate required of him,
and I was certainly always under the im-
pression that it was the duty of the Law
Clerk to correct the bills ; ¥ was quite sur-
prised to hear that there was any objection.
Perhaps the difficulty may have arisen from
the indulgence and forbearance exercised
towards an old and meritorious public
servant, but at present we are not under
any difficulty of the kind because this is a
new man and he must follow the direc-
tions of the Sepate. So far as I am
concerned I shall certainly not protect or
attempt to defend him for an instant if he
disobeys an order of the Senate. But I
may mention another point which occurs
to me; if this rule is necessary in regard
to the Law Clerk, what about the other
officers of the Senate ? 1 think we should
reserve our powers and exercise them
whenever it may be necessary.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—This subject was
discussed before the Committee, when it
was decided that the duties of the Law
Clerk should begin four weeks before the
opening of the Session, and terminate
four weeks after 'its close. I remember
myself making the observation that one
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of the duties he ought to be called upon
to perform was to correct the statutes, to
see that the marginal notes were put in,
and to attend to the printing. Whether
that can be done within four weeks after
Parliament has risen, I cannot say, but
that is one of the duties which should be
attached to the office, and I regard itas a
limitation of time ; he, certainly, is not an
officer of the Senate except during the
time specified.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I think the
resolution of the leader of the House will
meet with the approval of this body ; it
* seems to be nothing more than we all
admit, and I think it is well that it should
be drafted into the report of the Com-
mittee and adopted by the House.

Hon. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL—I|

think it would be safer, at all events, to
add the resolution, and we might adopt
the report ; I will then move the resolu-
tion.

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—It seems to
me the simpler way would be to add that
with the consent of the House. There
can be no objection to the suggestion
made. It seems to me, it is what we
would all expect of an officer of the
Senate, and the reason why I should be
inclined to support the resolution is simply
this ; that we have defined his duties in
the report, and I think it ought to be
qualified by the suggestion made by the
Minister of Justice. Isee no objection
to it ; I think—of course, by consent of
the House—that those words should be
added to the report.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I think it is
better to adopt the report and I would not
oppose the resolution if the Hon. Minis-
ter of Justice thinks fit to move it.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL then
moved his resolution.

Hon. MR SCOTT—I would like to
ask the leader of the Government a ques-
tion. Can we impose any duties upon

- him anterior to the four weeks before Par-
liament meets, or after four weeks subse-
quent to the closing of the session?

HoN. Mr. ScorrT.

[SENATE.]

Majestyy’s Life.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—No,.
I should think not.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Then it is only
during that time that he is our officer?
i

Hon. Sir ALEX, CAMPBELL—YVes.
The resolution was adopted.
BILL INTRODUCED.
Bill (M), “To amend the Acts relating
to the Great Western Railway.” (Mr.
Vidal)

The Senate adjourned at 5.05 p. m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, March 6th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE ATTEMPT ON HER MAJES-
TY’S LIFE.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE OF COMMONS.

A message was received from the House
of Commons informing the Senate that it
had passed an address to His Excellency
the Governor-General praying that he
would be pleased to transmit the joint
address of both Houses to Her Majesty
expressive of their congratulations on her
providential escape from the recent at-
tempt made on her life, with the utmost
despatch in the first place by cable mes-
sage, and in such other manner as to His
Excellency would seem fit in order that
the same would be laid at the foot of the
Throne, requesting the Senate to unite
with the House of Commons in the said
address.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—
Moved that the Senate agree with the
House of Commons, and that the blank
be filled up by inserting the words “and
Senate.”

The motion was agreed ta.
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MHOM Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—
Oved that the Speaker do sign the said

Address on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to,

Mo S ALEX. CAMPBELL—
ce ved that one of the Masters in Chan-
tory g0 qown to the House of Commons

acquaint that House that the Senate
S agreed to the address.

The motion was agreed to.

HARBOR AND RIVER POLICE
BILL.

THIRD READING.

MLION. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—
ctved the third reading of Bill (D) “An
. Tespecting Harbor and River Police.”
; said that he had inquired into the
aﬁ; raised by the hon. Senator from

WOrdsaxt ‘(Mr. Power) as to the use of the
n Receiver General” in this Bill

withexammmg the Act which did away

he fthe depargment of Receiver General,
aSeO‘-md it simply did away with it as
~CParate department by adding it to the
Nance department, but reserved the title

and duties of the office. .

T:cel Bill was read the third time and

COUNTY COURT jUDGES BILL

IN COMMITTEE

W}'f‘!;e House went into Committee of the

oohe on Bill (B), “An Act respecting
uhty Court Judges.”

In the Committee,

thar Y- SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
.ﬁonsz :t:lcondhgliuse é:ontaméd the c(;m-

er which a County Court judge
::gzldd hold office. These conditiorgxs
dene uring good behaviour and his resi-
%un‘:i within the county or union of
‘ishe¢es for which the court was estab-
arisen A good deal of complaint had
With; a3 to the non-residence of judges
hei D the limits of the counties where
d“egeswﬂe required to discharge their

~ The clause wag adopted.
S

[Magon 6, 1882.]

Judges' Bill. 65

On the third clause.

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that this clause mentioned the causes
which might lead to the removal of a
judge—inability from old age or ill-health
or any other causes, or incapacity or mis-
behaviour. There should be a pause after
the words “other causes,” which related
to inability. !

Hon. MR SCOTT asked if it would
not simplify matters to strike out the
words as they now stood and leave simply
the words “ any cause.”

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that there were judges of the county courts
now who were unable to discharge their
duties, not from ill-health or old age, but
from dissipation.

HoN. Mr. SCOTT—I am quite aware
of that.

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—If
they are unable to discharge their duties
from any cause they can be removed.

Hon. Mr. POWER said that the lan-
guage of the clause was somewhat am-
biguous, and suggested that after the
word ‘“or,” in the fourteenth line the
word “for” should be inserted, which
would make it clear that the incapacity or
misbehaviour would not be connected
with ill-health or old age.

Hon. S;ir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
he had no objection to making that
amendment.

Hon. MR. HOWLAN was sorry that
the Government did not see fit to raise
the salaries of the County Court judges of
Prince Edward Island. He found the
complaint was made not alone in that
Province but also in Ontario. He had
had a conversation with a judge in Ontario
a short time ago whose salary was $2,400,
which was a very small amount. He
knew that judges in Prince Edward
Island had complained to the Minister of
Justice during the last two or three years
with regard to their salaries, which were
smaller than in other Provinces,

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the salaries of the judges of Prince Ed-
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ward Island were raised during the last
session.

Hon.
amount.

Hon. Mr. MILLER— Are they not
the same all over the Dominion ?

Mr. HOWLAN—A small

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—No.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that there were three or four judges who
got more than the others.

Hon. Mr. MILLER said that judges
in such places as Halifax, St. John and
Toronto got immediately on their ap-
pointment £600, and the other judges
after three years got the same.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN said that one of
the judges in Prince Edward Island, the
Judge for Queen’s County had quite as
much work to do as any of the judges
who had been named, and there was no
good reason why if he did the same
amount of work he should not have the
same salary. ’

The clause was adopted.

On the 2nd proviso of the clause,

Hon, Mr. MILLER asked if the
Government had not the power to remove
those officers before ?

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that there was some difficulty, especially
in Ontario, as he had explained at the
second reading of the Bill.

Hon. MR. POWER thought the section
was imperfect without an additional pro-
viso. It seemed to him that it was neces-
sary not only to afford the judges the pro-
tection mentioned in the two first provi-
sions in order to give them that feeling of
independence which a judge should pos-
sess, but it was also essential that he
should not be removed unless his inca-
pacity was proved on investigation.
There was no proviso in the Bill that this
should be done, and it seemed to him it
would be better to add to this section a
proviso something like this ;—“That such
inability, incapacity or misbehavior shall
be established after an enquiry conducted
under the terms of this Act.” -

HonN, SIr ALEX, CAMPBELL,

[SENATE.]

Judges Bill.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL thought
that was not necessary. The first clause
stated that he should hold office during
good behaviour, and that he was not to be
removed unless by order of the Governor-
in-Council for certain causes, and it pro-
ceeded to state under what evidence the
Governor-in-Council should act.

Hon. Mr. POWER said that this con-
clusion might be drawn from the Bill by
inference, but it would be better to have
it set out. ~

On the 4th clause,

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that exception had been taken at the se-
cond reading of the Bill to the words,
“ And such other person or persons as the
Governor-in-Council may think proper,”
which gave the Governor-in-Council power
to issue a commission to one or more
judges of certain courts named, and also
to “other person or persons.” The
ob’ection of the hon. Senator from Am-
herst was to these last words. He believed
with that hon. gentleman that it would be
safer to omit these words, and therefore
moved that they be struck out.

The amendment was agreed to and the
clause as amended was adopted.

On the fifth clause,

Hon. S;ir ALEX. CAMPBELL ex-
plained that the Act would apply to judges
now holding office as well as to judges who
might hereafter be appointed.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is retroactive.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—
Merely as to the mode of dealing with it.

The clause was adopted. .

*On the seventh élause,

Hown. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that this clause explained more fully than
he had himself when speaking of the third
section why the words *inability, old age,
or any other cause,” were preserved.
This clause gave the Governor General in
Council power to grant a pension to a
judge who should be removed for inability
or incapacity, provided the inability or
incapacity arose from old age or ill-health,
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Yunder such circumstances a judge$hould
Temoved it was proposed to enable the
thi €Mmment to give him a pension, and
IS Clause met a class of cases of which
€Ie were several instances. A judge is
Nable to discharge the duties of his office
th?m old age, as every one but himself
Te nks, but he refuses to retire. If he is
Moved for incapacity or resigns through
age, then he is granted a pension.

. Hon. Mz POWER suggested that
OfOrd_s should be added to meet the case
Sta: Judge who might be injured, for in-

Ce by a railway accident, and thus in-

c‘.‘PaCf;itated from discharging the duties of

S office,

i

thaHON. SirR ALEX. CAMPBELL saidin
entit case the judge would resign and be
vid tled to a pension. This was to pro-
on f for cases in which judges were forced

The clause was adopted.

B,The tenth and eleventh clauses of the
were expunged.

re How, Mz, VIDAL, from the committee,
Ported that they had made some pro-
gt with the Bill and asked leave to sit

SEAMEN'S ACT 1873 AMENDMENT
BILL.

THIRD READING.

thhe Housg went into Committee of the
am<>1e on Bill (G), “An Act further to
end the Seamen’s Act, 1873,”

thalON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
t th!s_ Bill was for the purpose of giving
h; Mmagistrate a larger discretion than he
Now. As the law now stands if a

of thgOes on board a ship armed, for any
me € purposes mentioned, the punish-
ont must be five years in the peniten-
men hat was sometimes more punish-
jus than the circumstances rendered
% and this Bill was drawn for the pur-
creti of giving the magistrate greater dis-
i dilgm Unluckily it was so printed that
i Not carry sut the object intended,
'm°°n‘§€quence of the omission of the
ds “ than two or.” The words should

Ve been printed “ he shall for every such

[Mazcr 6, 1882.]

Amendment, 67
offence be subject to imprisonment in the
Penitentiary for any period not less than
two or more than five vears.

The amendment was agreed to.

On the znd clause, ,

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the second clause had been rendered ne-
cessary in consequence of a decision, or
several decistons which had taken place in
the city of Quebec in which it had been
held by two judges of the Superior Court
at different times that the Act did not
give power to the magistrate to punish an
offender ; that it only gave power to levy
pecuniary penalties, and the judge pointed
out that in the English Act the words
**and to punish offenders” were found in
addition to the words which were in the
present Act of Canada which simply
covers penalties. The judge of the Ses-
sions had pointed out that it was abso-
lutely necessary to alter the law in this
sense.

The clause was adopted.

On the third clause,

Hon. Sir ALEX CAMPBELL said
that the necessity for an amendment to
this clause had arisen from the fact that
in Quebec the judge of the Sessions of
of the Peace was also Police Magistrate
and Stipendiary magistrate, so that when
the judge of the Sessions was absent all
the authorities mentioned in the Bill to
determine in a summary way offences
punishable under the Act were absent;
except the judge of the County Court,
and there was none there. It was thought,
therefore, that this amendment was neces-
sary. He suggested an amendment to
the effect thatin the Province of Quebec
a judge of the Superior Court shall have
the like authority and jurisdiction as that
conferred by the terms of the Actof 1873,
and by this Act upon the judge of the
Sessions of the Peace.

The amendment was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY called the atten-
tion of the hon. the Minister of Justice to
the clause which imposed penalties, and
asked him to consider seriously whether
these penalties were not so much in excess’
of the offences that they were likely to
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have a contrary effect to that intended.
He thought that a person entering a vessel
without the authority or concurrence of
the master and being unarmed should not
be liable to such punishment as imprison-
ment for not less than six months. He
considered it entirely too harsh, and
inadequate to the offence itself. The next
penalty was that of a party going on board
armed, but without any intention of using
the weapon which might be upon his per-
son, and which would not Be dangerous
until used ; in that case he should not be
liable to be put in penitentiary for three
years. He considered it a great mistake
to make the punishments so excessive that
it would be very difficult to convict. He
mentioned it that it might be considered
before the third reading.

Hon. S;k ALEX. CAMPBELL said
he had taken the advice of persons con-
nected with the trade before bringing the
Bill to the House. Of course, if a person
went on board of a ship innocently and
and without any bad motive it would seem
to be very harsh; but the Act was not
intended for such cases and would not be
applied to them. Butif one took the
case of a ship arriving at Montreal, there
were often a great many people there,
stevedores and longshoremen,-and these
men, two or more, would go on board the
ship, and do no other harm than prevent
the seamen from working ; they might
perhaps stop the discharge of the cargo,
and he thought such an offence should be
punished very severely, even if they go on
board unarmed. That, however, was a
question for the Committee, whether the
punishment was great or not. He was
not himself an advocate of very severe
punishment ; but those hon. gentlemen
who lived in seaport towns, he fancied,
knew the difficulties which sometimes
occufred with reference to ships when
discharging their cargoes and the inter-
ference which took place from longshore-
men and others who might be on strike.
The whole business of the harbor of
Montreal, or at any rate very much of it
had been arrested for twenty or thirty
days during last summer and the summer
before, in a manner that was most injurious
to the commerce of the country, and if
such powers as these should not exist it
would be very difficult to prevent those
longshoremen from going on board. He

HonN. MR. Dickey.

[SENATE.]

'man’s house.

Amendment.

thouglt the Committee might very safely
trust that no magistrate would enforce
this Act against a person who was inno-
cently on board, as the Bill was not in-
tended to affect such cases.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY said the hon.
gentleman had referred to the experience
of Montreal and Quebec. If this Act
were to be confined in its operations to
those ports he would be inclined to allow
the gentlemen who were interested there
to deal with the Bill ; but it was a gene-
ral act. His hon. friend had also said that
when a vessel was discharging, stevedores
and others might go on board and inter-
fere with the sailors doing their work.
That was one class of cases in regard to
which the Bill was more extensive in its
operations, because it extended to a per-
son going on board any ship previous to
her actual arrival in the dock or getting
to her place of discharge. For instance,
avessel coming up the river might be
boarded by a person who would not have
the consent of the master, and would go
on board innocently, yet, under the terms
of this Bill, he was brought under heavy
penalities—very severe penalities,—and
might be taken to jail at once. He did
not think that this was desirable, and felt
that the clause should be amended in
some way, so that persons who go on
board a ship unarmed and without any evil
motive should not, because they have not
the permission of the master, be subjected
to heavy penalities, or brought before a jus-
tice of the peace and committed to prison
for a long term. It did not seem to him
desirable to put these impediments in the
way of navigation, and it was not in the
interests of the ports, it appeared to him,
that penalties so excessive as really to de-
feat the objectif the Bill should be im-
posed.

Hon. Mr. MILLER suggested that it
might be amended in this way: to read
“without the permission and against the
wish.”

S1R ALEX. CAMPBELL thought that
was already in the Bill

Hon. MR. HOWLAN said that this
Act was merely carrying out the rule which
had prevalled with regard to entering a
One has no right to enter



Seamens Act, 1813,

?fl;l‘an’s door without his permission, and
C(Ue: does so he must take the conse-
Ces: in the same way a man who
%ards a vessel when sailing up- a river,

t:‘ktho‘lt the consent of the master, should
be ¢ the consequences. The difficulty to

Met was very easily understood by any
€ Conversant with the matter. At cer-
N seasons of the year a great many
sel Men are required and incoming ves-
as 32re boarded by people,who are known
sail Clmps,” with a view of eqtiping the
mu"ﬁs to desert or of ascertaining how
actjc they are getting a month, and
- wnD8 as pilots or guides to lead those
n OIS to other vessels; and stringent
theesﬁwere necessary to prevent this. In
shi st placg no master or mate of a
uan Would bring a man before a magistrate
proess he had been guilty of some im-
ne PEr act on board his ship, and in the
ShiXt Tlace without such a law as this a
Witg might be crowded from end to end
ves persons who had no right there. A
tsil discharging her cargo had all the
the: fes off and was quite open; it was
as ; ‘ore necessary to have some such law
this in force, “The old act had been
Specially to meet these particular
Ny and he did not know that anything
ong had resulted from it.

on

Hon, Mg, FERRIER said that any-
st Vho could remember the circum-
Moces connected with the business of
agrntreal for the past three years, would
be €e that the provisions of the law should
pre. € much more stringent than at
Vi dzetl‘m They should particularly pro-
Oardor such cases as persons going on
thep, a ship in a way that would enable

4 to comminicate with those on board
. ' stop entirely the discharging of
th oum:gp by the sailors of the ship. .He
be sght 1t really necessarythat there should
any ?me legislation more stringent than
Prog t now existed, and which would
espee‘.:t the commerce of the country;
ang Clally that of the ports of Montreal

Quebec,

On

€

h:IgN- Mr. MILLER had no doubt the
bec, bas required for Montreal and Que-
becy Ut the position seemed to be, that
twg ¢ the law was necessary for those
apph.p°1'ts, a general law should be passed
‘ﬂ'ect?able to the whole Dominion, and

10g ports whose trade does not call
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Amendment. 69

for such a law. He would have no.objec-
tion to the measure, and would not con-
sider it at all too stringent if it were con-
fined to the ports of Montreal and Quebec,
and perhaps it might extend east to St.
John and Halifax, but not generally to
ports in the Maritime Provinces. It was
a very common thing there, when a vessel
was coming into port, for friends to go on
board, and for other parties to board her
as she is coming into her place for dis-
charging ; under this law it would be
optional with the officers of the ship to
have every one of these people, who went
on board thus innocently, brought up and
subjected to severe punishment. He did
not think a law should be placed upon the -
statute books that would leave such a
power for abuse in the hands of any man,
and therefore he was of opinion that the
phraseology of the Act should be changed,
or that it should be limited to those ports
where it is considered indispensable to
have such a law. If the clause were
slightly altered as suggested, and made to
read “without the permission and against
‘ the wish of the officer in charge,” he did
not think it would be so objectionable as
at present.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
there was no objection to those words.

Hon. MrR. TRUDEL thought a change
might be made in this sense—that the law
should be enforced against a party who,
having been ordered to retire, would re-
main on board against the will of the
officer. It would not be easy to clear a
person against whom a master of a vessel
might go and make a declaration setting
forth that the man came on board his ves-
sel against his wish; and unless it were
enacted that he should expressly order the
man to withdraw and only proceed against
him in the event of his refusal to obey,
room would be left for arbitrary conduct
on the part of an officer of a ship. He
thought that a very severe law should be
enacted to meet the requirements of such
cases as had been alluded to, yet he felt it
would be easy to frame the clause so that.
it would not allow of the exercise of any
arbitrary power. The Hon. Minister of
Justice had said a few moments before
that he thought no magistrate or judge
would enforce the law without very clear
proof of the bad intention of the offender
having been adduced, but some magis-
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trates. and justices of the peace are far
from learned in the laW, and have no
t experience in its application, and
might be inclined to take the letter of the
law and say, “ The law says that any per-
“son found on board a ship against the
“ wishesof the master shall be imprisoned;”
and so it could happen that a master
would swear that the person was on board
against his wish,—though no order had
been given him to withdraw—and the
magistrate might punish an innocent party.
He thought it would be easy and desirable
to mention that there should be an obliga-
tion on the maste) of a vessel to order the
intruder to withdraw, and it would be a
very simple way to meet the difficulty.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
there was no difficulty about making the
bill a little more particular in the direc-
tion to which objection was taken, but he
asked the House to bear in mind that the
bill was not merely to provide against per-
sons going on board, but going and being
. on board—which means that they con-
tinue there without permission; and he
reminded the hon. gentleman from Rich-
mond (Mr. Miller) that if a person re-
mained on board without the permission
or consent of the master it was almost
equivalent to being there against his will.
He was, however, quite willing to make
the clause clearer and suggested that in
the twelfth line instead of the words, ‘‘shall
go and be on board ” there should be
inserted the words, ‘“shall go and
remain on board.”  Also that there
should. be inserted in the fifteenth and
sixteenth lines, as suggested by the hon.
member from Richmond (Mr. Miller) the
words, “against the will and.” It would
then read, “against the will and without
“the permission of such master.” He
further considered it would be well to use
the same words instead of those at present
used in the twenty-first line, and thought
when that was done there could be no
danger of the bill being mis-applied. He
stated that the same law was in force in
England, at London, Liverpool and other
seaports, and had existed in New Bruns-
wick and Nova Scotia for several years
past, yet no evil had followed and he
felt the House might rest secure in the
belief that no evil results would spring
from the measure. He had no objection
to amending the bill in the way proposed.

HoN. MRr. TRUDEL.

[SENATE]

Amendment.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH asked if the
Hon. Minister of Justice meant to say
that this power was conferred upon ordi-
nary justices of the peace?

Hon. S;k ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the powers given would be found in the
last clause of the bill, and they were all
special magistrates.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH asked if it -

would not then be the case that any ordi-
nary magistrates, such as they had in Nova
Scotia, would not have these powers?

Hon, Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL replied -
they would not as it was desired that the
provisions of the bill should be carried out

by persons specially qualified to deal
with it.

Hon. MrR. KAULBACH said in view of
this explanation, the bill was not so objec-
tionable as it otherwise would have been.

Hon. MR. POWER thought that the
alteration suggested by the Minister of
Justice might to a certain extent defeat
the object of the Bill, because one of its
objects was to prevent these men loading
a vessel when they were ordered not to do
so. The alteration that the hon. gentle-
man proposed would not make that an
offence at all unless they continued on
board. The mere fact of a man going on
board when the master ordered him off
should be a penal offence.

Honw. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—Very
well I will make the alteration.

Hon. MR. POWER said it seemed to
him that the views of the hon. Senator
from De Salaberry might be met by amend-
ing the sixteenth line by adding the fol-

lowing ‘ without the permission and con-
trary to the orders of.”

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—TIt is
the same thing.

Hon. MR. POWER said it was neces-
sary to meet the difficulties suggested by
the hon. Senator from De Salaberry.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the master would have to establish before
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laumaGiStrate that he had told the man to
ve. S

HoN. Mr HAYTHORNE called
Ntion to the fact that these offences
gull’d‘ only be tried before certain judges.
Tince Edward Island a police magis-
te .could be found in Charlottetown, and
Judges of the county courts, but as a
Islanem rule in the rural districts of the
o d only justices of the peace could be
0 :0Und, and in cases of necessity a long
Journey would be required before any of
¢ authorities mentioned in this Act could
the offence. :

Hon. Mr. -
been FERRIER—Have there

there g"y strikes among the ship laborers

HoN. Mr. HAYTHORNE—No.

ti. HoN. Mg MILLER did not think
€ act would ever have to be enforced in
places,

& Hon, S1r ALEX. CAMPBELL thought
&e Suggestion made by the hon. Senator
om Richmond was to the same effect,
Would have the same result as the
ggestion made by the hon. Senator from
of th ax ; but he had no objection to either
them.  After the words “ without the
S;S‘lon,.” in the sixteenth line, he would
against the orders.”

claThe amendment was agreed to, and the
Use as amended was adopted.

Hon. Mg, BUREAU from the com-

whi €reported the Bill with amendments
ich were concurred in, and the third

€ was ordered for Wednesday next.

The Senate adjourned at 4.40 p.m.

.
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THE ATTEMPT ON HER MAJES:
TY'S LIFE.

MEessaGE FrRoM His EXCELLENCY.

Hon. SirR ALEX CAMPBELL—The
Address which the House voted a few
days ago to Her Majesty congratulating
her on her escape from assassination was
transmitted by telegraph on the night of
the day it was passed by this House.
Since then a message has been received
in return from the Colonial Secretary
which His Excellency has desired me to
read. It is as follows :—

“ London, 6th March, 1882.

Message third instant laid before
Queen. Her Majesty much gratified by
congratulations of Legislature and people
of Canada over her escape and by assur-
ances of loyalty and devotion.

(Signed,) KIMBERLEY.”

FUGITIVE OFFENDERS IN CAN.
ADA BILL.

IN, COMMITTEE.

The House went into committee of the
whole on Bill (C), “An Act respecting
fugitive offenders in Canada from other
parts of Her Majesty’s Dominions.”

In the Committee.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—As 1
mentioned on the second reading of the
Bill, itis introduced with the view of pre-
serving the right of Canada to legislate for
itself with reference to fugitive oftenders so
far as regards its own borders. The Im-
perial Parliament passed an Act for the
rendition of fugitive offenders from one
colony of the empire to another, and they
could pass it with greater advantage than
could be done by any colonial legislature,
because they have the right to deal with
all the colonies and with prisoners on the

" | high seas. Although we yielded to that

view of the matter it was thought desirable
to preserve our own autonomy, and to
legislate within our own borders. It is
proposed to do so by this Bill which really
applies to Canada and to fugitive offenders
within the limits of the Dominion the pro-
visions of the Imperial Act. I think I
can give the committee an idea of the
whole measure by reading the English
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Act. The second clause of the Bill
before the Committee corresponds with
the second clause of the English Act.
The language in the English Act is gen-
eral and applies to all the colonies of the
Empire, while the language of this Bill
applies specially and only to the Dominion
of Canada.

The first and second clauses were
adopted.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
same difference runs throughout the two
Bills. The third clause describes the
proceedings to be taken in Canada on a
warrant issued elsewhere. The duty is
imposed upon the Governor General or a
judge of the Superior Court in Canada.

Hon:. Mr. POWER—Before that clause
is put, I wish to ask the Minister of Justice
why he has apparently adopted a different
view of the law from that entertained by
his predecessor. I find in the first page
of the correspondence which has been laid
on the table in connection with this Bill
that the Hon. James Magdonald, at that
time Minister of Justice, thought that the
Governor General was not the officer who
should act in Canada, but that the ex-
pression “ Governor” should mean the
Lieutenant Governor of the Province. I
just wish to know why the Minister of
Justice has adopted a different view on
that question.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—TI have read the
correspondence on this important subject,
and I should like some explanation of the
reason why we have this legislation run-
ning parf passu with the English Act. My
hon. friend in explaining the second clause
pointed out the discrepancy between this
measure and the English Act, and I
should like to see how this legislation is to
be enforced if thére be already existing an
Imperial Act applicable to every part of
Her Majesty’s dominions. I do not
wish to go into the subject at present ; it
is not a proper subject to discuss in com-
mittee at ali events ; but there ought to be
some explanation why we should pass this
clause, and why indeed we should pass
the Bill at all if we recognise the existence
of the English Act, and in that point of
view the predecessorl‘/ of the Minister of

HonN. Sir ALEX. CAMP::LL
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Justice, and his predecessor the Hon, Mr.
Blake, both took a sound constitutional
ground in claiming that the right to legis-
late on this subject rested with Canada.

Hon. Sir. ALEX.CAMPBELL—With
reference to the remarks of the hon.
Senator from Halifax, I have not the cor-
respondence before me at present. In
the meantime I will refer to what has fal-
len from the hon. Senator from Ambherst.
The reason the Bill is introduced is this ;
we were anxious to secure for Canada the
right to legislate for the Dominion on this
subject in this Parliament. In one of the
papers to which my hon. friend has refer-
red—that which was sent by the Hon.
Mr. Blake—the position is taken that
Canada could of its own authority deal
completely and advantageously with this
subject and I think that also was asserted
by my immediate predecessor, Mr. Mac-
donald, but I do not think that this is
true because the rendition of fugitives
must involve some proceedings beyond
the borders of Canada, as for instance if
the fugitive was demanded from Canada
on behalf of Newfoundland or Australia
some steps must be taken with reference
to that fugitive outside of Canada altogeth-
erandin order thatthat may be dealt with
completely, thoroughly and advantageous-
ly, it was, I thought and the present Gov-
ernment think, desirable to yield to the
wish of the Imperial Government and al-
low the legislation which was about to
take place in England to apply to all
the Colonies, but, with the reservation on
our part that ‘we would supplement it so
far as regards Canada and dealing with
criminals within our own borders, by le-
gislation of our own—not legislation such
as the hon. Senator from Ambherst sup-
poses contradictory or in antagonism to
that which has taken place in the Imperial
Parliament but in furtherance of and in
consonance, with that legislation and mere-
ly repeating it for our own part for the
purpose of preserving our autonomy and
right to deal with the subject. That was
our view. I do not know that I could
express the idea in words that are more
likely to readily catch the apprehen-
sion of hon. members of the House than
by reading the memorandum which I pre-
pared for Council and which is to be
found on the last page of this return, It
is as follows :—
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h"ghe Commiittee of the Privy Council have| ¢ The Committee of the Privy Council are
Ma; ““d,ﬂ' cousideration the despatch of He: |nevertheless of opinion that tull jurisdiction
cof::%z: Brincjpsl Secretary of State for the |in all matters relating to”the ;,‘ peace, order
Seneral dated the L11h of December ast,on: | ancondiiobally bonceded So- Canada By the
Billl"’lg 8 copy of the ¢ Fugitive Offenders | terms of ¢ The British North America Act,
Peria] Proposed to be introduced in the Im-|1867,” and that it is not expedient that any
- &l Parliament, and a copy of a printed | portion of the autonomy thereby granted to
P‘g'-or‘“d“m by Mr. Jenkyns, (one of the |the Dominion .should be surrendered ; and
rec M8mentary Counsel,) on .the answers |they are persuaded that neither- Her Majesty’s
meGWed from the various Colonial Govern- | Government nor the Imperial Parliament
Mi nis Tespecting the Bill, with a report of the | desire in an{ way to withdraw or interfere
3 Dister of Justice on the subject dated the | with the full exercise of any of the powers or

be Commis Consiciionsbove ‘eined o, - Wik th

e i . ons .
B:Denl ,?,%}gl’:"gef &l:orz;ti(:)g:n:)?‘nc:ihr:itn:?: view, however, of avoiding any apparent
whd‘ t:f their bein rendered to justice from x}cq\}gegce:ce, oge:l;? 3:‘ cgfl‘ncf:tzd:’n :1““':"‘3
fleg ¥er part of the Empire they may have | /DPII€C surren comp
fon’ 204 in whatever part of it they muy be doubted right of the Parliament of the Do-
%und, is one which, in the interest of the | Minion to legislate on all subjects affecting
Bovernment of all parts of Her Majesty’s its internal Government, which might other-
Miniong, it is expedient should be placed | Wise arise from the withdrawal of the objec-
AT &8 possible onpgne uniform s st.exlx)n tions referred to; the Committee humbly
y ’ advise tha’t a Bill pe int}x;oduced by Your
(As was pointed out by Mr. Blake very Excellency’s advisers at the next session of

Clear]y ip, : By the Canadian Parliament, recognizing and re-
ATly in his paper which is to be found | enacting, so far as regards Canada, all those
In this return.) provisions of the proposed Imperial Act,

m which, in pursuance of its scope and temor,
a The power of each colony to deal with such | Will need to be enforced or availed of within
.nﬂnb ect is manifestly limited, and, slthough the Dominion or any of its Provinces.”
ther. Provincial provisions did_exist before |  The Committee concur in the recommen-

€Ir confed ; dations of the Minister of Justice in the re-
Nortj, eration, amongst Her Majesty’s definition of th d “G
sari| American Provinces, they were neces- | ference to the definition o , wae wo ove
not , Te8tricted in their character, and did |érnor,” and the words * Superior Court,

- PUurport to extend to the conveyance of | When used in the Bill, and in the suggestions
Prisoners oyer the high seas, or to or from made by him as to the most convenient

€T parts of the Empire. ! meaning,to be given to these words as regards

r’hthommitteg of the Privy Council con- Canada. ) .
that the“{’?re: with the Minister of Justice| That explains the whole object of the
Impe,;al(’]ge‘.’:l;';.“ew can l}’lestlt]’e‘t{;““ﬁd by | Bill—in the first place, when it was
Your Excel en¢ywtt;,’,;:nthet :g}ec‘{;;‘,,g’ on vtlf:: thought the Imperial Government would

rd°K, anada to that course, referred to in|De asked to legislate on the subject at
: Imberly’s despatch, be not adhered to. | large, of the deportation of criminals from

By.th . one part of the Empire to another, des-
thaty e-bye this recalls to my memory | patches were sent to the various Colonies,
tice ... [ePort of the Minister of Jus-|and amongst others to Canada, and then
the :efeﬂed to in this minute was |the first paper which is in this return was
not €port of my predecessor, and | prepared by the then Minister of Justice
that :’Y own. The recommendation |rather objecting to that course, and say-

rst tai should depart from the ground |ing that Canada had always legislated on
Mr. 3 €n and adhered to altogether by | such subjects on her own authority ; that
donalq € and for a time by Mr. Mac- |she had a constitution which enabled her
the | » and that we should acquiesce in |to do so, and that the various Colonies
on thegls tion on the part of the Empire had in the course of their history dealt
Mac os“bJect at large came from Mr. |with them, and claiming that the Domin-
that v.n"’-ld, and this report concurs in|ion now.deals with them. That was ad-
Pose :)‘;,W, but suggests that for the pur- |hered to by Mr. Macdonald at first, but
we shoulpft’-sqrvmg. our own autonomy, (on argument and considering the opin-

A d legislate in ghe same direction |icns advanced by Mr. Jenkyns refcj,rred to
thae ler' the same object, but to confine | here and supported by the Imperial Gov-
"a fugigls‘xlatmp to what is to be done with |ernment, and the argument of conve-
'niniOmve criminal within our own Do-|nience that as criminals were to be de-

ported from one Colony to another all
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over the Empire, and as no one Colony
had jurisdiction outside of its own bor-
ders, it was thought better that legislation
should be had in the Parliament of the
Empire. It appears to me that that argu-
ment is sound, and should recommend
itself favorably to hon. members. Fur-
ther than that, this present bill proposes
that we should for the purpose of assert-
ing our own rights and our own authority
within the limits of the Dominion,
deal with this matter and legislate
with the same scope and object and in
the same direction as the Imperial Act.
My hon. friend from Halifax asked why I
departed from the view held by my pre-
decessor. I think I have already explained
that in the course of my remarks in reply
to the hon. Senator from Ambherst.

HoN. MR. POWER—If the hon. gen-
tleman will allow me, I will just read the
particular portion of the late Minister’s
memorandum to which I referred. The
first is this ;—

“It is not, I think, necessary to discuss the
legal questions which may arise as to the

wer of the Canadian Parliament to pass a
aw with reference to the deportation of an
offender from Canada, over the high seas, to
another part of Her Majesty’s dominions, be-
cause in view of the practical difficulties sug-

sted by the memorandum by Mr. Jenkyns,
fethink that the objections to legislation on
the subject by the Imperial Parliament should
not be adhered to, especially as no legislation
on the subject has yet been passed by the
Parliament of Canada, and the groposed bill
is merely to take the place of an Imperial Act
alretd§m existence on the subject, viz :—6
and 7 Vic., ch. 34.

I recommend, therefore, that Her Majesty’s
Secreet(.iary of State for the Colonies be s0 in-
formed.

This report of the late Minister of Jus-
tice was prepared at a time when his view
on the subject was the same as I under-
stand the view of the Minister of Justice
is to-day ; but the late Minister went on
to say :—

‘There are a few of the provisions of the bill
which, I think, require notice, because they
do not appear to me to be applicable to the
state of affairs in Canada, or to accord with
the division of executive authority between
the Dominion and the Provinces. I refer to
those provisions relating to the acts to be per-
formed by the Governor contained in sections
3,4,5,6, 7, 8, 34 and 36. o

By section 40 of the proposed bill, it is de-
olared that the expression  Governor” means
any person administering the government of

HoN. SiR ALEX, CAMPBELL.
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a British possession. A British possession
is declared to mean any part of Her Majesty’s
dominions, and that all territories and places
within Her Majesty’s dominions which are
under one legislature, shall be deemed to be
one British possession and one part of Her
Majesty’s dominions.”

Now, this is where the argumentative

portion of Mr. Macdonald’s report comes
in:— '

““Under the British North America Act the
administration of justice in the Provinces, and
the constitution, maintenance and organizs-
tion of Provincial Courts, both of civil and
criminal jurisdiction, are placed within the
legislative authority of Provincial legislation,
and it has always been considered that the
executive authority over those matters is
vested in the Provincial Executive. * -

The scope of the proposed bill appears to
me to relate to the administration of justice,
and, I think, it would be more convenient
were the powers pro to be conferred
upon the Governor of Canada by the bill, con-
ferred upon Lieutenant Governors of the
Provinces instead. The only change which
would appear to be necessary in this respect,
would be to add to that part of section 40,
which defines the meaning of the word “Gov-
ernor,” the following words, viz:—“With
« respect to Canada the expression ‘Governor’
‘““means the Lieutenant Governor of the
‘¢ province, territory or district in or on the
 way to which the fugitive is or is suspec
“ ti)o b, or in which he has been admitted to
“ bail.

I would merely add to this that it seems
to me it would be much more convenient,
as a matter of practice, that these warrants
should be signed by the Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor of a Province than by the Governor-
General, who is at a point remote from all
the places to which fugitives from across
the seas would come. It seems to me
that it would be practically much more
convenient that the duties should be per-
formed by the Lieutenant-Governor of the
Province where the fugitive is found.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
object of the Bill, my hon. friend must
keep in mind, is the rendition of fugitives
from one Colony to another and the only
officer of the Dominion who could hold
intercourse withthe Government of another
Colony would be the Governor-General.
The reason why power should not be
given to Lieutenant-Governors to give up
fugitives is that it would be inconvenient
because they can only deal with their own
particular Provinces. However I will in-
quire further about the matter.
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SuHo;«.. Mr. POWER—A judge of the

Perior Court can endorse the warrant

he h N .
C°10nies, as nothing to do with other

thHoxw. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—But

€ Correspondence wouldall come through

vernor-General afterwards. How-

T I will not ask the the House to

OPt the clause until it is thoroughly
derstood,

Cve
ers|

is Hon, Mz, DICKEY—This legislation

Only adopted, I believe, on the report

18§ e Privy Council of the 21st of April
I and that report says.

- sep
tion al he Committee concurin therecommenda-
ren of the Minister of Justice in the refe-
an dﬂ:to the definition of the word “ Governor,”
in th he words « Superior Court,” when used
him ¢, Bill, and in the suggestions made by
SiVe" © most convenient meaning to be

0 to these words as regards Canada.”

« The suggestion is that the word “Gov-

:mm‘” shall include the Lieutenant-Gover-
0T of a Province,

TRiON. S ALEX. CAMPBELL—

'fe may be some confusion on the
POINt. T shall refer to it again, and ask
the Committee consider the question
ascertain that point ; in the meantime
Ove the adoption of the third clause.

funI;ON' Mr. POWER—I would respect-

« 0 Mmake this suggestion, that instead of
fere Vvernor-General,” we insert in the dif-
« Nt sections of the Bill, where the word
w o overmnor-General ”  occurs, the word
Bil] .7or,” and in the last section of the
emosl,"e the definition of the word “Gov-

t0 mean “Lieutenant-Governor.”

woul: SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL—I

beca, ask the Committee not to do that,

prim‘;?&e.lt may turn out that the Bill as

arisen 15 all right. If any confusion has

sider thI can ask the Committee to con-
€ question and alter that.

The clause was adopted.

Inm

On the 17th clause, .

attg)?“- MRr. POWER-I rise to call the

eight}:(m of the Minister of Justice to the

Cation o pon, which refers to the appli-
M of this Act. It is as follows :—

(Mazom 7, 1882.]
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¢ This Act shall apply to the followin
oftences, namely, to treason and piracy, an
to every offence, whether called felony, mis-
demeanor, crime, or by any other pame,
which is for the time being punishable in the
part of Her Majesty’s dominions in which it
was committed, either on indictment or in-
formation, by imprisonment with hard labour
for a term of twelve months or more, or by
any greater punishment ; and for the purposes
of this section, rigorous imprisonment, and
any confinement in & prison combined with
labour, by whatever name it is called, shall
be deemed to be imprisonment with hard
labour.”

It occurs to me that it might be much
more convenient for the Governor-General,
and particularly for the judges in the Su-
perior Courts in the different Provinces
who might not have libraries at hand
showing what crimes are so punishable
in the different colonies, to have a
a list of the crimes included in a
schedule or in this section ; because it
would be very difficult, I think, for the
Superior Court judges, for instance in the
Province of British Columbia, or in the
Province of Nova Scotia, to tell what
crimes are punishable in that particular
way in Australia, or some other remote
colony of the Empire. It seems to me
that as a matter of convenience it would
be better to have the crimes, or most of
them, enumerated in the Bill. -

Ho~n. Mr. DICKEY—I have an addi-
tional objection to that section because it
provides for the extradition of prisoners
for offences which are not crimes in
Canada. It says that this Act shall apply
to an offence, notwithstanding that by the
law of Canada it is not an offence. Itis
very difficult to forecast what may occur
under that clause. There may be trifling
offences, or at all events offences which we
do not consent to make criminal in this
country; and yet we are forced by the
operation of this Act, if it is considered a
crime in the country from which the
criminal escapes, to render him back
again. I do not see why it is necessary
to tie our hands up in that way by con-
senting to take the definition of the
offence from the country from which the
criminal comes, instead of taking the
offence under our own law. I can hardly
conceive a cace in which injustice could
be done if we should adopt the rule that
criminals may be extradited for offences
which are offences in our own country,
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but can see that a great deal of inconve-
nience, and perhaps something still
stronger, might occur from the fact of our
being called upon to render a fugitive who
is not a criminal under our own law, but
only a criminal by an act in force in the
country from which he escapes.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—My
hon. friend will bear in mind that it is all
within the Empire, and that the language
of the Imperial Act, which this Act copies,
applies to every colony of the Empire, and
it would be very unsafe for us to depart
from that, and establish some rule of our
own. We should be placing ourselves
then at.a point of difference between our-
selves and some other colony, or all the
other colonies of the Empire and
the United Kingdom itself. We are
not to suppose in the first place
that any injustice would be done
in the Empire—that any hardship would
result from giving up a criminal from
Australia, for instance, whether his offence
would be a crime or not. It may often
happen by a change of the law that some-
thing which is a very serious offence in one
colony is not an offence in another colony.
We find that by changes in our own
criminal law what is an offence now was
not an offence two or three years ago, and
changes may occur in the other direction.
Suppose a man commits some offence in
Australia, whether it is an offence here or
not if it be a crime against the law of
Australia why should that man not be given
up. We have no object in keeping him
here. His being here is no advantage to
us and no source of pleasure, and should
we not, therefore, give him up, and all the
more 5o since he is not going beyond the
protection of Her Majesty’s law? Whether
the offence is one here or not does not
make any difference : there is no danger
of giving up one of Her Majesty’s subjects,
because he is not going out of the Empire.
Take for instance the state of Canada
as it existed before confederation. I have
no doubt there were many offences then
which were offences in one part of the
Dominion and not in another. Take for
instance the case of a man committing an
offence in New Brunswick : it would be
certainly no advantage but rather a disad-
vantage to every body if the person who
committed that offence fled to Quebec or
Ontario because it happened that in

HoN. MR. Dickrv.
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those provinces that particular crime
was not prohibited by the law. It would
be of no advantage that that man
should be kept there and not sent back to
New Brunswick to be tried ; on the con-
trary he ought to be sent back to the
Province in which the offence was com-
mitted. If the argument of my hon
friend opposite (Mr. Dickey) suggested
any hardship'at all it would be this,—that
the man might be sent back to some
place where he would be tried for some
absurd thing, or where his liberty would
be affected in some way to be regretted,
and to which we ought not to subject
him ; but I do not think any difficulty of
that kind would arise in any other Colony
of Her Majesty. My hon. friend from
Halifax (Mr. Power) will allow me to
point out jthat it would be dangerous, in
view of the simple argument that I have
used, to attempt to define the offences
more closely than the Imperial Act does;
and that Act defines them in the same
words which we have used in this bill
As the whole scope of the act is not to
render any additional assistance to the
Imperial legislation because it would be
full and ample enough without this act,
but simply for the purpose of asserting
our own right within our own borders, the
only safe plan is to follow the language of
the Imperial Act, and to make that a
crime which the Imperial Act recognizes
as such. If we went to amend them and
attempted to define the crimes within
limits which were more circumscribed
than those of the original act we should
be running contrary to that act, and fall-
ing into the error which my hon. friend
from Amherst (Mr. Dickey) suggested, of
legislating in a direction antagonistic to
the Imperial Act. We do not want to do
that, but simply to exercise our own au-
thority and means so far as regards deal-
ing with offences within our own borders ;
and I think it is far safer, as I hope my
hon. friend from Halifax (Mr. Power) will
see, not to make anything a crime which
is not a crime in that act, or to go into
details which are not in that act inasmuch
as some other difficulties would spring
out of our attempt to define more closely
than they have done, the crimes to which
the Act applies.

Hon. MR. BUREAU—I. think the
Imperial Act decides the question as be-
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tg:ﬁe".the Imperial Parliament and the
ctomes. There is no doubt that certain
.S of the Colonial legislatures were con-
de N8 with the Imperial statutes and to
r el;e and explain the position between
thee, 2PeTial Parliament and the Colonies
st:t"e Was passed not long ago a special
on Ute ; T think it is contained in a book
o SOnstitutional matters which was pub-
ed in 1880, I think the leader of
. ey Ouse is perfectly correct and if we
thae to legislate for any of the Colonies
thet leglskytxon might be directly against
asi Mperial statute and it would be put
to f? I think we have no other course
o Ollow under present circumstances—so
- 18 s there exists an Imperial bill affect-
€ or relating to the subject—than to
HOMit to that law. We have had some
the Uty of that kind in the past in
su: Province of Quebec and a judge
o Pended there because he gave his
aglmon against the laws that had been
angpted here. He was a chief justice
he was suspended because he
Made it known that he thought the Im-
Petl:lal Act was correct and that the legis-
o0 in Quebec conflicted with that au-
onty and was not good ; that is to say
I:t h‘:—‘ Mmaintained the correctness of the
TrEeral Act as against the local statute.
wa: Tesult was that the judge in question
En ls“SPended, and he complained to
og and of the injustice which had been
Ne him just because he had interpreted
tigh AW according to the Constitutional
ts conferred by the Imperial statute.
beHo?" MR. DICKEY—That must have
or €N in the good old times before Confed-
ation ?

forHON' MRr. BUREAU—YVes; it was be-
€ Confederation, but we occupy the
€ Position now.  The judge was sub-
Zeﬂ-ue“tly appointed a chief justice just as
say 4 of indemnity ; but what I wish to
Agraf“d my authority is the Imperial
~Is that those conflicting interests have
decided by virtue of the Imperial

Eittatllte, and after the Bill is read I shall
thi: that authority. I have mentioned

msPeCially but I do not complain if we
thinlind no rights contrary to it ; for I
Prese We In this country, in view of our
Pen d?t Position, should be quite inde-

€0t in those matters as well as in
€rcial matters and what 1 wish to
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state is not my personal opinion but the
Statute by which we must be governed.

Ho~n. MrR. POWER—I am sorry to
trespass so much upon the time of the
Committee but this is a matter of some
consequence. The Bill is an important
one, and I suppose that the more it is
discussed the better it will be understood.
I regret to say I am not convinced by the
last argument used by the Hon. Minister
of Justice. As I understand the position
taken by him it is this—that this is a
matter entirely within the jurisdiction of
the Imperial legislature ; and although we
are, as he says, passing a Bill of our own,
in order to shew that we claim to have
jurisdiction, still we are bound to follow
theexact lines of the Imperial Act. Now the
hon. gentleman’s predecessor, in the report
to the Privy Council from which I read a
short time ago,and the hon. gentleman him-
self in the memorandum which forms part
of the correspondence that has been laid on
our table, proposed to modify the Im-
perial Act with reference to defining the
word “ Governor” and some other mat-
ters, and the words “Superior Court.”
It seems to me that while we are bound,
perhaps, to follow the gencral outlines of
the Imperial Act we are not therefore
obliged to make our Bill a servile copy of
the Imperial Act, but we should introduce
such improvements into the Bill as will
make it more easily worked within the
Dominion. In making the suggestion I
do not propose to alter the 8th clause at
all, but merely to change the wording of it
so as to make its meaning clearer to the
officers who would have to carry it out.
My proposition would simply amount to
this—that in addition to treason and pir-
acy the Minister of Justice should name
a large number of other offences which, ac-
cording to the laws in force in the Dom-
inion, are punishable as provided in that
section. I would make the bill very
nearly define all the crimes to which it
would beapplicable and, inadditionto that,
the hon. Minister might retain the words
that are at present in the bill “to every
other offence etc.” It is merely with
reference to the practical working of the
bill that I think the insertion of say some
twenty or thirty crimes which are punish-
able in Canada in the manner described
in the bill, would make the measure much
more satisfactory. I do not urge the
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thing very strongly but it seems to me
desirable.

Hon. MR MACFARLANE—I should
judge that it would make it more imprac-
ticable if the legislatures had the power of
defining what were offences; it would
appear on looking at it as if certain legis-
latures might designate as a crime what
really was not a criminal offence with us.
It is quite possible that such would be the
case and I find that the ninth section of
the Act entirely provides for it. Take
the case of a judge before whom a party is
brought supposed to have committed a
crime and extradition is applied for; if
the judge were of opinion that the offence
wasof a trivial character, or of such a kind
as not to demand extradition he could
still take it into consideration and could
either release the party altogether or re-
lease him on bail as the necessities of
the case required. I can see where this
could possibly happen and that what
would be a criminal offence in the Cape
of Good Hope and some other Colonies,
might not be an offence with ns at all, and
crimes, so far as we know them in Canada
and as defined in our Criminal law, would
in some cases find no parallel there. My
impression is that the clause is sufficiently
guarded and while giving all necessary
protection to Colonies outside in the sur-
render of fugitives, it will still give every
protection in this Dominion that we could
or ought to afford.’

Hon. Si1R ALEX. CAMPBELL—1 will
only add this to the remarks of my hon.
friend who has just sat down:—how
difficult it would be for us to say now, in
the absence of information, for what offence
wewoulddeclinetogive upacriminal, we will
say from Australia. Howcanwetell? We
should have to know exactly what the
offence is with which he is charged and
we should have to know the laws of Aus-
tralia and many other circumstances before
we could say whether we would or would
not give up the man. The object which
the hon. gentleman has in view I take it is
this—it must be with reference to any
possible compromising of the liberty of the
subject, any possible rendering up of a
person to be tried for some offence which
would be in itself very trivial, such an
offence as should not interfere with a
man’s liberty, and in that way sacrifice
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his liberty as a subject. As I said 2
moment ago as the person would come
only from one part of Her Majesty’s do-
minions to another, there can be no diffi-
culty in that respect. Therefore I think the
object we would have in view in specifying
the offence would be to také care that 2
man would only be given up when he
committed a serious offence and such as
we should recognize as such. Here that
object does not exist because this legis-
lation applies only to cases of persons
committing offences within the Empire
and who on being given up will remain
under the operation of Her Majesty’s laws.

On the seventeenth clause,

Hon. S1r ALEX. CAMPBELL—With
reference to the part to be taken by the
Governor-General in this matter and
whether it should be taken by him or by
the Lieutenant-Governor, I will enquire
into that and if there are any errors made
I will take care that they are corrected at
the third reading ; and whether there is an
error or not I will take care to refer to it.

Hon. MrR. ARCHIBALD from the
committee reported the Bill without
amendments.

The report was adopted and the bill
was ordered for third reading on Friday
next,

GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY COM-
PANY’S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL moved the second
reading of Bill (M) * An Act to amend the
Acts relating to the Great Western Rail-
way Company.” He said: There is
nothing new in this Bill. It is rather of a
domestic character, affecting the internal
management of the affairs of the Great
Western Railway Company. It asks for
no increase in their power, no addition to
their loan capital or anything of that kind
but simply that they may be permitted to
change the nature of their securities and
to issue their debentures at a lower rate
than prescribed by law—six per cent.
The sections all bear on the proper man-
agement of this affair, and they are suffici-
ently guarded by the requirement that
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:bn%se debentures shall only be issued
”ncﬁany change made, upon being
holg oned by a majority vote of the stock-
in ﬁf’s, the taking of which is prescribed
. '€ statutes already regulating these
anoth In the seventh section there is
er subject introduced, asking for an
ut;“d_m.e:nt to their Act, 43 Vic., cap 49,
Orizing the establishment of superan-
- 10D, provident and insurance funds, by
“wi }'l{g out of the fifth section the words
thistAm twelve months after the passing of
and €™ That act was passed in 1880,
Were am not informed whether its terms
ol Strictly complied with within the
an d"? months. T think they were not,
arisi In order to prevent any difficulty
is o D, although the superannuation fund
be Stablished, it is better that these words
be Struck out. The Bill will, of course,
;:éeil'tred to the Committee on Railwayg
. S provisions will be closely an
fmthf“n)' enquired into. y

Hm‘f- MR. DICKEY—The hon. gentle-
att Will be prepared, I hope, to call the
- €0tion of the committee to those par-
18 sections in the Acts of 1866 and
; ; § which are applicable to those which
of tﬁ’m?osed to alter or affect. It is one
€ Inconveniences of legislating for

inco railway companies that sometimes
ﬂem:gml-nes creep in, and the hon. gen-
atte N will see the necessity of turning his
; antloq o those acts so that he may be
the Position to enlighten the members of
Committee by showing in what respect

¢ clauses of this Bill differ from the
Present acts,

fulFON' MRr. VIDAL said he had care-
Y read them, and that he proposed to
it them to the Committee.

h°H°N- SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
thepe- the Railway Committee will see that
Prei INterests of outside parties are not
sto x’l“dlced in any way. I did not under-
I from the remarks of the hon. mem-
ing .00 Sarnia that they are, but glanc-
bognat the second section I see that the
be eO;"nK powers of the company are to
oo ll‘aa:"ged- It is very desirable that no
§slation should be allowed that will in-
€re with the existing rights of any per-

pa?;;who may have loaned to the com-

The Bill was read the second time.
The Senate adjourned at 4.50 p. m,
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THE SENATE.
Ofttawa, Wednesday, Sth Ma)ch, 1882,

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
L]

THE SCOTT ACT.
PETITION.

Hon. DR. ALMON presented a peti-
tion from the official members of the
Halifax North Circuit of the Methodist
Church of Canada, praying that no amend-
ment be passed to the Scott Act except to
make it more effective. He said,—I
think it is only justice to myself to say
that I do not at all agree with this peti-
tion—that my opinions with regard to the
Scott Act are as strong to-day as they were
last year, nay more intensified, because I
have seen the working of it in some of the
counties of Nova Scotia, and have come
to the conclusion that it is not calculated
to promote temperance, while it encour-
ages hard and unchristian feelings in the
community.

STEAM USERS’ ASSOCIATION BILL
THIRD READING,

HoN. Mr. BELLEROSE, from the
Committee on Standing Orders and Pri-
vate Bills, to whom was referred Bill (13)
“An Act to amend the Act incorporating
‘The Canadian Steam Users’ Insurance
Association,’ and to change the name of
the said company to ‘The Boiler and In-
spection Insurance Company of Canada,’”
reported the bill without amendment.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL moved the third
reading.

The motion was agreed to, and the
bill read the third time and passed.

NOVA SCOTIA SUGAR REFIN-
ERIES.

. MOTION,

Hon. Mr. POWER moved :—

¢ That an humble Address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor-General, pray-
ing that His lixcellency will cause to be laid
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before this House, copies of all Orders in
Council, Reports and Memorials, and all
Correspondence between the Government and
any Departments and Officers thereof, and the
Directors of the Nova Scotia Sugar Refinery
{Limited), or any members or officers of the
said Company, respecting the cranting of a
drawback to the said Company upon Sugars
:.r o,t,her merchandize intended for exporta-
ion. .

He said—1I think, before formally mov-
ing the resolution, it is desirable to
make a few explanations, so that the
Government will understand as well as I
¢an state it, what the object of the motion
is. From the statistics submitted last
year it appeared that the whole amount of
sugar consumed in the Dominion was
about 117,000,000 pounds, and that the
two refineries which were in operation in
Montreal at that time (that is about
twelve months ago) handled 87,000,000
or 88,000,000 pounds—that is that the
two refineries in Montreal were able,
without any inconvenience, to manufac-
ture three-fourths of the sugar required
for consumption in the Dominion. Since
that time, two or three other refineries
have been established, one in Moncton—
a large one which has been success-
fully conducted—and another one in
Halifax, which was erected at great cost
and is a most perfect refinery as far as
plant, machinery and buildings are con-
cerned, and another smaller one, also in
Halifax. So that instead of the two sugar
refineries which we had last year there are
five in operation. Now, it is quite clear,
hon. gentlemen, that these five refineries
are able to manufacture a great deal more
sugar than is necessary for consumption
in this country. The fact is, I believe
that the two refineries in Montreal, with
the smallest of the three in the Lower
Provinces, would manufacture all the
sugar required for consumption in the
Dominion ; and the consequence of that
fact is that these refineries instead of find-
ing a sale at home for all the sugar that
they manufacture at their own prices,
or nearly so, will go into competition with
one another, One of the consequences
will be that the prices of sugar may be
very slightly reduced, although I do not
know that they will be to any gre#t
extent ; but the most serious consequence
will be that those refineries will not be
able to work to their whole capacity, and
some of the refineries (which are at a dis-

HoN, MR. POWER.
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advantage as compared with others will
probably beobligedtoclose. I seethat this
matter has been brought up at a meeting
of the Halifax Chamber of Commerce,
where it was stated that the freight on re-
fined sugar going from Halifax and Monc-
ton to the Upper Provinces is higher than
the freight on raw sugar from the same
points to Montreal. The result will be
that one of the refineries of the Lower
Provinces will have to close unless step$
be taken to find a market elsewhere. The
only hope, I think, that remains for the
refineries in Halifax particularly, and to 2
certain extent of the refinery in Monc-
ton also, doing a profitable business, is in
their finding some other market than
that of the Dominion. They will have
to look for a market abroad. That
is the fact of the matter, and I think
that the shareholders in the Halifax
refinery quite realize it now, and the
Board of Trade there realizes it
also. The only way in which the
refined sugars in the Lower Provinces can
find a market outside of the Dominion is
by getting a drawback on the sugars ex-
ported. I think it must be perfectly clear
to every hon. gentleman that if there is no
market for the sugar in the Dominion the
refiners will have to look abroad, and the
only way in which they can export the
sugar,which pays so high a duty coming in,
isby having a drawback equal to the duty
paid on the raw material. 1 will read a
resolution adopted by the Halifax Chamber
of Commerce at the annual meeting heldon
the first of the present month.  The resolu-
tion was moved by Mr. Bremner, who is
a prominent member of the Conservative
party and one of the directors of the
Halifax sugar refinery, and it was seconded
by Mr. Silver whose sympathies are with
the Opposition and who is not a director
nor a very large shareholder of the com-
pany. The resolution was, I think, adopted
unanimously, and was as follows :
 Resolved that the Executive Committee
be requested to use their efforts to induce the
Government to grant & drawback upon the
various grades of refined sugar exported equiv-

alent to the duties which have been put on the
raw sugar used in the manufacture thereof.”

I presume that this resolution has
already been forwarded to the proper offi-
cer of the Government. It represents
the opinion of the Halifax Chamber of
Commerce in regard to the sugar refineries
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that city; and there is a gentleman
who I understand represents the
of the Moncton refinery, and his

v I presume, is to press upon the
draw[;nme-m the necessity of granting a
I thi Ec_k In the interest of that refinery.

DK it will be conceded that if it is in
thesevaer of the Government to assist
it 1o andertakings by granting a drawback

1t
IS thejr duty to do so.

in
bere now
"lterests

02:“ that point I wish to draw attention

€ ortwo facts. In the Act to amend
¢ stosl()nsohdate: the acts respecting the
S e S Passed in 1877, and which so far
gards this particular matter still con-

tlnlles i . .
n force i i
136, that , it is provided by Section

«©
lllat;l(; lrlxe Governor in Council may under reg-
expor tast .made for that purpose allow on the
rted Mon of goods which have been im-
or Cust,omto Canada, and on which the duty
t0 the dm§ has been paid, a drawback equal
tioneq G U8 80 paid, and in cases to be men-
p"DVisim such regulations subject to such
d"&Wbaoi‘: a8 may be therein made, such
Magyf, C D:}y be allowed on duty paid goods
. actured or wrought in Canada into
the pepborted therefrom as aforesaid, and
be all, 10d within which such drawback ma
shal) b"e’efi after the time the duty was paid,
limited in such regulations.”

m;c; ‘}'l‘-als quite clear that the Govern-
will, ¢ ve the power, if they have the
e i° grant this drawback. The general
other ‘é’:‘ of drawbacks came up in the
tice op amber shortly after I put this no-
Minig the“paper, and I find that the hon.

i €r of Customs who has charge of
in Particular matter used this language

bac'il;eakmg on this question of draw-

€
8 %Alllc“'ﬂ tell the hon. gentleman is that

U] h .
8 ce 0?' ate discussion has been extended to
Whepe D €Xtent, that in every single instance

Claipq r80ufacturers have presented their
for the a.5UCh & manner that it was possible
8ion ag toccountant to arrive at a correct deci-

Tecejve, t; € amount of drawbacks they skould

ing 2ere has been no delay whatever in
When8t to them. I think he will find thst,
that g}, S0mes down, the return will show
the wa Te was a much larger amount paid in
ye°de‘aWback than there was in pre-
ac’:"“i and I have no doubt that as the
y Bha]lllrers continue to prosper, and when
D]yxug ¢ have gucceeded in more than sup-
@ home market, the export trade will
to increase. And ae it continues to
Just 80 in proportion will the Gov-
Y back as largean amount of draw-

€ law will permit.”
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The Minister of Customs, then speak-
ing on behalf of the Government, de-
clared quite positively that the drawback
would be paid in cases like this; and I
hope that before Parliamentrises this vexed
question of the drawback on sugar will
have been settled by the Government in
a manner most favorable to the manu-
facturers. There is another reason in addi-
tion to the justice, and, as I think,theneces-
sity of the case, why the Government are
bound to deal liberally with the sugar
refineries in the Lower Provinces. The
Government, very properly, shortly after
they came into power placed a sum in the
estimates to aid a line of steamers plying
between Halifax and Brazil and touching
at some of the West India islands. After
a good many delays this line of steamers
has at last gone into operation, and the
first vessel of the line arrived at Halifax
shortly before Parliament met. A dis-
cussion has arisen, and there has been a .
good deal of difference of opinion amongst
business men both in Montreal and the
Lower Provinces, as to whether these
steamers are likely to have outward car-
goes. It is very doubtful whether the
outward cargoes of these vessels will be
such as will make the line profitable unless
every encouragement that the Government
can give in the way of helping them to
get cargoes is afforded, and one of the
best ways that the Government can do

‘that is by granting this drawback on

sugars. . These steamers, and other vessels
coming from Brazil, will probably bring
large quantities of sugar for the use of
refineries ; and if the drawback asked for
by the refiners in the Lower Provinces is
granted, the probabilities are that they -
will be able to ship back to Brazil large
quantities of refined sugar which will, to
a certain extent, counterbalance the
coarse sugars which we import from there.
The sugar business is one in which the
protective policy has run its course rather
more rapidly than almost in any other
and the reasons are obvious. The sugar
required for consumption in the country
can be supplied by a very few large estab-
lishments, and then as soon as these large
establishments have been put up it be-
comes clear that the manufacture of sugar
ceases to be profitable unless an outlet
can be found for the manufactured article
outside of the Dominion ; then the objec-
tionable character of high duties becomes
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apparent—that is unless these duties are
compensated for by drawbacks to the ex-
porter. I think it is not only the duty of
the Government, as a matter of justice
and fair play, particularly to the capitalists
and other people in the Lower Provinces
who have invested their means in these
undertakings, but they are bound by the
ties of affection to treat these sugar re-
finers in a particularly friendly manner.
Not only hon. gentlemen in this Parlia-
ment but gentlemen outside of this Cham-
ber who support the Government have
been the last two or three. years very fond
of claiming with a great deal of pride that
all these manufactories are their children—
the legitimate offspring of the policy that
they adopted in 1879. Now, it seems to
me that the Government should not treat
this offspring as they might treat step-
children, but they should show a little
natural affection for them as well as a dis-
position to give them fair play; and, if the
Government do desert these undertakings
in the Lower Provinces, their action will
be very much calculated to shake the faith
even of those who are strong believers in
that National Policy. With reference to the
Halifax sugar refinery, the one as to which
the question is particularly asked, I merely
wish to say that a very large sum ot money
has been invested in the building and
plant and machinery ; that the refinery as
a whole is looked upon by gentlemen
competent to form an opinion as being
without any superior in America. The
refinery when in operation—I be-
lieve it is in operation again, although
operations had been suspended for some
little time—gives employment for a con-
siderable number of men. There are
about 150 men employed there, and it has
one of those tallchimneys thesight of which
gladdens the heart of the leaders of hon.
gentlemen opposite. I think the hon. gen-
tleman who leads the Government in this
House, and all his friends, would feel
very sad indeed if they were to visit Hali-
fax and find that that “tall chimney” did
not belch forth its proper quantity of
smoke, and I hope they will do their best
to keep it going. If the Government do
not grant the reasonable request of the
friends of this refinery, and the establish-
ment is in consequence obliged to sus-
pend, a certain number of men will be
thrown out of employment. In addition
to that, it will have a very serious effect

HoN., MR. Power.
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on the condition of many other manu-
factures in Nova Scotia. and probably in
the Lower Provinces at large, if this
refinery with all its advantages and all the
expenditure on it is not able to keep
alive. And the probabilities are that no
one who has any regard for his capital
will care to invest it in any other under-
taking of a similar character, and manu-
factures in the Lower Provinces would
not increase. There is another argument |
which, perhaps, I should not use, but it is
one that ought to have some weight with
the hon. gentlemen who support the Gov-
ernment, and that is, that if this refinery,
upon which so many hopes were built,
and about which the press supporting
hon. gentlemen opposite boasted so loudly,
should prove a total failure its effect upon
the prospects of the Government candi-
dates in the elections which are expected
to take place shortly may be very serious
indeed.

1 trust, then, that the Government will
not be deaf to the cries of justice and to
the demands of natural affection, and of a
judicious regard fortheirown interests ; but
that they will grant the sugar refiners of
Halifax the drawback to which they are
entitled, and that they will not be niggard-
ly in their treatment of the application.
In conclusion, I would ask the
leader of the Government in this
House if he will be kind enough
to have the return brought down to the
present day, because I think there has
been some correspondence within the last
few days with the Government.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I am very
glad to second the motion of my hon.
friend who has placed so well and forcibly
before the Government the important
matter of this sugar refinery. In doing so
he has no doubt expressed the general
feeling of Nova Scotia and I trust it is
within the power of the Government to
grant the application which is made. In-
deed, I understand that a member of the
Government sitting in another place, has
stated that when the consumption in Ca-
nada is not sufficient to exhaust the quan-
tity of an article manufactured here, from
imported material, and a portion of such
manufactured article is exported to a
foreign country, that a drawback, equiva-
lent to the duty paid on the raw material
used in the manufacture of such exported
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article, would be paid to the manufacturer.
is Y hon. friend has shewn clearly that this
ma Case coming within the views of that
reember of the Government to whom I
a €r, and T feel that it would be .only
Cting in accordance with our National
vo ICy to accede to his request. I am
€1y glad to find that my hon. friend (Mr.
s Ower) has become such an advecate and
UPporter of that policy as he has shewn
'mself to be in the present instance. I
?m Sure, as regards the sugar refining in-
€rest, my hon. friend could not have
Made a clearer or more forcible speech in
iasor of the policy of protection to home
fi ustries, and I am therefore the more
geased to second his motion. He has
XPressed the opinion of the Chamber of

Ommerce of Halifax, a most important
s Yy, whose resolution, as passed, is to the
ame effect as the speech my hon. friend
035 Just made. The important subject of
a:r foreign trade is affected by this motion
at I regret that it has not in the past
tiracted that attention to which it is en-

{fﬂ‘?d- Our foreign markets are now very
tgnged' It is true we have sold largely

teat Britain, and particularly within
€ Past two or three years our exportation
O that country of cattle and meat pro-
mUCts has been’very large, but I fear that
market has been opened to us not so
ouch because of the enterprise of our
th Producers as from the necessities of
€ consumers there. In this our day of
grOSpenty we should strive for a diversity
Markets, and for new outlets for the
Products of our factories, fields and forests:
c°°se resources are the main-springs of
immercw.l enterprise, and now is the
Me to seek out and test the value of dis-
Nt markets, With the aid afforded by
ofls Government and that of Brazil a line
Steamers plying monthly between the
WO countries has been established, and
Ou:t}ll We come to examine the matter of
ome products and those of Brazil we

val open to both countries a large and
Ny Ua.bl_e field for the interchange of their
Spective products. The total trade
theen Canada and Brazil in 1878 was
69,804, and last year it was $1,369,731

1'd shewed a balance of trade in our favor
100,000 ; yet this is but an insignifi-

Nt part of our whole foreign trade which
det year reached $189,902,427. The
o ngs between ourselves and Brazil are
Dfined almost entirely on our part to
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the products of the forests and fisheries,
and on their’s to sugar, coffee and hides.
I find that in 1880 there was imported
into one port of that country, viz. Rio de
Janiero, the following articles which are,
and can be, manufactured and produced
as well and as cheaply in this country as
in any part of the world; but none of
these things have we sent to any large
extent, as yet, to Brazil. They are—
Butter, 28.018 casesand 19.397 packages;
Cheese, 10,406 cases; Candles, 47,567
cases ; Flour, 313,112 barrels and 133,066
bags; Potatoes, 170.021 .sacks, 9,470
hampers and 112,572 boxes ; Beans, 30,
490 bags ; Coals, 296,988 tons ; Coal Oil,
204,113 gallons ; Bricks, 1,119,186 pieces,
and of Boots and shoes 4,239 cases.
The United States, France and Germany
have controlled this trade, and what few of
these articles have been exported from this
country to Brazil have mainly gone
through and been handled by the United
States. With proper enterprise and with
the aid given us by the present Govern-
ment in the line of steamers, we have a
new and valuable market for the products
I have mentioned, and of which it is to be
hoped this country will now avail itself
and thereby extend the commerce of this
whole Dominion and leave us more in-
dependent of the few outside markets we
now have for our products and exports.
I therefore support the motion of my hon.
friend.

Hon. Mr. AIKINS—It is certainly
very gratifying to find the hon. member
from Halifax come out so heartily and
endorse the policy which the Government
has pursued in the past with reference to
the establishment of national industries.
As far as the City of Halifax is concerned
it has a sugar refinery—a very extensive
one—in which 150 hands are employed
in the manufacturing and refining of
sugar. ‘There is also a very gratifying fact
in connection with his speech, and that is,
it proves that what has been more fre-
quently stated than anything else by the
supporters of the Government as well as
by its members, that the result of establish-
ing industries in the country would be to
reduce the cost to the consumer, is cor-
rect. My hon. friend from Halifax has
stated that the establishment of these sugar
refineries will have the effect of reducing
the cost of sugar. Now this is just one



84 Nova Scotia

of the results anticipated by those who

have been the strongest advocates of the:

National Policy. With regard to the draw-
back to which my hon. friend has referred
I am not aware that application has been
made to the Government for it but if ap-
plication has been made what the hon.
gentleman has stated is strictly true—it is
quite in the line which the Government
has been pursuing to grant a draw-back
on articles manufactured in this country
equal to the duty paid on the raw material
whenbrought into the country. Now with
regard to this Brazilian line of steamers,
the course which the Government has pur-
sued with reference to that must be highly
satisfactory to my hon. friend. The Gov-
ernment have been anxious to cultivate a
foreign trade. They have assumed—and
very properly assumed—that by the estab-
lishment of that line of steamers raw sugar
would be imported into this country and
manufactured here at the several refineries
that are being established and may here-
after be established in the Dominion, and
that in this way our own people will have
the benefit of manufacturing for them-
~selves. I think the final results in con-
nection with the Halifax refinery have
shown this, that some of the statements
made with regard to the great profits
reaped by these sugar refineries,are scarcely
correct. The term “bloated monopolists”
had I believe been applied to them as a
class. I think that what has taken place
in Halifax has demonstrated this fact very
fully—that even with regard to the manu-
facture of sugar notwithstanding the large
profits (some consider very large profits)
which the refineries are supposed to make,
unless thdy are managed very closely and
very well they will get into trouble just in
the same way as the Halifax refinery did.
In that case I believe a very large amount
was spent in erecting a large building and
in getting very expensive machinery—I
suppose the best that could be procured—
and the large amount expended in the
building and machinery rather than in the
manufacturing of sugar prevented the par-
ties who invested in the enterprise from
deriving the profits they expected. I un-
derstand that the refinery at Moncton has
proved a decided success. Those who
went into it were no doubt practical men,
and in place of expending a large
amount on buildings and machinery, they
adopted another course. 1 am satisfied

HoON, MR. AIKINS,
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it will be found that they cut their
coat according to their cloth; they
knew what their means were and tested
the business on a small scale knowing that
they could extend their manufactory at
any time and the result is that it has
proved very satisfactory and I trust it may
continue to be successful. The same I
believe is true with regard to the small
refinery in Halifax. I have not the least
doubt that it will be successful and that
those who take stock in the enterprise will
receive a handsome return, but if they do,
we are assured by the hon. Senator from
Halifax that the consumers will not have
to pay any more for their sugar, and the
Government have a right to congratulate
themselves on the success of their policy.
There is no objection to the address.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—A construction
has been put on the language that I used
which I think it did not fairly bear. The
hon. gentleman on my right (Mr. Kaul-
bach) and the Minister who has just sat
down both expressed satisfaction at my
endorsement of the National Policy. I
never intended to endorse the National
Policy, and I never expect to do so.
I do not think it was ever pretended by
gentlemen whose political opinions are
the same as mine that the National Policy
would not assist certain lines of manufac-
ture. I recognisedthe fact thatthetariffwas
particularly calculated to promote the
growth of sugar refining, and I pointed
out that the policy had run its course
in that business in a shorter time than
other ones, for the reasons which I gave.
I am sorry that the hon. gentleman who
has just sat down should have misappre-
hended what 1 said. T certainly did not
wish to convey the impression that the
prices of sugar are going to be lower
than if we had the tariff which was ih
force before 1879. All I said was that
the probable result of competition be-
tween the different refineries would be to
make the cost a trifle lower than itis
now, not lower than if sugar came in at a
moderate rate of duty. There was one
argument which I forgot to use, but it
does not seem to be necessary, inasmuch
as the Minister of Inland Revenue appears
to say that the Government will be pre-
pared to deal in" 2 most liberal way with
the sugar refinery, and that is, that there
is no reason why we should not be able to
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€xport refined sugar from Canada as well
35 they do from the United States ; and it
1S done there under the drawback system,
Such a5 these refineries in the Lower Prov-
Inces wish to get. The hon. Minister made
One or two remarks about the ill success of
the Hoalifax refinery, as showing that the
Profits made by sugar refiners were not
Tge, but he went on to contradict him-
Self by telling us that the Moncton refinery
ad made a great deal of money. I believe
the profits of the Moncton refinery were
:‘ery handsome last year, and the cause of
e failure of the Halifax refinery last year
¥as not in consequence of putting up too
8¢ a biftlding and getting too fine ma-
Chinery, but unfortunately, getting men
to Manage the business who were unfit for
€ position, and it was owing to the extrav-
3gance and blunders of those men that
€ business was unsuccessful. The Hali-
X refinery begins this year with a much
greater competition than it would have
Ad two years ago and needs what as-
Sistance the Government can give it now
Much more than it did at that time.

Hon. Mr. READ—This discussion has
€n a rather wide range. 1 think I will
Ve to refer to what the oracle of the
On. gentleman who has just sat down
(Mr. Power) said the other day. The
article js headed “ Hark—stole away !”
?“d then they refer to Mr. Redpath going
© England, and say :
“ They have paid in the Jast three years at
{i‘“t 33,000,00(})” of illegitimate mxsﬁion to
® Industry represented by Me. REDPATE.”

And then they add :

* But the latter gentleman, instead of dif-

f‘;ﬂmg downwards, according to the Tilliean

in:o od and promise, simply puts his millions

prac bag and goes off to hob-nob with em~

essea and dukes, leavin% an aching void in
8ugar-pot behind him.>

h Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—Will the
On. gentleman inform the House what
€ Is reading from ?

tilON. Mr. READ—The Globe. 1

Ik it must be apparent that the
. l’ﬁposmon. are in accord with the Gov-
o ment in their policy: I have
. ng Wanted an opportunity of saying
and We sit here from day to day,
siti week to week, and we hear the Oppo-
ur On eulogizing the Government meas-

¢s. They do not raise objections to
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them, they do not make a motion, they
do nothing but eulogize their opponents,
and it shows to my mind conclusively that
the policy of the Government is the policy
in the best interests of this country. We
do not hear a whisper, a resolution or a
motion,—in fact we hear nothing—against
the Government, but every now and then
the Opposition flatter them, and I am glad
to find that such is the case. We are a
happy family here; we are getting on
immensely, and long may it continue : it
is an admission that the Government of
the day are the right men in the right
place, and it is proper to eulogize them
as the Opposition do, or rather to sit
quiet and endorse their policy.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (N) “An Act to amend the Act
incorporating ¢ The English and Colonial
Insurance Company of Canada’” (Mr.
Allan).

Bill (C) “An Act to incorporate the
Royal Canadian Academy of Arts.” (Mr.
Allan).

SEAMENS’ ACT AMENDMENT

BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon, Mr. AIKINS moved the third
reading of Bill (G) “An Act further to
amend ‘ The Seamens’ Act, 1873.”

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the third time and passed.

The Senate adjourned at 4.35 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa Thursday, March oth, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW BRUNSWICK PENITEN-
TIARY.

MOTION,

Hon. Mr. WARK moved :

¢ That an humble Address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor-General, pray-
in%~ that His Excellency will cause to be laid
before this House & copy of the case agreed
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on by Dominion Government and the Gov-
ernment of New Brunswick, on the New
Brunswick Penitentiary, and submitted to the
Supreme Ccurt, together with a copy of the
judgment of the Court thereon.”

He said—In moving this resolution I
beg to explain that before New Brunswick
came into this Confederation the policy of
our Government was to collect criminals
generally and keep them all under one
management in our penitentiary ; there
was no limit as to the time which a man
required to be sentenced for in order to
obtain his admission. It was left with the
local authorities, and if the sentence was
of sufficient length with hard labor to jus-
tify them to go to the expense of sending
him he was received. We felt that this
system was for the public advantage.
Those who were sentenced for long pe-
riods became experienced workmen at the
different employments that were pursued
in the penitentiary, and they were consid-
ered as skilled laborers. Those who
were sentenced for short terms, although
their labor could not be utilized in the
county prison, yet could be rendered pro-
fitable by having it employed co-jointly
with the labor of those who were more
experienced. It was for the benefit of
the prisoners themselves. They were
much better employed at wholesome
labor in connection with other prisoners
than they would have been if shut up
in a cell in solitary confinement, which,
was often the case.  Besides, if there was a
disposition to reform they had the advan-
tage of religious instruction from the chap-
lain of the institution, and if their health
was affected they had the best medical ad-
vice ; consequently, for the benefit of the
prisoners themselves and in the public in-
terest in and order that their labor might
be more profitably employed we thought it
best to confine them all in the same insti-
tution. When we came into Conferation it
was decided that the Dominion should take
over the penitentiaries ; the Government
of New Brunswick handed overthe New
Brunswick penitentiary with all its lands,
building, shops, machinery and tools—
everythingwas handed overand the Domin-
ionGovernment took possession. No one
in New Brunswick, I think, at that time
expected that we would ever hear anything
about the existing state of things being dis-
turbed ; neither was it disturbed for along
time, but to our suprise a bill was intro-

HoN. MR. WARK.
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ducedand passed through Parliament which
provided that no person should be received
or imprisoned in any penitentiary unless
he was convicted for two years or upwards.

That would have set all our short term
prisoners at liberty at once if it had gone
into operation. The time, at which the
limit was set, was extended. Otherwise
it would have set our prisoners at liberty
because there was a flaw in the statute.
The Act said “received or imprisoned”
after a certain date; after that date it
would have been illegal to detain the
short-term prisoners in the Penitentiary if
the Act had not been amemded. The
anomaly is now somewhat singular. The
criminal laws are passed by this Parlia-
ment; the Judges are appointed, and
their salaries are paid by the Dominion
Government, yet one of these judges may
hold a court in which two men may be
indicted and tried for the same offence.
They may be convicted, but because of
some extenuating circumstances in the
case of one, or some aggravating circum-
stances in the case of the other, the judge
is allowed to decide that a different pen-
alty should be imposed and if he senten-
ces one to two years imprisonment and
the other to eighteen or twenty months,
the two are separated ; the one goes into
the penitentiary and is supported or pun-
ished, as the case may be, at the expense
of the Dominion of Canada ; the other is
thrown on the local authorities to be
supported, punished and taken care of
during the time of his sentence.

This seems to me to be very anomolous.
However the papers I am going to move
for grew out of this state of things. The
Province of New Brunswick protested
that the Dominion Government had taken
over the institution with the distinct
understanding, so far as New Brunswick
was concerned, that it should be managed
just as it had been managed before ; the
only difference was that the control of it
came under the Dominion Government
instead of the New Brunswick Govern-
ment. When we found that the state of
things which we .thought was permanent
was thus upset negotiations were com-
menced which have now been going on
ten or twelve months on that subject, and
lately, I understand, a case was prepared
by the Dominion Government and the
Government of New Brunswick and sub-
mitted to the Supreme Court, and the reso-
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lution t .
of the hat T have moved is that a copy

IS case and the judgment of the court
id before the House.

. Hon. Mr. AIKINS—I am quite well
%are from the facts which have come
Under my notice, that the hon. gentleman
¥ho has’ made this motion has given a
r and correct statement of the facts with
gard to what has taken place in New

Tunswick so far as the short-term pris-
?’.’e‘fs are concerned. A good deal of
Tiction, no doubt, existed in the public
mind there, because, no doubt, it was sup
Posed that the short-term prisoners would

ept at the expense of Canada in the
Way they had been kept before at the
€xpense of New Brunswick. A case was
ecided upon, and that case was sub-
Mitted to the Supreme Court. The
Points at issue, so far as I am informed
and I think I am correctly informed),
Were first with regard to the constitution-
ty of the Act—as te the power of the

Ominion Government in passing an act
Such as that in reference to the transmis-
Sion of prisoners from the Penitentiary at
St J ohn to that of Dorchester. I believe

€ points of the case, as submitted to the

Upreme Court, were as follows :
ln;i‘él) Had the Parliament of Canada legis-
ref ¢ authority to pass the several acts above
¢lerred to in g0 far as they would, after a cer-

' date, restrict the admission to the St.

ohn Penitentiary? If not, in what respects
8re such acts not within the powers of Parlia-
ment 7*?

Now, that I believe was the case largely
Which ‘was submitted to the Supreme
Court, and on that I think they decided
that the Act was constitutional. There
Was another point raised. I am not pre-
Pared to speak very definitely as to what
the position on that was. However,
When the papers are brought‘down the

On. gentleman will see what the decision
low, The point submitted was as fol-

D“ (2) Te there any legal obligation upon the
OWinion Government which the Parliament
fo, 2nada cannot affect, to make provision
OF the imprisonment and maintenance at the
ol minion expense, in the penitentiary, of the
383 of persons who, before the 1st July,
» might, under the laws then in force,

have been sentenced to the St. John Peniten-
‘ry?”

I cannot say definitely what the pro-
Nouncement of the Supreme Court was
°n that point. I think, perhaps, it would

be better if this motion was made a little
more definite, because, what the hon.
gentleman desires, I suppose, is to have
the case as made up in reference to the
short-term imprisonment. It is not so
much the case of the Penitentiary at
St. John as the dispute with reference to
the short-term imprisonment. There is
no objection whatever to the motion, and
the papers will be brought down in due
time.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 3.55 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, March roth, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o’clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

MONTREAL AND CENTRAL CAN-
ADA RAILWAY CO’S BILL.

CONCURRENCE IN AMENDMENTS.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bors, to whom was referred Bill (K) “An
Act to incorporate the Montreal and
Central Canada Railway Company,” re-
ported the same with certain amendments.
He said—1It will not be necessary to enter
into any of the details of the amendments,
as they will be read at the table, and they
are simply of a verbal character, to improve
the phraseology of the Bill and to correct
certain discrepancies.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—The alterations
and changes made in this Bill are not of a
very important character ; as explained by
the Chairman of the Committee, they re-
late to the phraseology of the Bill and to
the correction of manifest defects. I there-
fore move concurrence in the amendments.

Hon. Mr. AIKINS—I do not rise to
oppose the motion, having confidence in
the leader of the Opposition on this ques-
tion, but I am quite sure that hon. mem-
bers of this House who are not members
of the Railway Committee would know
very little of what changes were made in
that Bill. I have no objection to the
amendments being concurred in, but I
think it ought not to be followed as a
precedent. '

The motion was agreed to,
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RAILWAY LANDS IN BRITISH
COLUMBIA.

INQUIRY.
Hon. MR. MACDONALD enquired :

¢ Whether any questions are now pending
between the Dominion Government, and the
Government of British Columbia, relative to
the Railway lands on the mainland of that
Province, and whether it is the intention to
offer for sale this year, such land as the Gov-
. ernment may have acquired in that part of
the Province 2
He said—1I would ask permission to be
out of order for a few moments in order
that I may say something on this subject
before asking the question of which I
have given notice. We have every reason
to expect that the public works now going
on in our Province will induce settlers to
come in and remain there, and with that
view I would -like to impress upon the
Government the necessity of throwing
open the railway lands there as soon as
possible. Although the area for culture
there is somewhat small as compared with
the broad prairies of the North-West, yet
I hope the Government will not deem it
beneath their notice to take up the ques-
tion of these lands and deal with it at an
early day. Settlers now going in cannot
get an acre of land in that-part of the
country. They desire to settle along the
Fraser River and the line of railway, but
at present all those lands are locked up as
a Government reserve being part of the
land ceded for railway purposes. Every
settler brought into the country is, of
course, a source of wealth and of impor-
tance not only to the Province itself, but
to the Dominion at large. We all know
how well British Columbia has con-
tributed her quota to the revenue and I
am certain that as population increases
the revenue will keep pace withit. I
hope the Government will see their way
to placing these lands in the market this
year as they have been locked up now for
the last two years.

Hox. Mr. AIKINS—This question is
now pending as between the two Govern-
ments and until a decision is arrived at
no action can be taken as to the disposal
of the lands. It is hoped that at a very
early date this question will be settled,
and settled satisfactorily to both Govern-
ments. Assoon as that is done action
can be taken in reference to their disposal.

Ciwil Service Retwrns.

CIVIL SERVICE RETURNS.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. TRUDEL inquired,

Whetherthe Order of this Honorable House,
made on the 8th March, 1881, that an humbl,
Address should be presented to His Excel
lency the Governor (eneral, praying that
His Excellency would cause to%e f,aidg betore
this House,—A Return showing the distribu-
tion of the various offices in the Civil Ser
vice, has been executed ?

Hon. Mr. AIKINS—In reply to this
question I am sorry to say that very little
progress has made in reference to obtain-
ing the information or answering the ad-
dress which was moved by the hon. gentle-
man and which the House ordered. It
passed on the 8th March; this House
was prorogued on the 21st, and since that
time there has been no opportunity given
to complete the return. I amtold by the
officers who would have the compiling of
this return that it would take perhaps
eighteen months before they could com-
plete it. However I shall communicate
with the Secretary of State and say to him
that the hon. gentleman and this House
desire that this report should be
completed.

The Senate adjourned at 4.10 p.m.

THE SENATE
Ottawa Monday, March 13th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the chair at
Three o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following bills were introduced and
read the first time :

Bill (18), An Act to incorporate the
Ottawa and Arnprior Junction Railway
Company. (Mr. Scott.)

Bill (14), An Act respecting the Canada
Southern Railway Company and the Erie
and Niagara Railway Company. (Mr.
Scott.)

Bill (P), An Act respecting Loan and
Savings Companies. (Mr. Allan.)
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MONTREAL AND CENTRAL CANA-
DA RAILWAY BILL. -

THIRD READING.

reJoN. Mg, SCOTT moved the third
rai‘dmg of Bill (K), An Act to incorpo-
€ the Montreal and Central Canada

Allway Company.

w The motion was agreed to, and the Bill

35 read the third time and passed.
FUGITIVE OFFENDERS IN CANA-
! DA BILL.

THIRD READING.

he TON. S1r ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
€ third reading of Bill (C), An Act rest-
gtect“‘g Fugitive Offenders in Canada from
r parts of Her Majesty’s Dominions.

He saig—1 promised when this Bill
Me up for third reading to explain a
Point which was raised by the hon. mem-
T from Halfax with reference to the use
€ words “ Governor General,” instead
recq € words “ Lieutenant Governor,” as
predmmendegl by a report made by my
o €cessor in office and sustained by an
€I in council since I have held the of-
1Ce of Minister of Justice. The ex-
Planation s, that that recommendation
GT)SV 3 recommendation to the Imperial
in tel‘t}mex:xt asking them to insert that
No eir bill as presented to Parliament.
re answer was ever received to their
an‘:iresentatlpn made on that subject,
st%dth{! Bill was passed by them as it
th Without reference to that-suggestion.
.)erefore thought it best to introduce
Passs Ul here in the same way they had
: ed it there, and to leave that question
2oy urther discussion between the two
die(‘;mm_ents, and probably to be reme-
in thy ulmpately by a bill to be introduced
- t1s legislature with their concurrence.

o JON. Mz, DICKEY—When this Bill
- 1nder discussion my hon friend from

: fimier (Mr. Bureau) called atten-
mj htO some Imperial legislation which
anl(gi l: bear very materially upon this Bill,
that he quoted a work of some importance
et as been recently issued on the. sub-
by Sheldon Amos, entitled ¢ Fifty
i, Of the English Constitution,” and I
it . to call the attention of the House to
tion this is a matter bearing on the ques-
Deri Of paramount legislation of the Im-
al Parliament and the legislation of
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our own Parliament. I wish to call the
attention of the House to it as being of
itself a bill of a very important character,
and especially in the direction I have
alluded to. On page 175 of that work it
is laid down that :—

“The assumed supremacy of Parliament
over Colonial Legislatures as a whole, and as
distinguishable trom an assumed right of
arbitrary supersession of the action of partic-
ular Colonial Legislatures, is manifested by
the language of particular statutes, and by
the nature of legislative acts the validity of
which has never been disputed. Thus, by the
statute of the 28th and 29th Vict. cap 63,
entitled ‘an Act to remove doubts as to the
validity of Colonial Laws,’ it is enacted that
any colonial law repugnant to the provisions
of any act of Parliament extending to the
Colony to'which such law may relate, or re-
pugnant to any order or regulation made
un%er the authority of such Act of Parliament,
or baving in the Colony the force and effect
of such Act, shall be read subject to such Act,
order or regulation and shall, to the extent of
such repugnance, be void. By the same Act,
the Colonial Legislatures are empowered to
establish Courts of Judicature ; and represen-
tative Legislatures (which are defined to be
legislative bodies, of which one half is elected
by inhabitants of the Colony) are empowered
to make laws respecting their own constitu-
tion, powers. and procedure, provided that
such laws shall have been passed in conform-
ity with any Act of Parliament, Letters Pat-
ent, Order in Council, or Colonial Law for
the time being in force in the Colony. The
term Colony in this Act includes all Her
Majesty’s possessions abroad in which there
exists a Legislature, except the Channel
1slands, the Isle of Man, and British India.”

A notable instance of this power is
given in the reference to the Copyright
Act, passed in the sth and 6th Vic,, cap.
45, which says that the words “British
dominions” in the Act shall include “all
the colonies, settlements and possessions
of the Crown,” and enacts that the Act
shall extend to every part of the British
dominions. We have had some little ex-
perience of the effect of that Act upon our
own efforts made from time to time when
my hon. friend from Montreal (Mr. Ryan)
was endeavoring to secure legislation res-
pecting copyright.  Another instance is
given In the passing of the Act 3oth and
31st Vict., cap. 45, sect. 16, by which
Her Majesty is empowered to establish
Vice-Admiralty courts in any British pos-
session, notwithstanding that such pos-
session may have previously acquired
independent powers. I call attention to
these authorities and to these laws as
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affording very strong evidence of the para-
mount power that the British Parliament
has thought proper to exercise over the
different colonies; but I ought also to
refer to the fact as being one of some im-
portance bearing upon this part of the
question, that this Act which is quoted is
the 28th and 29th Vict., and the British
North America Act which is the charter of
our liberties was passed a year afterwards.
In that respect it appears to me—I do not
know that it occurred to my hon. friend
who has considered this subject—to have
a very important bearing, and to sustain
in a great measure the position that was
taken by the late Minister of Justice and
his predecessor upon the point as to the
power of this Parliament to legislate under
the British North America Act.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

COUNTY COURT JUDGES' BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed, in Committee of
the Whole, consideration of Bill (B) “ An
Act respecting County Court Judges.”

In the Committee,

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that some amendments had been sug-
gested since the bill was last before the
Committee, which he would submit to-
day. The first was a suggestion by an
eminent judge that the word “judge” in
the Bill should be defined to include
junior judges. While he did not consider
the definition necessary, in deference to
the opinion which had been expressed, he
would move that the fifth clause be
amended by defining the word ‘“judge”
to include the junior judge.

Hon. MR. MILLER asked what effect
that clause would have upon county
court judges who were also Supreme
Court judges, as was the case in such
Provinces as Manitoba and British Col-
umbia.

HoN. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL sup-

posed that a judge of the Supreme Court |

could not be deprived of his office except
by petition to the two branches of the
Legislature.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—As to the ques-
tion of residence, how would it affect
them?

Hon., MR. Dickey.

[SENATE.]

Judges Bill,

Hon. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the judge would have to reside in hiS
county if he held the office of county
court judge. In Manitoba the Gover?”
ment were about to appoint other county
court judges, and perhaps that anom¢
lous state of affairs would rapidly vanish:
In British Columbia certain districts ha
been assigned to the judges within thé
last year or two, and the old system ha
been done away with. The Province wa$
divided into judicial districts, and a judge
of the Queen’s Bench was assigned t0
each of these districts.

Ho~n. MR. MACDONALD—I believe
this Bill does not affect any of the judges
in British Columbia.

Hown. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
it did not affect judges of the Supreme
Court, but if they were county court judges
as well, it would affect them as county
court judges.

HoN. Mr. MACDONALD — They
have no appointment as county court
judges ; it is a duty placed upon them by
the local legislature.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—They
are judges of the Supreme Court doing
county court work ?

Hox. Mr. MACDONALD—Yes.

Hon. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the Bill would not, in that case, affect
them. The next amendment which he
would propose was one which had been
suggested by the hon. Senator from Hall-
fax (Mr. Power) to the third clause. He
(Sir Alex. Campbell) did not consider 1t
necessary ; still, as the object was tO
make the meaning of the measure clearer)
he would move to add the following words
to the third clause :—* established to the
satisfaction of the Governor-General in
Council.”

N
The amendment was adopted.

Hon. SR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that the sixth clause was intended to be 3
transcript of a clause in the Statute of
1879, but the following words had been
omitted :—*“ Or in case a judge of the
county court, after having continued in
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fefscte s such judge for a period of at

entit125 years resigns such office,” he is

the €d to a pension. He moved that
5¢ words be added to the clause.

€ amendment was adopted.

haﬁ?e’" SR ALEX. CAMPBELL said it
jud €n suggested tohim alsoby a learned
8¢ that there should be a repeal, in so
Cony words, in this Bill of chap. 14 of the
hnsohdated Statutes of Upper Canada.
Whiat Act created a court of impeachment
wh‘c formerly was the tribunal before
Ich judges who had offended against the

S Or against their duty, in Upper Cana-
x Were tried, and the statute was in
Stence for some time though he did not
act ember any case in which it had been
¢d upon. " The Ontario Legislature re-
Pealed that act and established another
nOl_ll.nal which was the Lieutenant-Gover-
e In Council. It had since been decid-
Y the courts of Ontario that that re-
1Ing act was ltra vires and that _chap.
4 of the Consolidated Statutes of Upper
s dnada was still in force. This learned
rencs, Suggested that it would be better to
Peal it in this Bill and he (Sir Alex.
wﬁfnpbell) therefore moved to add a clause
Ich would repeal the statute referred to.

The motion was agreed to.

the 1ON. Mx. KAULBACH moved that
ola following be added as a separate
Use :—
“
« SeEYel‘y inquiry under the third and fourth
« -ctions of this act shall be held as far as
« Practicable either in the county town of the
“in Unty wherein the judge whose inability,
“« -nggpﬂcl_ty or misbehavior is being inquired
“ay Ordinarily resides, or at the place where
€ judge is domiciled.”

thaHpn- Sk ALEX. CAMPBELL said
o L it would follow almost as a matter of
ju“"Sﬁ that the trial would be where the
W 8¢ resided. It seemed to him that this
thas a matter which might be fairly left to
¢ Executive. The inquiry would cer-
ed"’ Y take place where the judge discharg-
1S duties except under some very ex-
orMdinary circumstances. He had no
helecnon to the clause being added but
Teally did not see the necessity of it

1t would not be desirable in legislating
sh:‘ay that “as far as possible ” anything
fa U be done. The Bill should either
Y that the trial shall take place where
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the judge resides or leave the matter to the
discretion of the Executive. It may hap-
pen for instance in the interest of the judge
that it would be better not to hold the
inquiry where the judge resides. The
judge himself may have offended against
the feelings of the community where he
resides and may be anxious himself to
have the inquiry take place elsewhere. At
all events he thought the position of judge
was so respected that there was no danger
of his being inconveniently and to his pre-
judice tried anywhere than in the county
where he resided.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH saw a great
deal of force in what the hon. gentleman
said but he thought the word “practicable”
would meet the case and leave it open to
the Governor General in Council to say
where the trial should be held ; it would
be inconvenient for the judge to be taken
away from the sphere of his duties.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—That
would be a strong reason why the inquiry
would not take place outside of the county.

Hon. Mr. POWER quite concurred
with the hon. Senator from Lunenburg.
A difficulty might occur in the Maritime
Provinces which might not arise in
Ontario. In Nova Scotia there were dis-
tricts of three or four counties in which
there was only one judge, and in such a
district the judge might naturally prefer to
have the enquiry take place in the county
in which he resided.

Hon. SiIR ALEX.CAMPBELL thought
it was safe to leave the matter in the
hands of the Executive.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY said that the
amendment itself might produce difficul-
ties in Nova Scotia, because a judge might
reside in one county whereas the offence
might have arisen in another county. and
if it were rendered imperative that the
offence should be tried in the county where
the judge resided he might be exposed to
as much inconvenience as if the bill were
left in its present shape. He thought
under the circumstances, and as this
would be only a preliminary inquiry, it
would be better not to put in anything
which would be an element of uncertainty.
The amendment cut both ways by intro-
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ducing an uncertainty and after all leaving
the matter to the discretion of the Execu-
tive. His hon. friend would, no doubt,
on reflection conclude that it would be
better to leave the Bill as it was and throw
the responsibilitv on the Government.

Hon. MR. KAULBACH admitted that
there was a good deal of force in the ob-
jections which had been raised and there-
fore would not press the amendment.

The motion was withdrawn.

Hon. MrR. POWER said he had an
amendment to submit. As the bill pro-
vided for an investigation into the conduct
of a county court judge and for his having
counsel and witnesses in his own behalf,
he thought it clear that the question of
the expense to which a judge would be
subjected in defending his position should
be considered. The bill made no provi-
sion for the re-imbursement of the judge
for the expenditure so forced upon him,
and he considered it only fair, in the event
of charges being made and not sustained,
that the judge should be recouped the
money that he was out of pocket. He
therefore moved the following amend-
- ment, though the wording was not quite
what he could wish, viz :—

In any case where the inability, incapacity
ormisbehaviorof a county court judge becomes
the subject of enquiry under this Act, and
the result of the enlulry is not to establish
the existence of suc inabilit{', incapacity or
misbehavior, such judge shall be entitled to
receive. from the proper officer of the Domin-
ion of Canada, immediately atter the receipt
by the Governor in Council of the report of
the commissioner or commissioners, a sum
equal to the costs and expenses reasonabl
incurred by such judge in connection wit
such inquiry.

Hon. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL thought
the amendment was not in consonance
with the course usually pursued in such
enquiries. In the case of complaints or
charges being made against judges or in-
dividuals,—supposing they were made in
the ordinary courts of the country—and
the parties were acquitted of the charges
so preferred, the costs were not paid back
to them ; and so in the case of a com-
plaint being made against the character of
a judge, or his conduct, before the two
Houses of Parliament, there was no'allow-

HonN. MR. DICKEY.
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ance ever made to a judge for the costs
incident to the making of his defence.
He thought there was no reason to sup-
pose that complaints would be made with-
out grave reasons for them, and he doubt-
ed if anybody could recall a case where a
complaint was made lightly against the
conduct of a judge, either within his own
recollection or from his reading on the
subject.

Hon. MR. POWER said there was a
very recent case.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL asked
what the case was.

Hon. MrR. POWER said it was the
case of the county court judge of Halifax.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that had not been enquired into before
any court and could not be except at the
instance of the Government. The bill
did not suppose that any enquiry would
be had without the action of the Govern-
ment, and the Government before order-
ing such enquiry would look into the
complaints and satisfy themselves of the
serious nature of the charges before taking
such a step. If the complaints were of a
trivial kind no investigation would ever be
ordered and no judge could possibly be
put to any expense until the Governor in
Council decided there was something very
grave adduced against his character into
which an enquiry was necessary. It must
be remembered that the judges were sur-
rounded by the respect of the community
and complaints were not likely to be
considered by the Government unless
shewn to be warranted. In such a case a
judge or judges of the Superior Court
would be sent to hear the case, to take
evidence and report uponit. If from such
report it appeared that the judge had not
offended in the way alleged against him,
he should be satisfied with escaping and
should not ask that his expenses be paid.
No judge against whom serious charges
had not been made would be pursued by
any party in power, and so far as he knew
it had never been done either in this
country, in England or in the United
States.

HoN. MR. ALMON said he would not
have risen except for the remarks of the
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senior member from Halifax (Mr. Power),
who said that the charges made against
the judge of the county court of Halifax
Were very trivial ; he thought, on the con-
trary, that any person who read them
would say they were very grave. They
Were made by a large number of the bar-
Usters of Halifax but they had not been
oroughly enquired into, or if they had
the result had not been made public. He
Considered a grave responsibility rested
Upon those who had charge of the matter.

- He was much pleased to see this law
Passed, and if the charges against the
Judge mentioned had been thoroughly in-
Vvestigated, at the place where they oc-
Curred, he had no doubt as to what the
1Ssue would have been. The senior mem-
T for Halifax had complained loudly
and feelingly about the great trouble and
€Xpense to which a judge might be put
N repelling charges made against his
Character,—but in the case of the judge
of the County of Halifax, why were the
.Charges made? If the hon. gentleman
(Mr, Power) would carry his memory far
hough back, perhaps he could say how
that, judge got his situation. He would
Temind him that it was simply by a decis-
~ 1on that he had made on an election in—

o HoNn. Mz, POWER rose to a point of
- Order; the hon. gentleman’s remarks had

Othing whatever to do with the matter
fore the House.

MLION. Mr. DICKEY asked the Hon.
INister of Justice whether the Senate
pr any power to pass such a clause as
:Rosed by the hon. gentleman from
» @8 1t would impose a charge upon

the P“bllc_fUnds, and hI; thought i% should
mem:‘late In the other branch of Parlia-

Hon, gir ALEX. CAMPBELL con-

sid
orde;:d that the amendment was out of

renl;la?g Mr. KAULBACH thought the
- Al

(Dr of the junior member for Halifax
for. a.“dmon).very irrelevant and uncalled
hon, r.COnsidered the amendment of the

Cration = 1 OWer was deserving of consid-
j‘rl;tglgn(; . In the case of the county court
anq lE‘I::\llfa_x—he felt that only vague
ROt 4 t2Ntial charges had been raised;

B¢ definite had been advanced against
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that gentleman and there was no necessity
for an enquiry. Many of those who signed
the paper asking for an investigation did
so believing there was nothing in the
charges, but because of their anxiety that
the judge should be exonerated, and they
lent their names to the memorial for that
reason. He considered that where a judge
was very poorly paid—as was the case with
the Halifax county court judge—and an
enquiry was demanded into his actions at
the instance of persons who may have been
considered aggrieved by his decisions, if
such investigation resulted in the acquittal
of the judge it was only right that his rea-
sonable expenses should be repaid to him.
Referring to the charges against the judge
at Halifax he cited as proof of their weak-
ness the fact, that the same barristers who
had signed the memorial asking for an in-
vestigation had subsequently supported a
motion made by the law societysthere to
have the judge’s salary increased. He
therefore regretted that the charges had
not been investigated, and the judge ac-
quitted by a properly constituted court of
enquiry.

Hon. MrR. POWER thought that the re-
marks of the hon, Minister of Justice rather
strengthened hisposition, when he said that
this amendment would not be likely to be
needed in any case ; because if it was not
likely to be needed there was less objec-
tion to inserting it.  But the hon. Minis-
ter had no sooner sat down than his
learned colleague from Halifax (Dr.
Almon) gave the very best evidence that
there was a necessity for some such pro-
vision as this. This was not the first time
that his hon. friend had made statements
here in reference to the county judge of
Halifax, and it was only fair to that officer
that the real state of the case should be
known. A meeting of the Barristers’ So-
ciety of Halifax had been held at that
city more than a year ago.

Hon. Mr. ALMON rose to a point of
order and asked if there was one rule for
the junior member from Halifax and
another rule for the senior member ?

Hon. Mr. POWER said that the
case of the judge might be brought before
the House before the end of the session,
and he (Mr. Power) only wished to say that
although the majority of the meeting of the
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Barristers’ Society had voted for an inves-
tigation, some who did so did not think
the judge was guilty, but they believed
that in his own interest it was better there
should be.an investigation. At a recent
meeting of the Barristers’ Society some of
the very same men who had voted in favor
of an investigation supported the motion
that his salary should be increased. There
was a further fact that his hon. colleague
had overlooked : that the charges against
the county judge of Halifax had been
submitted to the Government here, and
the Government had not deemed them
of sufficient importance, or sufficiently
well supported by evidence even to make
them a proper subject of enquiry. After
the officers who were charged with the
duty of making this investigation had
dealt with it in that way it was hardly fair
for his hon. colleague to get up here and
attempt to injure the character of a person
against whom he had some personal
feeling.

Hon., MR. ALMON objected to his
hon. colleague imputing motives to him.
He thought it was not in accordance with
the rules of the House.

HoN. MR. POWER—I withdraw the
remark.

Hon. SIRALEX. CAMPBELL—With-
draw the amendment.

Hon. - MrR. POWER—I withdraw the
amendment.

Hox. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
that the Committee rise and report the
bill with amendments.

HoN. Mr. READ asked if the 1oth
and 11th clauses of the bill had been
expunged.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
1oth and 11th clauses are both expunged.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL from the Committee
reported the bill with certain amendments.

The amendments were concurred in and
the bill was ordered to be read the third
time to-morrow.

The Senate adjourned at 4.25 p.m.

HoN, MRr. POWER,
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THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, 14th March, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
THE SENATE DEBATES.
MOTION.

Hon. MrR. ALEXANDER moved :

To Resolve,~1hat the Select Committee,
on reporting the Debates of the Senate, report
to this House the names of the Public Jour-
nals and all persons to whom copies of the
Senate Debates are forwarded from time to
time, as they are printed for circulation.

He said :—1It is with very great reluctance
that I have placed this motion on the
notice paper. I am sure that such mem-
bers of the Committee appointed to man-
age the reporting and publication of the
debates of this Chamber as my hon. friends
from Oshawa, (Mr. Gibbs,) from St. John,

(Mr. Boyd,) from Deboucherville, (Mr. -

Deboucherville,) from Wallace, (Mr. Mac-
farlane,) from Hamilton, (Mr. Hope,)
and from Montreal, (Mr. Trudel,) could
not suppose that I desire to reflect upon
them ; but I have to observe that we may
take up at this moment every journal from
the Atlantic to the Pacific, and where do
we find any notice of the proceedings or
the debates which take place in this Cham-
ber. I have letters myself from editors of
county papers in western Ontario stating
that they never sec a cogy of the Senate
Debates. I ask this House if there is a
citizen of Ottawa, or any other city of the
Dominion, who knows what takes place in
this Chamber ? Do the judges of the land
know anything of what takes place in the
Senate of the country? I would ask the
Committee when they reply to the obser-
vations which I respectfully make to this
House if they have sent a copy of the De-
bates to the representative of the Queen
in this Dominion? No committee ever
discharged their duties with a more ear-
nest desire to endeavor to advance the
interests of the country and to elevate the
Senate in the estimation of the people
than the former committee of which I was
an humble member, along with my hon.
friend from British Columbia, (Mr. Mc-
Donald,) Mr. Bellerose, Mr. Haythorne,
Mr. Power, and others, No committee

L]
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€ver labored more faithfully and more
€arnestly than we did. But last session
the leader of the Government in this
Ouse rose at the opening of the session
and declared that it was necessary to wipe
out the whole committee ; and what is
the reason that he gave? That he wanted
to have peace! Now, will he say wherein
the peace was disturbed. I challenge the
On. gentleman to show that the com-
Mittee disturbed the peace in any way in
this Chamber.
We endeavored to the utmost of our
Power, to get the debates of this Chamber
efore the people. There may have been
Some little discord, but the committee did
Nothing to disturb the peace of this
thOUSe. Will the hon. gentleman say
at, as independent members of this
th ¥, we have not the right to circulate
the utterances of this House amongst
€ people? Will he say when wefind pub-
I abuses we should not expose them and
' to correct them? Can he undertake
0 defend that position? I will mention
3 remarkable circumstance that has taken
Place to my knowledge within the last
ree weeks. A Toronto daily newspaper
Published the speech of an hon. gentle-
an in this House in its first edition—I
sgld a copy of it in my hand—but in
f me mysterious manner the second edi-
t°n of the paper came out without it,
€ speech had been removed.

hQHON. Mr. MACFARLANE—Will the

N. geneleman state the name of the
Paper ?

rdHON' Mr. ALEXANDER—The To-
e d‘}tp Zelegram. 1 hold the two o’clock
. 1Uon of that paper which contains the
fgre“h, In my hand, and I find that be-
pax:‘the issue of the four o’clock edition
by les whose characters that speech may

Ve affected used private influences with

€ editor of the paper to get it suppressed.
0 could believe that such a thing

cc‘;‘ﬂgdata;(e place in a free country like

HoN, Mr. GIBBS—Is it well reported ?

emi‘{’“' Mr. ALEXANDER—It is tol-
of thy well reported. The hon. the leader
‘Sio ¢ Government said upon one occa-
of o %hen the subject of the publication

Ur Debates was before the Senate,
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Tt is not necessary that we should incur
any expense in sending the utterances of
this House to the country. Let us trust
to the public journals.” I will give an
illustration of that. I find a report of the
Senate debates of the second of March,
in a leading Toronto journal of the third
of this month, on a motion purporting to
be made by the hon. gentleman who is
now leading the House. 1t is as follows:
—“1In the Senate to-day, Sir Alexander
Campbell brought up his motion asking
the Government to commission Mr. Dun-
bar to execute busts of the Marquis of
Lorne and the Princess Louise, and sup-
ported it with a strong argument in favor
of encouraging sculpture as a means of
developing public taste, but the motion
was defeated.” That is the manner in
which the reporting is done when it is
left to the press of the country. I do not
say that this was done intentionally; I
believe it was done inadvertently. 1 do
not desire to attribute any motives—it is
contrary to the rules of Parliament—but
one cannot help observing this, that while
we have a body of gentlemen here of in-
dependent fortune, of education and of
large experience, meeting from day to
day, it is a most remarkable thipg that
some secret power is exercised somewhere
to palsy (I use the word deliberately and
calmly) the efforts of this House, ~What
interest can a body of such gentlemen as
I see around me here, have in addressing
the House when they know that their
utterances will not go to the people, and
when they know that if they are presented
in one independent journal, private in-
fluences will be used to] prevent them go-
ing to the people.

Hon. Mr. GIBBS—Whose speech is
that?

Hon. MR. ALEXANDER—I decline
to name the party. We have the fair
name of the Senate in our keeping. We
must all feel the responsibility of the
position we occupy. We stand here inde-
pendent of the popular vote, and our own
sense of honor ought to lead us in every
possible way to make this body useful to
the country. I know that is the spirit of
a large majority of this House ; but there
appears to be in the Senate an amiable
spirit, a kindly spirit that where one or
two members appear to be exercising an
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extraordinary influence in some way para-
" lyzing to the House, they do not wish to
remonstrate and endeavour to oppose that
spirit which I say calmly is quietly and in-
sensibly destroying this Chamber in the
estimation of the people. I hope that
every member of this House will speak
upon this subject. We have here men of
culture to make this House more useful
than the other Chamber, and still such
are the influences which have been used
to prevent our utterances going to the
country, that the whole spirit of the
Chamber is crushed, and now there are
many members of the Senate who really
do nor care about entering the Chamber
when the House opens.

Hon. MrR. HAYTHORNE—I have
consented to allow myself to be made the
seconder of this resolution but I do not feel
that strong interest in the subject that has
been evinced by my hon. friend, nor was I
aware that he intended to ask me to second
the motion. I may say that I do not
altogether agree with the remarks which
have fallen from him on the subject. He
drew what I think was an unnecessary
contrast between the part performed by a
former committee, and by those com-
mittees which have subsequently dealt
with this matter. For my own part, when
I was a member of the Debates Com-
mittee I endeavored to do all in my
power to discharge the duties which de-
volved upon me and I have no doubt
that those who were associated with me,
and the members of subsequent com-
mittees were animated by the same spirit.
I claim mo merit for what I did and I
think the matter would better have been
let alone. I was not disposed at first to
approve of the mode of reporting our
Debates which was adopted for this
session but thus far I have had no reason
to be dissatisfied with the change. I have
addressed the House but once this session
and on that occasion my remarks were
very faithfully and ably reported and pub-
lished very much to my satisfaction, and I
have therefore had no reason to find fault.
As to there being no publication of the
Debates of this House, during the present
session, in the press, I think thatis not a
matter of surprise to any body here, be-
cause the fact of the matter 1s, there has
been very little debating on any subject.
We have had very few measures before us

HoN, MR, ALEXANDER,
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and these were not of a character to give
rise to discussion or criticism and asa
consequence our debates have not been
very long or interesting. That I think is
reason enough to assign for their non-
appearance in the public journals. No
doubt as the session advances and as
matters of more general interest come be-
foreusthere will be more prolonged debates
and thenno doubt my hon. friend’s fancy for
seeing the debates of the Senate appearing
in the newspapers of the Dominion will
be gratified. But there may be advan-
tages in the present system. It sometimes
gives rise to unexpected results.  For
instance my hon. friend (Mr. Alexander)
has referred to some mistakes which have
occurred by the transpesition of names. I
remember a laughable instance of the
effect of such a transposition upon a friend
of my own. He saw in a certain
newspaper a speech which was
attributed to the hon. leader of the Gov-
ernment in this House—some very able
remarks as he thought, defining very accu-
rately what he considered was the proper
position of the Senate and what ought to
be the duties of Senators. So much was
he struck with this speech, which was at-
tributed to the leader of the Government,
that he wrote to me and said these were
just the sentiments which were entertained
by himself and which he thought should
be shared by every hon. Senator. But it
turned out that instead of being the senti-
ments of the leader of the Government in
this House, the speech was one delivered
by the hon. Senator from Woodstock (Mr.
Alexander) himself; therefore he should
feel satisfied when he finds his sentiments
attributed to the leader of the Government
and producing such impressions on the
mind of a gentleman who was not present
to hear them himself. Ireally think there
cannot be any objection to bring down this
return,but for my own part, although I have
consented to have my name connected
with the resolution it is only because I
did not like my hon. friend to say that he
could not find anybody in this House
to second his motion. I do not, how-
ever, coincide with his views. It is a
curious position perhaps to be placed in,
and probably I ought not to have consent-
ed to second the motion, but my feelings
as an Englishman led me to do so.

Hon. MR. MACFARLANE—As far as
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I have known, as chairman of the Debates
Ommittee, we have heard no objections
to the present system of publishing the
debates of the Senate. We have received
o complaints and heard none except from
the hon. Senator fromWoodstock. He ap-
Pears to be the only one who has any fault
tofind Now what is the position in which
Westand? Last session we arrived at the
¢termination to publish our debates in
€ manner that had been found so satis-
factory in the other Chamber. Efforts
Were made by which it was supposed we
Would be able to bring to the floor of this
Ouse representatives from some of the
leadmg newspapers in the Dominion. It
Was found, however, that this would in-
Volve a very large expense in addition to
;he cost of the official report—so large, in
act, that the Committee did not feel them-
selves warranted in recommending that
€xpenditure to the Senate. We then made
the existing arrangement with the Messrs.
Ollanc_] who are now reporting our de-
ates and who, up to this time of the ses-
Slon, I think, have faithfully fulfilled the
contract which they entered into with the
ebates Committee of this House. Our
ebates have been well and faithfully re-
{’r‘l’“ed so far as the Committee know, and
te)' have been regularly laid on the desks
9% members of this House at three o’clock
day. How does that compare with
wel former mode of publication? It is
0: %)known that under the system carried
Wh'c{ the hon. gentleman’s committee,
% Ich he appears to laud so highly,
ha‘tnetm_xes days elapsed before we could
y Ve laid on our desks the reports of
¢ debates. Tosuch an extent was this
. € case that people lost all interest in the
ﬂ;P:GChes delivered here. I am satisfied
t the utterences of my hon. friend him
the are reported fully and accurately, and
they are laid on his desk at three o’clock
ney, day followmg their delivery. If the
. SPapers of this country will not take
Pains to report the hon. gentleman’s
®eches, it is not the fault of the Com-
pattee. We cannot compel the news-
anpe"s to publish his utterances. We do
pa Ve can ; we send them to every leading
lf’e’ In the Dominion. Under the ar-
gement made with the Messrs. Hol-
ofth there is a daily edition of 700 copies
to ¢ Debates. ~Five copies are distributed
+ @ch member of this House ; that
~%0rbs upwards of 350 copies; and we

(]
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send one copy to each member of the
House of Commons. So that in reality
600 copies of the daily edition go to
the members of Parliament. In addition
to that we send copies of the Debates to
the editor of every daily paper in the
Dominion, or, what is better, a copy is
mailed to the representative of every
paper in the reporters’ gallery of the House
of Commons. Inthe City of Montreal,
the Gazette, Herald, Post, Star, Witness,
Courier de Montreal and the Minerve
receive in this way the reports of our
debates ; and so it is with the daily papers
in other cities.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER —What
about the weekly papers. .

Hon. MrR. MACFARLANE-—We send
the Debates to every daily paper, but the
hon. gentleman must bear in mind that
there are in thjs Dominion upwards of 500
weekly papers, and to furnish them with
copies of our Debates would entail an in-
crease to that extent of our daily edition :
The hon. gentleman complains that his
speeches are mutilated. I do not know
if he wishes the inference to be drawn that
the mutilation is done at the instance of
the Debates Committee ; if so, I can onl
assure him that we have not interfere
with the publication of his speeches.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER—Will the
hon. gentleman allow me to say that 1
never meant anything of the sort.

Hon. MrR. MACFARLANE-—I accept
the hon. gentleman’s explanation, and I
can only say that if it was not done at the
instance of the Committee, there is no
reason to complain of their conduct. As
to the non-appearance of the debates of
the Senate in the press of the country,
it is well known that up to this period of
the session we have not had much im-
portant business before us, and most of
the long speeches which have been de-
livered have come from the Hon. Senator
from Woodstock himself I fancy he
will find, as far as the official reporters
are concerned, that he has been faithfully
reported. I can onlv say that he has
made no complaint to the Committee or
to any member of it, that I am aware of,
that his speeches have not been accu-
rately recorded. As the session advances,
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I believe it wili be found that the system
we have adopted will give thorough satis-
faction.

Now I may say that I have been in
communication with a large number of
the gentlemen who are representing the
leading newspapers throughout the Do-
minion, andwhoarethe reportersinthe gal-
lery of the other branch of the legislature;
I have taken pains to make enquiries of
them and I find that by no other
means—so far as I can gather information
from them,—could they be enabled to
transmit to their papers so readily any-
thing that is deemed of importance in this
House, as they now can under the system
we have adopted. They get the report
and if they think there is anything in
which their paper would be interested
they at once send it off, each reporter
having the report in his hands. I may
say in addition that at the close of its la-
bors last session the Committee, (being
anxious to give the widest circulation to
any valuable utterances in this Chamber)
before adjourning requested his Honorthe
Speaker to take pains during the recess
to communicate with some of the
principal daily papers, and see if it would
not be possible to have their reporters
in regular attendance in this Chamber.
He did so, and although they were not
able to make any arrangements by which
they would engage to report any certain
portion of a debate, or to occupy any
distinct portion of their columns, yet they
agreed that their reporters would be pre-
sent in this House. What, I ask, is the
consequence ? We have here to-day, and
have had since the commencement of this
session, reporters from thetwoleadingdaily
papers of this Province, the Globe and
Mail, and any utterances in this House
which have been deemed worthy of inser-
tion in those papers have been regularly
transmitted to them, and published. I
say that the Committee, in every way in
its power has taken pains to give the
utmost circulation to the utterances of
members of this Chamber, including, of
course, those of the hon. gentleman
himself (Mr. Alexander) which he deems
so valuable ; and if the country does
not appreciate them it is certainly not
the fault of the Debates Committee.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I do not
wish to prolong this debate but at the

HoN. MR. MACFARLANE.
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same time as my silence would seem to
imply that I endorsed the views of the
hon. gentleman, I am obliged to say that
I do not believe he expresses the sense of
this House when he asserts that the present
system is acceptable to the majority of the
members of the Senate. On the contrary
I think it is not, but at the same time I
do not wish to find fault either with the
action of the Committee or with the re-
porters.  As to the latter I believe under
the existing system they do the work as
well as it can be done ; it is the system of
which I believe the majority of this House
complain as being one which does not
give the widest circulation to the Senate
debates. On many occasions some sub-
ject is discussed, and ably discussed, in
this Chamber which affects the interests of
a particular Province—say the Province
of Nova Scotia or perhaps the county to
which I belong—now it is perhaps easy to
get some dozens or say hundreds of those
papers to circulate, but no hon. gentle-
man likes to circulate these little sheets
no matter how much the country may be
interested in the debate. Complaints
have come to me from a variety of sources
asking why our debates have not come to
them in the old way, and the reason is
obvious ; hon. gentlemen as 2 rule do not
like to circulate what may emanate from
themselves or from friends of theirs. For
myself I know my desk is loaded with
these sheets that come to me every day—
and I think my experience is similar to
that of other hon. gentlemen,—they lie
there and are simply so’much wastelpaper,
as I fear may be said of a great portion of
the 700 copies which my hon. friend says
are circulated in this House. My own
observation has suggested these remarks,
though I am not complaining and do not
propose to endorse the views of the hon.
gentleman who moved this resolution. At
the same time T do not believe in the
present arrangement, and am of opinion
that before the end of the session those
hon. gentlemen who now support the
present system will be convinced of its
defects, they will make a new departure
and perhaps go back to the system pre-
viously adopted.

Ho~N. MR. READ—I certainly agree
with the hon. gentleman who has just sat
down, that the debates are just so much
waste paper ; they might almost as well
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be thrown to one side and not be dis-
tributed ; perhaps one copy would be
useful, but I do not think the others are
valuable. There may be, perhaps, one
On. gentleman in twenty who would cir-
Culate these sheets, but not more, and
this expenditure might just as well be
one away with ; yet I say now, as I have
Jonemanytimesbefore, thatthemoneyspent
In actually circulating among the people in-
formation as to what takes place in this
Ouse is money well spent. Why, hon.
gentlemen, what do we find? We see
that among those papers which pretend
t()_t:lrculate the utterances of members of
this House, such things as the following
are published: I will read a little ex-

tract from yesterday’s issue —

8 “Notes anp Commests.—The Dominion
o?ltmt? seem to bave fairly caught the spirit
of €ir master, and are pushing on the work
Si €, lslahqn at a rate that would do credit to
a"t. ohn himself, Only think of it. They
ﬁc ually managed on Friday to put one ques-
;)ns and learn in reply that very little
Progress wag being made in executing an or
ter of the House for a certain return; and
wen, exhausted by the effort, discharged the
0 orders of the ({ay and retired to seek re-
thi € for their exhausted brains. And for all
nszthe people have to pay only the trifle of
o 50. "What a luxury it is to be well gov-
™ed | - And so cheap 1

HNOW t}}is is from the leading organ of
G;" Majesty’s Opposition, the Toronto
obe ; it is an editorial, and such things
g0 to the country—too often being un-
contradictéd. 1 therefore think the utter-
shces and proceedings in this House
W ould go to the country in some proper
a;y’ and I contend that the method now
OPted will not meet the end which we
c:s“e' I have often said that this House
Sts the Dominion a great deal of money;
€Te Is no doubt about that fact, but a
to lf more spent in allowing the country
Now what is said and done here would

be In the interest of the people at large,
arCalIse I do not believe it can fairly be

" gubed that the country does not get a
the Teturn for the money so expended, in
efforts of this Chamber to secure good
Vernment and wise legislation. 1 per-
ern Y agree that the country is well gov-
sa ed 5 that paper from which I have read
it yg 1t is well governed, though of course
thatoes not mean it ; and while it is true
%€ have had very little to do this

Slon up to the present time I dace say,
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as the session goes on, there will be many
matters that will engage our attention, and
we shall perhaps not have the Glode com-
plaining that we sit so short a time and
do so little.

Hon. MRr. FLINT-—I receive every
day five copies of the Debates of this
House, and I take particular pains to send
them away to people in the back country
where newspapers are very seldom seen,
I think if other hon. gentlemen would take
the same pains to send away the copies
that they receive it would be a benefit to
a portion at least, of their constituents, and
I do not see why they cannot do it as
well as I can. I know very well it would
be better if we could have our debates
published as they were last year in the
press, but even if they were published in
a newspaper the probability is that very
few except those along the frontier would
receive them unless copies were purchased
by hon. gentlemen for the purpose of
sending them to their friends. I know
that whenever my hon. friend from Wood-
stock (Mr. Alexander) made a nice speech
last session, he usually purchased fifty or
sixty copies of the papers containing the
report and had them wrapped up and sent
away to his friends. Of course he wished
to have his speeches read and understood
by his friends in every direction, and he
knew that a great many others would read
them. I was in hopes that my hon friend
was not going to throw any firebrands
into the House this session; we had
enough of that last year. When I met
him at the opening of thé present session
he told me that he had been down the
St. Lawrence last summer and had been
drinking so much of the pure St. Lawrence
water that it had cured him, and I thought
that, having got rid of his malady, we
should have a continuance of the peace
and harmony that have so far character-
ized the Senate this session. I -hope the
hon. gentleman will be careful, now that
he has returned to Ottawa, not to have a
relapse, as the water here is not quite so
pure as that of the St. Lawrence, and it is
tinctured with a color that I do not like.
Under the circumstances, I think the hon.
Senator has no great reason to complain
of the manner in which we are treated in
reference to our debates. If we cannot
have all that we want we must be content
with what we can get. I am quite willing
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to be content with what I receive, and
although [ would not like to have to send
away all the surplus copies of the Debates,
I could dispose of a great many more of
them than I receive if I had them.

We certainly cannot find fault with the
Government or with the Committee. We
cannot expect that every paper in the
country should get the Debates, and even
if they did, there are many of them that
would not reproduce them. They could
nct print them in the weeklies, and if
they published them in the dailies they
could only give a garbled statement. It
is only in the case of an orator such as
my hon. friend from Woodstock that they
will give a speech in full, and, as a matter
of fact, the public see as much of our pro-
ceedings here as they do of the proceed-
ings of the other House. The papers
take the same course in reference to the
Senate that they do to the Commons, and
1 think under the circumstances my hon.
friend had better withdraw his resolution
and let matters go on as they are at present.

Hon. Mr. POWER—1I fail to see that
there is any objection to the House adopt-
ing the resolution of the hon. gentleman.
It simply asks for some information which
will go to show how the present system
of reporting the Debates is working.
There can be no objection to that, more
particularly as towards the end of the
Session it will become the duty of this
House to re-consider the whole question
of the reporting and publishing of the
Debates, and it will be necessary that the
Senate should have the fullest information
in reference to the manner in which the
present system is working, I quite con-
cur in the views of the hon. gentlemen
from Lunenburg and Quinte, that the
system we had last year is a better one
than the system which the Government
have, to.a certain extent, compelled the
House to adopt for the present session.
I do not think there is any fault to be
found with the reporters for the manner in
which the system is being carried out, and
I do not think there is any fault to be
found with the Committee, as they are
doing their duty very satisfactorily, and the
work is being done jas thoroughly as the
system will permit ; but I think the system
is a bad one, and the probabilities are that
the House will, towards the end of the

Hon, MRr. FLINT.
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Session, revert to the system we had last
year. I fail to see that there should be
any objection to adopting the resolution
moved by the hon. member from Wood-
stock as it is only asking for information.
I do not endorse a number of the remarks
which the hon. gentleman made in mov-
ing the resolution, and which had no par-
ticular connection with the motion itself.

Hon. Mr. AIKINS—There is one ob-
servation which the hon. gentleman from
Halifax has made that the Government
must demur to. The Government used
no coercion or influence in adopting the
present system; the Committee was
apointed by the House and I do not think
the statement should have been made by
the hon. gentleman.

Hon. Mr. POWER—It will be within
the recollection of hon. gentlemen that last
year the Government did take this matter
of reporting into their own hands by
appointing the Committee, and when the
leader of the Government indicates a cer-
tain cowise to be taken in this House that
course is adopted. The leader of the
Government did indicate the line to be
taken this session, and if he had not inter-
fered in the matter the reporting would
have gone on as it had done in former
years.

The yeas and nays were then called for :
the motion was declared lost on a
division.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (32) An Act to incorporate the
Lake Superior and James’ Bay Railway
Company. (Mr. Dickey.)

Bill (43) An Act to incorporate the
Sault Ste. Marie Bridge Company. (Mr.
Read.) :

COUNTY COURT JUDGES BILL.

THIRD READING.

Bill (B), “An Act respecting County
Court Judges” was read the third time
and passed, without debate.

The Senate adjourned at 4.35 p.m.
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THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, March 15th, r882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
hree p, m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following bills from the Commons
Were introduced and read the first time :—

Bill (3), An Act to incorporate the St.

wrence Marine Insurance Company of
Canada. (Mr. Ryan.)

Bill (29), An Act to incorporate the
Northwestern Bank. (Mr. Gibbs.)

Bill (16), An Act to incorporate the
Manitoba Bank. (Mr. Girard.)

Bill (28), An Act to amend the Charter
of the chartered Bank of London and

orth America and to change the name
thereof to the *Chartered Bank of Lon-
don and Winnipeg.” (Mr. Gibbs.)

B{ll (27), An Act further to amend the
Ct Incorporating the Mutual Life Insur-
ance Association of Canada and to change
€ name thereof to the “Life Association
°f Canada.” (Mr. McInneg, Hamilton.)

Bill (32) An Act to incorporate the
Quebec Timber Company, Limited. (Mr.
Skead.)

OTTAWA AND ARNPRIOR JUNC-
TION RAILWAY BILL.

SECOND READING.

' HPH. Mr. SCOTT moved the second
a:admg of Bill (18), “An Act to incorpor-

€ the Ottawa and Arnprior Junction
~ilway Co.”  He explained that the ob-
Ject of the Bill was to incorporate a com-
Pany to construct a direct line from Ottawa
i thmpno-r’ to save a considerable bend

e Pacific Railway.

The Bill was read the second time.
BILLS DROPPED.

The following bills were discharged :—

Bill (H), “An Act to amend the Con-

Solidateq Insurance Act, 1877.” (Mr.

ellerQSe_)
incBln (N), “An Act to -amend the Act
Ins(”'POratmg the English and Colonial
Urance Company.” (Mr. Allan.)
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LAKE SUPERIOR AND JAMES
BAY RAILWAY BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY moved the second
reading of Bill (22), “An Act to incorpor-
ate the Lake Superior and. James’ Bay
Railway Company.”

16, 1882.]  Adjournment.

Hon. MrR. ALEXANDER objected to
the second reading, the bill not having
been distributed. Frequently bills were
placed on the desks of Senators at 2.30
p. m., and they were expected to consent
to the second reading of such measures
without having an opportunity of seeing
them. He hoped the House would in-
sist upon a strict observance of its rules.

Hon. MR. DICKEY moved that the or-
der of the day be discharged and the se-
cond reading fixed for to-morrow,

The motion was agreed to.

SAULT ST. MARIE BRIDGE €OM-
PANY’S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. MrR. READ moved the second
reading of Bill (43), “An’ Act to incorpor-
ate the Sault St. Marie Bridge Company.”

He said :—This Bill purports to give
authority to build a bridge at Sault St.
Marie It has the general clauses that are
to be found in all such bills, and it gives
no special privileges to any one company.
All parties are to use the bridge on equal
terms, when constructed, on payment of
tolls.

The Bill was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, March 16, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the chair at
three p. m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

A PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT.
MOTION.

Hon, MrR. POWER moved—

That when the House adjourns to-day, it
do stand ad{'ourned to Monday evening next
at eight o’clock.
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Hon. Mr. DICKEY—No grounds
have been given for this motion, and I
should like to know why we should ad-
journ at this period of the session, while
business is pouring in thick and fast? I
suppose it may be suggested that to-mor-
row is St. Patrick’s day, but I am not
aware that there is any precedent for an
adjournment on such a ground ; and, cer-
tainly, we never adjourned on the 23d
April because it was St. George’s day.
I confess that it would occasion as little
inconvenience to-morrow as any day on
which it could possibly occur, except Sat-
urday ; yet if we set a precedent of this
kind it might on another occasion occur
in the middle of the week, and interfere
with the business of the Senate. I believe
it is not the practice of the House of Com-
mons to adjourn over St. Patrick’s day,
“and T think it is only proper to add that
my hon. friend ought to be content if the
House would adjourn before the dinner
hour to-morrow, and not meet again in
the evening. That would quite carry out
the purpose he has in view, especially as
any procession that takes place occurs in
the forenoon when the Senate is not sit-
ting. Therefore, I trust that the House
will not entertain this motion, chiefly on
the ground that it may be referred to
hereafter as a precedent. There is also a
question whether the notice on the paper
is a regular one, inasmuch as it was given,
I believe, while the doors were closed.
On these grounds I object to the motion.

The SPEAKER declared the motion
lost on a division.

THE GARDINER DIVORCE BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day having been
called for the second reading of Bill (L),
“An Act for the relief of Matthew
Gardiner.”

Ho~x. Mr. FERRIER presented the
certificate of the Clerk of the Senate
setting forth that the notice of the second
reading of the Bill had been duly posted
at the doors of the Senate for fourteen
days.

Also, an affidavit of the service of the
notice and a copy of the Bill on the wife
of petitioner.

[SENATE.]
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Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—This
is not the kind of proof which the rules of
the Senate require : this is simply an affi-
davit of service. The proof which the
Senate requires is evidence to be adduced
at the bar of the Senate vive voce. 1 do
not know whether the House will see fit
to depart from the rule or not. If so,
then the rule must be suspended and this
affidavit accepted in lieu of the evidence
required. The formalities are laid down
in the 76th rule, which is as follows :—

¢ The second reading of the Bill is not to
take place until fourteen days after the first
reading, and notice of such second reading is
to be affixed upon the doors of the Senate
during that period, and a copy thereof and of
the Bill duly served upon the party from
whom the divorce is sought, ang proof on
oath ot =uch service, adduced at the Bar of
Senate, before proceeding to the second read-
ing, or sufficient proof adduced of the impus-
sibility of complying with this regulation.”

The rule clearly requires that the wit-
ness shall appear at the Bar of the Senate.
I do not know that it will make any dif
ference in the case; but perhaps the
Senate might come to different conclu-
sions from hearing a witness at the bar
and the manner in which he gives his tes-
timony, from that which they would arrive
at from reading his affidavit. At all
events, the Witness must be called to the
bar and furnish proof of the service of the
notice and of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—It is quite true,
as stated by my hon. friend, that it has
been the practice to have the witness
examined at the bar, and to put to him
certain questions, and the answers to
those questions form the evidence on which
the House is to judge. But I apprehend,
and probably it will occur to my hon.
friend himself, that on other occasions
besides the last case before us an affidavit
of the service of the formal notice was
received, and the House will see that the
rule only requires that proof shall be
made on oath at the bar of the Senate.
In this case the affidavit is produced to
the House. I recollect a case in which such
evidence was received, and my hon. friend
acceded to the view that it was sufficient
proof unless the House had some doubt
on the subject and wished to examine the
witness orally.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
have no objection to whatever course the
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House may pursue on the matter ; but
my hon, friend is mistaken in supposing
that an affidavit is the proof required by
the rule. « Proof on ocath ” is the lan-
8uage which is adopted with reference to
the service of the preliminary notice—that
15, the notice of the intention to apply for
a bill of divorce. Rule 73 says :

“ A copy of the notice in writing, is to be

Served, at the instance of the applicant, on
3¢ person from whom the divorce is sought,
if the residence of such person can be ascer-
ned ; and proof on oath of such service, or
?‘ the attempts made to effect it, to the satis-
action of the Senate, is to be adduced before
¢ Senate on the reading of the Petition.”
That has been done by an affidavit, which,
of course, is proof on oath, and then the
€nate resolves that is satisfactory. But
When you come to the 76th rule the lan-
8uage is changed, and it is not then “‘proof
on oath,” but “proof on oath * * *
adduced at the bar of the Senate.”

Hon. Mr. FERRIER—The proof is
«Contained in the affidavit of service directly
on the individual.

Hon, Sir. ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
Tile requires the presence of the witness
ere to prove it.

HoN. Mr. FERRIER moved that the
Tule of the House be suspended, and that
e affidavit be deemed sufficient, and the
ttendance of the witness at the bar be
Spensed with.,

p Hon. S1r ALEX. CAMPBELL—It is
Or the House to say whether they are
thiPosed to suspend their rules, and accept
IS affidavit in lieu of the presence of the
N tness. It may not be attended by any
Vil results, but it certainly is a departure
Om the rule—a departure from that for-
Mality in which safety is often found.

Hon. Mr, POWER—As has been sug-
8ested by the leader of the Government,
a:dal‘e acting in a judicial capacity now,
it T have very grave doubts as to whether
noli?' Competent for the House, without any
-y ICe given beforehand, to suspend the
tiese thqh is intended to protect the par-
tha In bills of this sort. It is possible

@t the counsel for the defendant, the

€, In this case may be prepared to con-

t}:Ct the evidence which would be given
€ bar on behalf of the husband. And
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I may say further, I have very grave
doubts as to whether this is a case in
which we should suspend the rules of the
House. It will be remembered that the
proof of the attempt to serve a notice of
the bill in the first instance was made in
the same way, by affidavit here. Ilearned
afterwards (it is not evidence, of course)
from a member of the House of Com-
mons whose firm happened to be inter-
ested in the matter, that they had offered
to accept service on behalf of the wife, and
further that there had been no attempt
whatever on her part to evade the service.
Consequently grave doubts are thrown on
the reliability of the affidavits made here
on behalf of the plaintiff I think under
the circumstances the House ought to be
slow to accept this affidavit as satisfactory
proof.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Would not
it be competent for that evidence to be
contradicted by proof before the Com-
mittee ?

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—No,
the rule requires that the evidence be
furnished here at the bar of the Senate.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—A rulé of the
Senate may be suspended without notice,
but it requires the assent of the Senate.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
unanimous assent.

How. Mr. DICKEY—-The ordinary
rule is that notice shall be given in the first
instance, but there is no doubt itis equally
in the power of the Senate to suspend a
rule without notice.

Hon. Mr. FERRIER-—I may state
that the respondent’s counsel is present,

How. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL—That
does not make any difference.

Hon. MRr. FERRIER—I mean to say
there is positive proof that the respondent
has rcceived the notice in the way I have
stated. This affidavit is confirmed by the
fact of the counsel for the respondent
being present to act for her in the matter.

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
would be sorry to interpose any obstacles
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in the way of my hon. friend getting on
with his bill, but it is very essential that
we should preserve the forms of the
House in what is reaily a judicial question.
In a court of justice a judge would have
no hesitation in saying in such a case as
this “It is my duty to examine the wit-
ness and if he is not present in court I
cannot allow the case to proceed.” That
would be the decision of a judge. As we
are sitting here in a judicial capacity in
this case, is it not safe to adhere to the
rule which says that proof shall be adduced
at the bar of the Senate? Would it not
be unwise and unsafe to depart from that
rule and to take ap affidavit as proof? It
seems to me that it is far better for the
House to adhere to the rules. It may
postpone the second reading of the Bill
for a day or two, but it is far safer to fol-
low the regular course which the rules of
the House prescribe. Outside of that I
think there is no safety.

Hon. Mr. FERRIER moved that the
order of the day be discharged and the
second reading of the Bill fixed for Tues-
day next,

The motion was agreed to.

CANADA SOUTHERN & ERIE &
NIAGARA COMPANIES BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second
reading of (Bill 14), “An Act respecting
. the Canada Southern Railway Company

and the Erie and Niagara Railway
Company.” ‘ .
He said:—The Erie and Niagara

Railway Company under their charter
had power to construct a branch railway
connecting with the Welland Railway at
or near Port Robinson on the Welland
Canal. That Railway subsequently be-
came the Canada Southern Railway
_with a charter issued in Ontario, and
power to make connection with other lines
and also to build branches. The present
Bill is on the petition of the two Railways
asking that the time limited for building
these branches, which they had power to
build under their several charters—
shall be extended for three years. This
Bill also asks power to enable the Canada
Southern Railway Company to enter into

HoN. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL.
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an agreement with the St. Clair River
Railway Company for the purposes of
completing and purchasing that line.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
read the second time.

LOAN AND SAVINGS COMPANIES.
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN moved the second
reading of (Bill P), “An Act respecting
Loan and Savings Companies.”

He said :—The object of this Bill, which
is an amendment to the law respecting
Loan and Savings and Building Companies
is to enable the shareholders of any such
company, if they so desire, by resolution
passed at ahy regular meeting of the com-
pany called for that purpose, to increase
their stock in the manner prescribed by
the act.  As the law stands, in the issuing
of any shares the directors are bound to
allot them to the existing shareholders,
and if any are not taken up they can be
sold for the general benefit of the com-
pany. By this act it is provided that the
shareholders may, if they see fit, on a vote,
of not less than two-thirds in value, of all
the shareholders of the company present
in person or represented by proxy, at
a special meeting called for that purpose,
prescribe how such new stock may be
issued with regard to allotment to the
existing shareholders or otherwise, and
what amount shall be issued, the amount
to be paid on subscription of such shares,
the time at which the balance shall be
called up and the dividend to be paid
thereon. The reason why the amend-
ments are asked for are these; hon.
gentlemen are aware that at present most
of the Loan Companies in Ontario have
obtained more or less money from capi-
talists in England on debentures
and it is believed that many of those
parties hitherto investing in these bonds
would ,very gladly invest in the shares of
companies if they had the opportunity of
doing so,and this Bill is to enable any
company that desires to issue shares and
place them on the market in England,
to do so in the manner prescribed by the
Act. Hon. gentlemen are, of course,
aware that in England, for instance, stock
that is not fully paid up is much preferred
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to stock which is paid up in full. I ask
t the Bill be read the second time,
though it is an amendment to a public
Act and should perhaps be referred to a
Committee of the whole House. 1 think
Owever, it would be more convenient
and more satisfactory to refer it to the
Standing Committee on Banking and
Commerece.

. Hon. MR, ALEXANDER—I conceive
1t my duty as a shareholder in various loan
Societies to state what I feel to be objec-
Uons of so grave a character that I think
the Bill should not be read the second
time, It is well known to every member
of this House that the Banking Commit-
tee of the Senate bestowed great labor and
are in making the charters of the loan
Companies as perfect as possible, to guard
the shareholders and to guard the public;
and what is the effect of a bill of this

aracter brought in by a private member,
Unknown to the public, under the provi-
Sions of which Bill the Directors of a loan

Society can at any time increase their capi-
stock,

Hon. Mr. AIKINS—You surely have
Not read the Bili?

HoN. Mr. ALEXANDER—The di-
;eCtOTS by getting a vote of the share-
°1flel:S can increase the capital of the loan
Societies. It is well known that various
complaints of this character have come up
Within the last six months ; that commer-
¢1al men and others have been speculating
1N the stocks of loan companies and they
Ve been misled and have lost large sums
o money. We have the case of the
8 Ntario Bank ; we have the case of par-
€S connected with certain of the loan
e:c}etles-w}lo made investments under an
htlre misapprehension of the position of
lo: Bank. “We find that certain stocks of
N societies stand at a certain premium.
Staxie' the Huron and Erie, for instance,
hol, ding to-day at 6214 ! Take the Free-
4, Standing at about 72, and other loan
leties. The speculator takes the char-
and he there sees what is the capital
i _Ck of the loan society and he speculates
€lr stock, forming his estimate en-
c°:ny on the amount of the capital of the
whi l;la“)', and judging by the premium at
bil]% the stock stands. Vet here is a
Tought in by a private member, under

ter
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which the directors of loan companies may
increase the capital stock of such com-
panies, and the public may not be aware
of it. 1 am sure the House will not
allow a private member to legislate in this
direction, after the explanation I have
given. If such legislation is necessary at
all, it is the duty of the Government to
take the responsibility. Then we would
have a guarantee that the legislation will
be safe for the protection of the share-
holders and the public. We all know that
in the city of Toronto we have a number
of gentlemen who are directors of loan
socleties and their chief object is to get
the allowance of four dollars for each
weekly meeting of the Board. They
have no deep interest in these loan
societies—I could cite twenty to fifty cases
where they simply purchased enough stock
to qualify—being what is called “ Guinea
pigs.” That is the name by which they
are known in London, England, and the
fact has been much dwelt upon there.
They take stock perhaps to the extent of
$2,000, in order to get on the board of
directors and draw their four dollars for
each meeting. I ask would you give
those men,—who perhaps have got the
control of millions of money,—a power
unknown to the public, and which they
may exercise at any moment, by passing a
bill of this sort, which is not introduced
by the Government but by a private mem-
ber ? Is there any petition before this
House from any loan society, or from any
individual within this country, demanding
legislation in this direction? I think not,
and we should not load our statute books
with legislation which may be fraught with
evil. There are various other objections
to the bill, which may be pointed out if
the House allows it to go to the second
reading, but I now protest against legisla-
tion of this kind and I think it is unworthy
of the Government to allow a private
member to bring forward such a bill,

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the second time.

LAKE SUPERIOR AND JAMES' BAY
RAILWAY BILL.
SECOND READING.
Ho~N. Mr. DICKEY—I was placed in
the position of taking charge of this Bill

for the purpose of getting it before the
Committee, in order to expedite the busi-
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ness of the House, but without having
very much knowledge of the Bill and, in
fact, no interest in it whatever ; but I
will state its object and repeat what I said
yesterday on this subject.

HoN. MrR. MACFARLANE—Has the
bill been circulated ?

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—It has been cir-
culated. The object of the Bill is to pro-
vide railway communication between the
great inland sea of Lake Superior and our
great ocean sea of Hudson Bay, and
in this connection I may observe that
the introduction of this Bill suggests
considerations of the most. gratifying
nature with regard to the extent and re-
sources of our Dominion in a direction
where only a short time ago such re-
sources were not supposed to exist

. This is no less than a bill for the construc-
tion of a railway for several hundreds of
miles across a country which, only a few
years ago, was a lone land ; a country of
which little was known, and less was ex-
pected ; yet I believe it is a region of
very large resources in timber, fish and
other commodities. These facts may be
expected to induce capitalists to build
this railway, and I hope—without wishing
in any way to make anything like a spread-
eagle speech upon this subject—that it
will be gratifying to the House to bear in
mind that this is a bill to develop a coun-
try from which, until very recently, we
expected to derive little or no benefit.
I have therefore great pleasure in moving
the second reading of the Bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned at 4.20 p. m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, March 17, 1882,

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

THIRD REPORT ADOPTED.

Hon. Mr. MACFARLANE, in the
absence of the Hon, Mr. Simpson, moved
the adoption of the third report of the

HoN. MR. DickEy.

[SENATE.]

Enlargement Contract.

Joint Committee on Printing. He
explained that it was one of the usual
reports of the Committee recommending
the printing of certain documents.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned at 3.50 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, March 20, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
SAULT ST. MARIE BRIDGE BILL.
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Com-
mitte on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bors, reported Bill (43), “ An Act to in-
corporate the Sault St. Marie Bridge Com-
pany” with certain amendments. He said
that these amendments were generally in
the direction of making the Bill conform-
able to the Railway Act and other existing
legislation.

ST. PETER’S CANAL ENLARGE-
" MENT CONTRACT.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. MILLER inquired—

¢ Whether Kennedy the assignee of Tuck,
the contractor for the enlargement of St.
Peter’s canal, Cape Breton, has been paid in
full for all work done in connection with that
undertaking ; or has the Government reserved
any portion of the money due for said work to
Fay the claims of persons to whom Tuck was
argely indebted for labor and materials sup-
plied for said canal enlargement ; and if not,
18 it the intention of the éovernment to afford
any relief to those persons who have suffered
from the fraud of the contractor in relation to
that public work ?”

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—In
reply to the question that has been put by
my hon. friend, I beg to say that Mr.
Kennedy, the assignee of Tuck, has been
paid in full for all work done in connec-
tion with the contract in question. The
Government has not reserved any portion
of the money due for said work to pay the
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Claims of personsto whom Tuck was largely
Indebted for labor and materials supplied,
and it js not the intention of the Govern-
Ment—in fact they have no means—to
afford relief to those persons who have
Suffered. I have answered the question
Catagorically. I may add that at the time
Of the assignment of the contract from
One contractor to the other, the Govern-
Ment was not informed that there
%ere any claims against the original con-
tractor, * It was only after the assignment
®as consented to, that the Government
%as informed that Tuck was largely in-
ebted to the laborers. Representation
%as made to the then Minister of Public
orks (Mr. Mackenzie) and he distribut-
ed, amongst the creditors of the original
Contractor, the ten per cent. which had
€n reserved in the hands of the Govern-
ment, That was all that could be done.
terwards further application having been
Teceived, a reference was made to. the
¢ €partment of Justice to know if any-
ung could be done by way of retaining
Money out of the hands of the new con-
tractor,  The Department of Justice
Informed the Minister of Railways and
als that nothing could be done. A
lestger was written on the 21st September,
of ©, by Mr. Lash, the Deputy Minister
Justice, to the Secretary of the Depart-

:‘ﬁ?:egéiailways and Canals, which I

“In reply to your communication of
{eSt.e.rday asking for opinion as to the
labﬂ!ty of the Government in respect to
tertain claims made against Mr. J. P. Tuck
thte 4 contractor for the enlargement of

€ St. Peter's Canal, C. B., I have the
s&nm to say that in my opinion upon the
te of facts disclosed in the report of the
Ggglneer in charge (paper No. 89,159) the
the"emt_nent is in no way bound to pay
with claim, nor would they be justified
con Out an order to that effect from the

tractor in using any moneys which

Clai);ﬁs,t? due to him, in paying such

theso it will be seen to have been out of
- Power of the Government to do any-

g more than was done.

&OI;ON. Mr MILLER—It is evident
Min; the material in the hands of the
tpeSter of Justice that he expected a

from me in reference to this mat-
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"ter, and I am sorry that I have disappoint-

ed him. But the truth is, I have spoken
so frequently upon this subject in the
House that I do not feel justified in tres-
passing: upon the time of the Senate upon
the present cccasion with any remarks. 1
have been applied to on numerous occa-
sions by persons who suffered through the
fraud of the contractor, Tuck, and have
been pressed to get for them a final an-
swer as to whether anything could be done
to afford them relief under the circum-
stances as no other course was open to me
than the one I have adopted, and as it
was the most ready means of conveying
the information to the applicants that they
desired to receive I concluded to ask this
question. I can only express my regret
that after having, in conjunction with
other representatives from Cape-Breton,
done everything in my power to press the
claims of those unfortunate individuals on
the Government, I have been unsuccess-
ful. Itisonly within the last few days that
fouror fivefarmers,who werein comfortable
circumstances, have, in consequence of
the frauds practised upon them by Tuck,
had their farms sold under mortgage, and
been thrown out of house and home.
The numbers of such cases in Cape
Breton is very large, much larger than one
would suppose from the amount of the
claims, which is about $12,000 or $13,-
ooco. I have done what I could to get
satisfaction or redress for these poor
people, and, having failed, they must, so
far as I am concerned, only take the will
for the deed.

WINTER COMMUNICATION WITH
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.

MOTION.

Hon. MR. HAYTHORNE moved,

That an humble Address be presented to
His Excellen%y the Governor General, pray-
ing that His Fxcellency will cause to be laid
before this House a Return showing :—

1st. The number of trips made by the Con-
tractors for carrying the mails between Cape
Traverse, in Prince Edward Island and Cape
Tormentine, in New Brunswick, from the
recommencement of the Mail Service by that
route in the present year, to the 15th day of
the current month.

2n0d. The number of mails which have been

delayed at either Cape, also, the length and
cause of such delays.
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He said :—The subject contained in
the motion of which I have given notice is
one of very considerable importance to
those inhabitants of the Dominion who live
by the sea side, and T wish to divest the
question as far as possible, of all extran-
eous matters and confine myself to one
view of it, and to avoid those parts of the
subject which relate to the carriage of
mails and passcngers on the land. I wish
to deal with a far more difficult and more
important question—the carriage of mails
and passengers across the straits—and I de-
sire, first and foremost to simplify the
question still further by drawing the
attention of the House to the fact
that this question is not one belonging
properly or solely to Prince Edward
Island  The question is the carriage of
Her Majesty’s mail which, I take it belongs
to the whole of this Dominion—and the
whole of Her Majesty’s dominions ;
and therefore it would be very narrow
minded indeed to view the question as
one belonging exclusively to Prince Ed-
ward Island. There might be some hesi-
tation, perhaps, in making a very large ex-
penditure of money, or entering upon
some untried experiment with a view
solely to the interests of one Province.
But when the question relates to the wel-
fare and trade of the whole Dominion it
assumes far larger proportions. There is
another view of the question to which I
wish alsoto draw attention, and that is that
when the Province with which I am con-
nected entered Confederation, ncw nine
years ago, one of the terms was that the
Province was to be kept in communica-
tion, winter and summer, by steam with
the Intercolonial Railway. I am not going
to assert that no attempt has been made to
fulfil those conditions, becausethe tact that
a steamer was built specially for this pur-
pose and has been endeavoring to run
during several seasons past between the
harbor of Pictou and the harbor of George-
town, would be a sufficient answer to that;
but the truth of the matter is that that
steamer has been unsuccessful in her
attempts to keep open winter communi-
cation by steam. I am not going to dis-
parage her performances, or to speak
lightly of the ship herself. She has proved
herself to be a strong and useful vessel
and the vicissitudes she has gone through
not only this winter but on frequent other
occasions, in the ice has demonstrated

HoN, MR, HAYTHORNE,
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that she has been skilfully constructed.
I believe myself that but for the skill which
has been displayed in her construction
she would not now be in existence or
that those embarked on her would be
alive to tell the tale of privations they had
gone through in the ice; but it has been
found necessary in a very early period of
our experience in this winter communica-
tion, to have recourse to the old method
of carrying the mails in the winter. It
has been found by experience that the
Northern Light cannot, and perhaps it
would be safe to say no vessel which
could be constructed, can safely contend
with the ice-pack in the month of Febru-
ary, between Georgetown and Pictou.
That I believe to be a fact. Hon. gentle-
men and many others seem to think that
all conditions of ice are the same. It
would be necessary for those who have to
deal with this important question, to dis-
abuse their minds of that idea, and ascer-
tain what the difficulties to contend with
really are—to discriminate between the
really solid ice which obstructs navigation
and that which is broken and which can
be overcome by steam, or even small ves-
sels. I have, therefore, put my motion
on the paper in the form in which it ap-
pears. I consider myself, that it is pretty
nearly a certain thing that the branch
railways which have been talked of in con-
nection with this subject will be con-
structed at a not very remote period, if
not by this Government by some
other Government, or in connec
tion with the proposed marine rail-
way; and, therefore, I am not sorry
to drop that question of railway connec-
tion from the subject. At the most
they are not surrounded by engineering
or other difficulties. They are simply
questions of dollars and cents, and the
whole cost of them, including the wharves,
&c., necessary, amounts to but $634,838,
which certainly is not a very formidable
sum for a purpose so generally useful for
a Dominion like ours, which is expending
money by the million in British Colum-
bia. This subject of the transport of
mails and passengers across the strait
which separates Prince Edward Island
from the mainland, is now becoming more
important than ever, and for reasons
which I will briefly describe : many years
ago, when our commerce was less and
our population was smaller, and inter-
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Course between the Island and the main-
t:nd was a very small thing on the whole,
N €se small boats could perhaps perform
ti:l Service without much difficulty, but
al es have completely altered. Qur por-
ation has grown, and what has effected
g;"haps _the greatest change, is our en-
Nce into the Confederation. That
WZS_ also made a great change in our trade,
ich foym‘erly was more exclusively with
isreat Britain and the United States. It
otnOW to a large extent conducted with
ander Provinces of the  Dominion,
oth Consequently our intercourse with
creer Parts of the country has greatly in-
i ased. It has therefore become more
a portant than ever that the mail service
CToss the straits should be conducted
:‘l’:;? dgreater regularity. It is evident
2 te ifficulty and danger might arise from
tionw fday§ delay through the accumula-
may Ot mails. On ordinary occasions the
e Passes every day, and so long as the
l_élther remains favorable there is no
gueta't accumulation, and the danger is less,
Weatlg some conditions of the straits and
ang €I 1t 1s impossible for days to pass,
of COnsequently there is a large amount
Mails which is of itself a cause of very
8reat danger in crossing the straits.
that Ofll_; gentlemen will easily understand
mailw en perhaps one hundred or more
s sacks are to be carried across a strait
Wardais that which separates Prince Ed-
ung Slqnd from the main land, it is an
ertaking of very considerable danger.
of t;‘ I want to bring before the attention
pOssi% 1Government and this House is the
1 1ty of preventing these interruptions.
Want to show what conditions of the strait
n;’v’ealther cause these delays and having
o b;hat, I want next to show how they
Unne st be obviated. It would be quite
: enCESS"ary that I should state when these
. teUPtlons take place ; they occur every
few o5 they have occurred within the last
Cameiy& Itis an actual fact that as I
day 10 take my place in the House to-
Y5 }{ad two letters placed in my hands
arc}Il’rmce Edward Island, dated 11th
the 1o ,dshowmg they were nine days on
com ad, bu.t that is a short interruption
ePeared With some that have occurred.
discqg 3easons ago this subject was under
Princ:lon by the gentlemen representing
Of the Edward Island in both branches
Conglys: gislature and they came to the
-'usion that they would wait upon the

with P.E. Island.

Minister of Railways, Sir Charles Tupper,
with a memorial. We did so and had a
long discussion upon the question with the
Minister. The tenor of our memorial was
to advise that the subject was surrounded
with difficulties, and that to the best of
our belief the Government did not possess
that information on the subject which was
essential to enable them to deal with it
successfully. The answer given to us
was that since the previous session a re-
port had been received and I think had
been ordered by the then Minister’s prede-
cessor, Mr. Mackenzie. That is numbered
one hundred and forty-four, and dated
1879, and is a report of a cvil engineer
of some eminence Mr. Henry McLeod.
It is, I may say, a very valuable report,
but it does not touch on the points at
issue. Mr. McLeod appears to have
gone to the Island with very full
instructions and, if I am to judge from
the report, with some forty questions
drawn up for him or by himself at his
leisure—which I will not say. He not
only acted as an engineer on this occasion,
but also examined a great many witnesses
whose evidence is before us in this report.
His instructions were to ascertain whether
it was practicable to navigate that strait
from day to day during the winter—in
fact whether steam communication can be
kept up there. Now, I think our further
experience is conclusive as to the point
that during a severe state of weather, when
these straits are blockaded with heavy
pack ice, it is utterly impossible for any
steamboat to navigate them, but these are
not the occasions when interruptions oc-
cur. When the weather is most severe,
the ice is most solid and connections are
most regular. Consequently though there
may be interruptions to traffic such as
taking goods across, nevertheless there is
more regularity in the transportation of
mails and passengers than at any other
time and less to complain of. What
really cause the interruptions are the
thaws during the course of the winter,
such as have occurred this year and
heavy storms which break up these
thick strata of ice and prevent boats cross-
ing readily and safely. These great
storms and the changes from severe to
mild weather break up the ice to such an
extent that men and boats cannot pass
over it, and the existence of any con-
siderable expanse of this broken ice pre-

109
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vents communication between the island
and main land. These are the two
causes of the interruptions to the carriage
of our mails. Hon. gentlemen can under-
stand that a small boat laden with passen-
gers and mail bags cannot be safe under
such circumstances as those; a heavy
breeze would have the effect of swamping
the boat.

The time has evidently arrived when
the Government must do something to
overcome this difficulty. It is not merely
their own characters as administrators that
are at stake, but the safety of Her Majesty’s
mails and of her subjects whose lives are
constantly jeopardized under the circum-
stances which I have just described to the
House.

Now, while I am willing to admit, so
far as our modern science and experience
have gone, we do not believe in the possi-
bility of navigating thcse Straits, or any
other Straits surrounding our Island,
while the ice is at its thickest, I do say
that the real interruptions can to a great
extent be obviated by assisting the mail
boat service with a steamer. The atten-
tion of Mr. McLeod, the engineer whose
report I have alluded to just now, had
been carefully drawn to this point, and
he examined several witnesses upon that
subject. I will just read the question
which he put and the answer given to it
by several witnesses :—

‘Can the present ice-boat service be
improved in any way, if so, state how;
would high towers on each side be service-
able with lights and signal bells ; are boat-
houses with stoves required ; would two
small tugs, one on each side, be useful ?”

That has been answered by several
witnesses in the affirmative. The first is
a man who has lived on the bank of the
Straits his whole life. His name is Allen.
The twelfth question and his answer to it
are as follows :—

“In your opinion, what draft of steamer
would be most servicable for both winter
and summer service ? ”

A screw steamer drawing 8 to 10 feet.”

Then again several other witnesses an-
swer the same question: “ A steamer
would not be as safe off Capes as off
Georgetown ; but she would be as safe as

HonN., MR. HAYTHORNE,
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off Pictou.” But perhaps the most expe-
rienced witnesses of any who were exam-
ined were the present contractors, Messrs.
Muttart and Irving. These gentlemen
are now advanced in years, and this ser-
vice has been the occupation of their whole
lives. They are both men of high intelli-
gence, and I think about as capable of
judging on this point as any that can be
found. The only objections which have
been urged against placing a steamer on
this route is that she could not be safely
berthed there. These two witnesses, and
several others whose evidence was taken
by Mr. McLeod, speak with very great
confidence not only as to the safety of
vessels so berthed, but also the facility
for this accommodation. In the first
place they say that the vessel could make
a place for herself—that a screw-steamer
drawing eight to ten feet of water would
be in no danger ; that the berth would not
become blocked up with “lolly” or drift
ice for any length of time. “ The easiest
place on the main-land to make a berth
would be off Cape Jourimain. The
steamer would be just as safe as off
Georgetown. The depth of water at the
edge of the board-ice would be about six
fathoms on the island side, and three
fathoms on the main-land.” Then, being
asked ““ What is the easiest condition for
crossing with boats, and what causes the
difficulty?” the answer will, I think, con-
firm the fact which I have just placed be-
fore the House. Mr. Irving says that
the easiest condition for crossing is when
there exists “level field ice without snow.
Lolly is the great obstruction ; open water
with wind is an obstruction.” But,as I
explained to the House just now, the
question which was paramount in Mr
McLeod’s mind when he took this evi-
dence and made this inquiry was, that a
steamer should be maintained day by day
there, constantly navigating those straits,
and feeling the impracticability of that,
I took occasion first in the year 1879,
and subsequently in connection with my
hon. friend opposite from Prince Edward
Island, when some of those long inter-
ruptions occurred, to put myself in com-
munication with these two contractors
and inquire from them what had been in
their opinion the cause of some recent
interruptions, and whether in their opin-
ion they would have been obviated by the
assistance of a steamer, If the House
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Will bear with me for a few minutes, I will
Just read the communication to them and
their answers ;

To Arrrug Irvive, Esq.,
Cape Traverse,
DEeARr SIgr, .
Senator Mont-
gomery and I, in common I believe with all
Others here who are connected with Prince
ward lsland, have been much disappointed
1€ Interruption of all communication by
mail with our homes and with those we re-
]Preeent. . We feel assured, however, that this
n!'e“‘\lptwn has not been caused by any re-
Missness on your part or that of Mr. Muttart
Or your crews. ,
b e are confident that all has been done
eg'sg'Ou both and by your men to ensure suc-

1 will now proceed to state the more imme-
e objects of this communication. Yester-
oo Mr. Montgomery and I called at the Post-
newter General’s Department, to enquire after

€Ws from the Island, and at our request tel-

BTams were sent to the Cape, in the course
w the day two answers were received and for-

arded to us. By these we find that the
anﬁt‘f returned to the Ieland on the 18th inst.,
o8 1ad not been able to accomplish a pas-
‘Ige to Tormentine since up to yesterday ;

80 that the prospects were considered bad.
cours Montgomery’s wish and mine is, of

Urse, to servé the interests of our Province
b{g:smg our positions as Senators with the
effects. And we think we might possibly
lm_‘:mphsh. something towards & more regu-
of u:‘ﬂnsmlaelon of mails by the combination
the 8 boat and steamship service between
liab)e 2PeS; if we were in possession of & re-
mev::tt;itemen; of the (_:ausgs }v}ncl;1 h;we

Al
ten daye. you from crossing during the last

¢ therefore make it our request that you

confer with Mr. Muttart on this subject
statj rite us as soon as possible thereon,
beregg articularly as far as can be remem-
the a8t was the state of the weather since
state 8th, day by day, if possible, if not,
by N tgememlly; also it crossing was prevented
in th rms whether of wind (with open water

o e Gulf), or snow, or by both, but what
You l_}mttlcu.lmuly. wish to know, whether in
Soulg candid opinions the Northern Light
days hﬂ‘Ve effected a passage on any of those
Our Wwhich prevented the boats from crossing.
ex °J>lmon has always been, and our more
that th experience each year confirms it,
fn oi€ boat and steam service should act
betwo’“b’““w" and that the best station is

®en the Capes.

Wwoy

1 R. P. HAYTHORNE.
R answer to that I received very short-
terwards from the contractor a letter
it gmmmg what the causes had been, and
Sion med my opinion on every occa-
have He does not assert that he could
€pt up communication under all
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circumstances ; but he does assert that if
he had been assisted by a steamer he
could have carried the mails with tolera-
ble regularly. His letter is as follows :—

CarPe TORMENTINE,
March, 15th, 1879.
On the 17th of February I crossed to
Tormentine with mails, wind north, had no
mails that day to return. Mr. Muttart came
over the next day, wind north-east, blowin
pretty hard, about three miles thin ice.

did not put out from this side. Mr. Yeo and
Son, passengers on that day. Mr. Muttart
said 1 would have had no chance to have

made the Island. The storm was up by 12
o’clock. The Northern Light, that day,
could have crossed to the good ice, meet ice
boats and exchange mails. The same on
Wednesday aud Thursday. We were out a
good part of the day ; had not one pan of old
ice. Steamer, this day, could have crossed
from board ice to board ice a number of times.
Next day—Friday—the big storm; nothing
could be done that day. Saturday, the win
north-west, report from the Island—three
miles of lolly. Steamers service good this
day, also.on Sunday boats crossed to Island.
It 8o happened there was no erew on hand, it
being Spunday, the four regular boats crews’
were all at Tormentine. The crossing was not
so that any of the crews could make a return
trip that day. Steamer would have been of
no service. Monday, Tuesday and Wednes-
day, wind north-west, blowing hard and
stormy at times; ice runaing all this time
east. On Thursday, crossed and returned
with all the mails. ,

We had another delay since last Wednes-
day until yesterday: the boats from the
Island made out to get across, but from this
side they had to return. Half way, lolly and
Island shore. Steamer could have kept up
communication every day this time.

I remain,
Your obdt. svt.,
ArTaUR IRVING,

Hon. gentlemen will observe that under
the circumstances these small boats to
which the mails and passegers are com-
mitted could not pass at all. whereas in
the opinion of this experienced contractor
a steamer could have passed from shore to
shore several times. He gives some in-
stances in which their passage was inter-
rupted by the existence of rough water, or
this other condition of “lolly” (which hon.
gentlemen do not understand so well per-
haps) and if they had been assisted by a
screw-steamer on that occasion they would
have been able to deliver their mails and
passengers with regularity. On some oc-
casions, when great storms prevailed, he
could not cross. I had a further commu-
nication at another time, when the mails
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were interrupted, from the same parties
and with the same results. It was as
follows :—

Caprk TORMEATINE,

April 18th, 1879.
Hon. R. P. Haythorne,

- DEar Bir,—I received your letter yesterda
evening, too late to answer it by to-day’s mai

On Tuesday, st April, the boats left this
side—south wind—not much water—but
blowing pretty hard. .he boats’ aid were
afraid to put ont from the Island side,
knowing there would Lbe much more water in
the after part of the day—and wind increas-
ing—they would stand a poor chance of land-
ing. To remedy this a eix or eight-oared
water boat should be kept on this side.

Second and third.—Wind north, blowing
hard, with snow showers; water about half-
way from Island shore; steamer could have
kept up communication these two days.

ourth, Friday.—Snow storm; wind east.
No possibility of crossing. _

Saturday, Fifth.—Boats crossed each way;
had about three miles lolly, which we were
able to row through. The same amount of
storm earlier in the season would have pre
vented crossing for a day or two. ¢
A steamer would have no trouble at present,
or for the last fortnight.

I remain, &c.,

ARTHUR IRvVING.

Again last year the same thing occurred
also with the same results. I think, there-
fore, I am justified in asserting that these
interruptions could, to a great extent, be
obviated if this boat service were assisted
by a suitable steamer. Of course I under-
stand perfectly well that steamers, par-
ticularly those required for special pur-
poses, cannot be extemporized in a mo-
ment, but the Government might, if they
were so disposed, considerably assist that
boat service across the Straits with very
little delay, and at comparatively small
expense. ’

These boat houses have been recom-
mended by many experienced men, by
Mr. McLelan and by a deputation of
members of Parliament and Senators of
the Dominion, who waited upon the
Minister of Public Works, and the utility
of them has been admitted. They might
be built at a very small cost and they will
have the effect of enabling the boats to go
out to their work in a dry and serviceable
condition ; whereas all that can be done
at present with their equipment, oars, etc. ;
is simply to turn them bottom upwards on
the board ice. I would like to make one
more point before I resume my seat,

Hon. MR. HAYTHORNE
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which is the very small remuneration
allowed for this service. It is performed
by contract, and perhaps it may be said
that if men are to be found prepared.to
attend to this work at unremunerative
prices, it can hardly be expected that the
Government shall advance the amount. I
think under ordinary circumstances I
could endorse that view but the circum
stances of this case are so special that I
think the arguments which would prevail
in favor of letting work by contract in
general, do not apply to this particular
service ; because it is necessary that the
parties who are to perform it must be men
of undoubted steadiness and experience
besides their other qualities; and if it
were entrusted to inexperienced men,
living perhaps at a considerable distance
from the sea-shore there would be contin-
ual danger. It seems to me the proper
plan would be to consider what a fair re-
muneration for the service would be, and
to grant that to the present contractors as
long as they are capable of performing the
work, and there will always be a number
of young men, who, having had the ad-
vantage of the experience of their parents
would be able in future to take the matter
in hand. In the Local Government of the
Island, before Confederation, although
public opinion was rather in favor of the
general principle of letting contracts by
tender, they actually declined to let that
particular service by tender and had it
performed by private contract. Another
very important point is the want of some
larger boats to assist the smaller ones
when much open water is found. Such
boats would cost very little, and until a
steamer is provided by the Government
(if they should decide upon putting a
steamer there) I hope they will furnish
such boats ; they would be very useful
adjuncts to the present service. There
are times when the ice dissappears alto-
gether for a time, and under such circum-
stances the larger boats would be of very
great use. I regret to have detained the
House so long upon this subject, but I
hope the Goverment will bear in mind the
strong feeling which is growing up in the
Island upon this question; the papers
there are beginning to take an exceedingly
bitter view of this matter and it is affected
in their estimation by subjects which per-
hapshave no strict connectionwith it. They
are beginning to talk about the large ex-
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Penditure that is being made at the
Western end of the Dominion while their
OWn important interests are comparatively
Postponed : I hope that the House will
allow me to combine with this motion the
Question of which I have also given notice,

Cause they both relate to the same
Question so closely that it is hardly pos-
Sible to separate them, and possibly the
One statement from the minister may serve
for the two, The question is as follows:—

Whether the attention of His Excellency’s
b.lYlsers has been directed to the practica-
o'a'ty of assisting the Boat Service between
G e Traverse, in Prince Edward Island and

ape Tormentine, in New Brunswick, by the

*mployment of a suitable Steam vessel, or by

any other means ?

Hon. Mr. MONTGOMERY.—This
Matter has been before us for the last
. Tee or four years or more, but 1 am
OITy to say there has not been very much

Onhe towards improving the crossing be-

tween the Island and the mainland,
Ough it has been shewn that communi-
o ftlon can be kept up for the greater part
th‘the year between the two. I do not
Unk myself that the crossing between
Cou and the Island can be kept up
Uring the month of February and a great
Part of March. 1 think something should
bo done' towards assisting those small
ats which have to perform the service
mOCYossmg between the Capes during the
ellths I have named. 1 have crossed
tilllre Myself, and have had a very severe
ne Of it, having reached the edge of the
at:mg Ice, we came to a piece of open
hag T one mile and a half broad, which
%“1‘0 be crossed before the board ice
falle be reached, and if the wind had not
we SXI\I Just as we came up there, I believe
the ould have had to remain on the ice
whole night. Had such been our
» the consequences would have been
Serious, as the succeeding day saw
“01113 .the most severe snow storms one
N Imagine, 1 think there should be
Means adopted for meeting the
of Feb‘:al'rymg the mails. In the month
the Wmary when the wind prevails from
ang ¢ 5t small boats are not able to cross
to ;. o€ steps are absolutely necessary
?houlgrove the crossing there ; larger boats
in the be provided, or else a steamer, and
Blieg te"ent of the latter boat being sup-
ere would be occasions when the

8
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larger boat could not be used and then the
small boats could perform the service ; on
the other hand when ethe smaller boats
could not be utilized the steamer oulc p
take their place. Itis a hard undertak-
ing I admit, but I have often wished we
had some member of the Government
with us on such days as that I named when
real danger and hardship had to be faced.

Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—Hear,
hear. I wish you had them all then!

Hon. Mr. MONTGOMERY—I can-
not help thinking that afterwards we should
have no difficulty in getting these boats
furnished. At present when you go down
to the ice boat you find it turned up on
the ice and often covered with snow, 1
would strongly urge that there should be
boat houses on both sides of the Straits
to keep them dry, they would then be
comfortable to travel in. As matters now
are it is a great hardship to travellers and
passengers crossing over to the mainland,
both mails and passengers being liable to
a wetting. I might mention that on one
occasion, some four or five years ago, three
boats were crossing and it was blowing so
hard that one of the boats being smaller
than the others began to fill ; we in our
boat seeing her danger were preparing to
throw the mail and luggage overboard
and go to their rescue, but fortunately
they weathered the storm. As it was,
some of the passengers were thoroughly
soaked. Such is the crossing there and I
am sure that the Government ought to
take this subject into their serious consid-
eration and endeavour to provide some
more certain and less dangerous means of
communication.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—The hon. gentle-
man has mentioned the “ Northern Light.”
Now we have heard stories of personsbeing
in very great danger on that vessel, and
two or three times there have been reports
that she was lost. The Government may
be at a loss to know what to do with this
boat in case she isnot to run any more,
and in case they should lay her upl
advise that she be given to the British
Government in return for the Charybdis
which they have given us.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—This question
has no doubt in theopinion of a large num-
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ber of Hon. gentlemen been discussed
ad nauseum, but under the terms upon
which the Province of Prince Edward
Island entered the Union, steamship
communication was to be kept up winter
and summer. That point was discussed
very intelligently, as whether communica-
tion of that sort could be kept up and it
was settled beyond question or doubt that
such could be done. Unfortunately per-
haps for Prince Edward Island the Govern-
ment of that day went out of powerandthe
Government that preceded this present
Government came into office. I believe I
am not going too far in sayingthatamajori-
ty of the gentlemen within reach of my
voice at the present time can bear evi-
dencetothefact that the Government used
every means to have a boat constructed
suitable for that service ; and T feel it is
the impression of a majority in this House
thet the Northern Light was built particu-
larly and principally for the service of
Prince Edward Island. But that is not
the fact. There is nothing further from
the fact. The Northern Light was con-
ceived byagentleman livingat Quebec, and
she was no doubt intelligently conceived
for the particular service for which she
wasintended, viz. to assist the Quebec Tug
Boat Association ; she was to be a valu-
able adjunct to the Association in assisting
vessels to make the port of Quebec early
in the Spring and to leave late in the
Autumn. In fact she was three years on
the stocks before Prince Edward Island
everthought of entering the Union. The
model, the construction and the sailing
. of that ship were never considered with
regard to Princc Edward Island; but
when weentered the Conferation the ques-
tion was brought up. It was anovelques-
tion to agreat manyhon. gentlemen, butit
was not novel to us : it was one which we
had long considered and which we were
satisfied could be carried out. I ask what
took place next? A gentleman who hap-
pened at that particular time to be mem-
ber for Levis—he was also a poet—was
selected to get a ship that would navigate
the Straits of Northumberland, and
I need not tell hon. gentleman what the
consequences must be when poets select
ships. A gentleman better qualified
than I am expressed the opinion
that she could not be succesfully plac-
ed upon the route, but when I, from
my seat on this side of the House

Hon. MR. HowLAN.
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gave utterance to the same views I
was sneered at. I stated that however
useful she might be for service
in the Gulf, she would certainly prove a
failure for our purpose. My hon. friend
says she was not a failure, and that she is
a strong vessel ; but it has been shewn by
another hon. gentleman that a sum nearly
equal to the cost of that ship has been ex-
pended upon her since she entered the
Doniinion service in order to make her
useful. It seems now to be decided that
the ship was totally unfit to perform the
Winter service in Prince Edward Island.
She was constructed for river navigation,
and ocean and river navigation are entirely
different.
Lawrence below Quebec, to be used as
far down as Bic where the current runs
alternately twice a day; she was fitted for
that service but she cannot run through
solid pieces of ice as large as this room.
She can perform the service in Prince Ed-
ward Island as long as there is moving ice
between Georgetown and Pictou, but as
soon as the ice gets driven in on the coast
she is useless and she gets jammed in the
ice. It is to remedy this that we want a
boat built to run between Cape Traverse
and Cape Tormentine. The question
may be asked why cannot the same boat
which runs from Georgetown to Pictou,
also run from Cape Tormentine to Cape
Traverse? The answer is because she draws
too much water, she was constructed on a
river where the depth of water was no
consideration at all; therefore she was
not constructed to perform the service in
Northumberland Straitd, and that fact is
acknowledged now after a large amount
of money has been fruitlessly spent upon
her. There is no question in my mind
that the service can be performed from
Cape Traverse to Cape Tormentine; if 1
had any doubt about it I would not for a
moment attempt to place my views before
this hon. House. I believe that a boat
can be found, but if this service is to be
made use of in the same way now as it has
in the past—viz: to advance party inter-
ests—then I think it never will be per-
formed. But if the Government take
hold of itin an intelligent way and appoint
a commission of hon. gentlemen to ex-
amine into and report upon this subject
I believe the service can be efficiently
performed. I would however suggest that
the Government should be very chary of

She was built for the river St..
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taking any boat that has not been built
Specially and particularly for this service
and that they should select as their ad-
Visers practical men, who can be found in
¢ Maritime Provinces, and who can
8lve them intelligent information on the
Subject,

Hown. Mr. CARVELL—I did not hap-
Pen to be in my seat when the hon. gentle-
Man from Prince Edward Island introduced
this motion, and therefore donot knowwhat

‘Points he made; but I may say that

1S 1s a question of very much more im-

Portance than it is generally considered to
€ by, I think I am safe in saying, a very
8e majority of hon. gentlemen present,
9 a majority of the members of Parlia-
Ment generally. As has just now been
Temarked one of the conditions on which
fince Edward Island entered the Con-
€deration was that we should have the
Closest possible daily communication with
€ mainland. I do not hesitate to say
NOW that no matter what the Government
™May do, and with all the appliances science
?‘?Y suggest, it is impossible literally to
Ulfil those terms, but a very great deal
;“a)' be done, at a comparatively small
OSt, to improve winter communication
theen the Island and the mainland. 1
3y say that I understand this question
35 well, perhaps, as any man in Canada
fac 4y. One reason why I say sois the

t that for the last twenty-two years I

Ve crossed the Straits nearly forty times.
aving made some winters three trips
aZOSS, and having discussed the question
whe time with the intelligent men
ha\? have charge of the service, I
thate no hesitation in  saying that
iy S€rvice is capable of very material
thaizrf)vement. But it is absurd to say
ithlt can be made perfect and complete.
ioh referg:nce to the steamer Northern
ofg % 1 think she is the best abused piece
erll):lbllc property the Dominion Govern-
don, Possesses to-day. That vessel has
hot% good service and if too much had
€en expected from her we would all
Dert% feason to be satisfied with her
baq) "mance.  That she has been
Wwe t}' Managed from the day she first
g oWn there I am in a position teo
Ofilstratg. The first winter she
i N the Sgraits, she got into the
¢y ] g
,ee O Charlotietown harbor, and had to
N there with all on board for some
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time, perfectly helpless. Mr. Sewell, the
intelligent builder of the vessel, was sent
for, and on going to her found that his
plans had not been followed. The ship,
instead of being trimmed to draw only
thirty inches forward, was loaded down to
eight feet forward, and then she was no
better for that particular service than any
other vessel. I claim now that, well han-
dled she will do good work, but there
are times when the ice is in such
a condition that no vessel can cross
the Straits. That steamer was only
intended originally as an auxiliary, to
do a certain amount of work and then
stop. She should be laid up, taking one
winter with another, between the 1oth and
2oth of January, and not be sent out again
until March, because, as I have already
stated, it is utterly impossible at times for
any steamer that ever has been or can
be built to cross. Hon. gentlemen
will understand this to some extent, when
I tell them that the harbor of George-
town, on the 6th of June, has been
blocked with icebergs grounded in thirty
feet of water. When large quantities of
heavy ice are massed together by strong
winds, blowing in one direction for days,
they become so firmly packed, that xo
power, it is possible to bring to bear
against them, can move or penetrate them.
The ordinary or summer steamers have to
go off that route generally between the
1st and 1oth Deeember, then for three
or four weeks, or in some winters five
or six weeks, the Northern Light
does good work. Up to a certain °
point she can do excellent service, but the
time for refusing to go out should be
placed at the option of those on board
of her. The captain and the pilot should
be the ones to decide, and not the officers
in the Marine & Fisheries Department, in
Ottawa, nor their agent at Charlottetown.
The men who navigate her are the best
judges as to when it is safe to cross and
when to refuse to go. There was no
necessity for that ship being out in the ice
this winter if the captain and pilot on board
had as they ought to have had, discretion-
ary power to decide when the crossing was
safe. Withreferencetothe passagebetween
Capes Tormentine and Traverse, it is
simply impossible to navigate between
these points continuously during the win-
ter, and the experience I have had in
crossing thirty or forty times, and the

115
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information I have gathered from men
who are now and have been crossing and
re-crossing is this: they want but a very
few thousand dollars to improve the means
of crossing and make it comparatively safe.
The “board-ice,” which is solid ice,
remains all winter and forms out from either
shore about a mile, leaving a space of
about eight miles in which there is floating
ice. The tides run there up to four or five
miles an hour. It is not a steamer that is
wanted to run across there : what is wanted
is a small steam launch on either shore,
You may go down on the ice; with the
weather bright and the wind off shore,
but you cannot cross in a small boat,
because there is too much sea. Per-
haps you may have three miles of
open water and everything favorable,
except that the boats used are too small—
say only fourteen feet long, and less
than four feet deep. Then they are
loaded with the mails first, then with bag-
gage, and sometimes, very improperly with
freight—commercial traveller’s trunks,
iron-bound, four or five feet long—loading
the boat down to within six or eight
inches of the gunwales. When these boats
go out loaded thus and get into the sea,
1t is impossible to go on, and they have
frequently toreturn. I have had to return
myself, after having crossed to within half-
a-mile of the opposite side of the Strait,
. simply because the boats were overloaded,
and the sea was too heavy for them to
proceed. Say for instance we had to
start out from Cape Traverse to-morrow
morning, the wind being off shore
and one, two or three miles of clear
water was found on the Island side, you
then would take the steam launch, and,
with mails, passengers and light luggage
on board, andtheice-boatsintow, youwould
make rapid, safe and comfortable progress
over that which without the launch would
be impossible.  The next morning, per-
haps, the ice may be on this side, and
consequently a launch would be required
on each side. Two steam launches, one
on each side, with proper boat houses that
will only cost two or three hundred dol-
lars each, are what is required. The
boat houses should have stoves in them,
so that the boats, after performing a
journey, could be taken in and cleared of
ice. It is very important that they should
be cleared of ice after each trip, as they
are frequently stove in crossing and

Hon. MR. CARVELL,
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made to leak. In very cold weather the
boats get covered with ice, and it is im-
possible to see where they are broken.
One instance occurs to me where loss of
life resulted from this cause. A Mr. Rob-
erts, of our town, started to cross from
Pictou, and made an arrangement with
some men to take him across to Pictou
Island, and from Pictou Island to Wood
Island. The party started in their boat
and have never been heard of since. The
general impression was that they had taken
an old ice-covered boat and did not know
that it leaked until they were too far from
shore, the leak being stopped for a time
by the ice in the seams.

The loss of these lives, one of them at
least a very valuable one, was owing to
that very fact. I have crossed between the
Capes when it was necessary to constantly
bail the waterout ofthe boat ; I have crossed
when I was within an ace of losing my life,
as,others have crossed before and since.
We want a good house on each side to
put the boats into so that in the morning
when they go out they can be free of ice
and clean; they would then be lighter
and easier to handle. This is a service
not for the benefit of our Province alone ;
it affects the whole of the Dominion, be-
cause not only are the islanders crossing
the Straits during the winter and at all
seasons, but the commerce of the country
is such that, as I remarked last winter,
there are more people from Montreal,
Toronto and other centres of the country
than there are of the islanders crossing
these Straits. Itis a Dominion service,
and it interests every man who is likely to
go across there. The position I take is
this, that you want this boat house, you
want a little more money paid to the con-
tractors, perhaps not a great deal more,
and you want some kind of inspection or
supervision.  Boats go out there in the
morning not knowing where they dre go-
ing, sometimes without provisions or even
water. Sometimes they are out for many
iloursat a time, and sometimes all night ;
fortunately that does not happen often,
but still there should be some inspec-
tion to prevent them going out unpre-
pared for such contingencies. Hon.
gentlemen will understand that where
men become accustomed to these things
they grow comparatively careless; they
take out a four-oared Doat with only
two oars fit for wuse, water casks
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that are empty and straps out of order.
t may interest hon. gentlemen to know
that passengers are harnessed to the
0ats with straps and have to assist in
dragging the boat over the ice. The
. Service 1s an important one, and the cost
of putting of it into a greatly improved
condition is so trifling, that it is a shame
to the Government and perhaps more so to
the people of Prince Edward Island, that
Such a state of things should exist. The
umane Society, or some like influence,
should be implored (if the Government
Will not come to the rescue) to remedy as
far as possible the hardships and dangers
to which human beings are exposed on
that, the only mid-winter route between
the Province of Prince Edward Island
and the mainland. I remember on one
Occasion, when the thermometer registered
22 © below zero, with a high wind, Icrossed
the straits, and while doing so was sub-
Merged chest deep, when about half pas-
Sage, was much frightened because I
thought T must necessarily freeze to death.
The fright perhaps saved my life. Exer-
Uon was my only chance. I hauled the
0at and its contents for some time over
ot very good ice unitil I felt warmth
Teturning. We were out over two hours
?fter my ducking and I sustained no injury
fom it, [ think there should be an inquiry
Y commission, committee or other
%ay, into this matter, and that the re-
Quisite means should be adopted to re-
:;OVG what 1 say is a shame to the
w“ntry. I remember once I waited a
anfgk for a chance to get across,
i at last one fine frosty morn-
Mg the men said they were pre-
{’l‘:ed to go; I'said “I won’t go,” but
" Y thought they would try it. They
€0t out and were thirteen hours gone,
:gd could not get across. I went home
acr Waited a week longer, and then got
Subqss easily. I speak warmly on this
Ject, because I know how little
COO“?Y is required to remove what I
Nsider a great disgrace to the country.
leav(‘;Omd strongly impress upon the hon.
the €r of t}}e Governmpnt in tl)ls Hogse,
that Necessity of making it impossible
an the couriers should take freight of
Y kind, with the mails. Only a few days
th: lwe received our mails so wet that
etters were blurred and we could

we In  some cases read them, and
found that there was a great
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deal of freight conveyed in the boat
with the mail, and the consequence
was they were nearly lost. The boats
sometimes reach a certain point but
being too deeply laden they cannot go
further, whereas if they had nothing but
the mails and passengers—because the
passengers are necessary to help to
convey the mails—they might com-
plete the trip. What I advise is to
increase the pay to the couriers; they
have always been underpaid  With
a house on shore, freight prohibited and
a little more money I think the service
can be made very satisfactory to every-
body. As for the steamer, it would not
be too much to say that you might as
well expect two Indians to paddle a
canoe through this building, as to run a
stéamer through the ice jammed there
some forty, fifty and even sixty feet
thick. It cannot be done.

Hown. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—
The hon. gentleman from Prince Edward
Island, who introduced this subject in the
House, has, I am confident, done a good
service, not only to his own Province, but
to the Dominion at large, accompanied as
his motion has been, with elucidations
which he has himself given, and followed
by information from every hon. gentleman
in the House, coming from that Island,
showing that the service is insufficient,
and suggestions how to make it more reg-
ular. My hon. friend, who made the
motion and the hon. gentleman who
spoke afterwards, are quite wrong, if they
suppose, as they apparently do, that the
full importance of this subject is not quite
present to the members of the Govern-
ment. I recognize the truth of the remark
which fell from the hon. gentleman who
made the motion, that this is not a ques-
tion for the Province of Prince Edward
Island only, but for the whole Dominion.
It affects particularly the Provinces on the
two shores of the Straits of Northumber-
land, but it also affects the entire
country, since we are all interested, no
one can tell how much. The question
arises out of the terms which Prince
Edward Island made when entering the
Union. Those terms, neither this Gov-
ernment nor the one which preceded it,
have been at all indifferent to: on the

contrary, every effort has been made by
both Governments to carry into affect the
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condition which was imposed by the terms
of Union in respect of this service. The
condition is as follows:—

¢ Efficient steam service for the conveyance
of mails and passengers to be established and
maintained between the Island and the main-
land of the Dominion, winter and summer,
thus placing the Island in continuous com-
munication with the Intercolonial Railway
and the railway system of the Dominion.”

It was supposed, when the Northern
Light was put upon that route, she would
be able to keep up this steam service as
far as it could be maintained (because I
gather from what my hon. friends, par-
ticularly the last speaker, state, that no
steam service could be maintained the
whole season) and it was thought when
that vessel was put upon the route that
the best was done that could be accom-
plished to carry out the service. Until
my hon. friend explained the purpase and
the route for which the Northern Light
was constructed, I was not aware that the
vessel was not specially built for this
service. It was thought by the Govern-
ment of that day that she was adapted for
that service and would do all that could
possibly be done to maintain communica-
tion by steam betweer the mainland and
the island. If it be true, and I rather ap-
prehend that it is the fact, that no steam
service can be effectually maintained all
the year round, then we can only do the
next best thing to carry out the terms of
union, and that would be either the plan
suggested of having steam launches or
some auxiliary steam service between the
two capes, or something of that kind.
That can only he determined upon care-
ful inquiry. The ‘investfgation to which
reference has been made, was instituted
by the Board of Works, for the purpose of
arriving at some satisfactory and intelligent
conclusion on that point. Communica-
tions have been received from a company
of gentlemen in Prince Edward Island,
with a view of placing the service in the
hands of those who would be most inter-
ested in making the service efficient.
These communications referred, not only
to the service between the two capes, if
that were found to be absolutely essential,
but mainly to the service between Summer-
side and Shediac, -and Georgetown and
Pictou. All these matters were consider-
ed and negotiations were opened and are
still pending, I believe, for the completion

HoN. Sir ALkx. CAMPBELL.
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of such a contract as would place this
service in the hands of those who would
be most likely to maintain it efficiently.
Whether that be the best plan of doing
it or not is a doubtful question. Hon
gentlemen from Prince Edward Island,
who have spoken, think .the service is of
such a character that it should be kept in
the hands of the Government, and that
it would be more efficient than placing it
in the hands of a company, however
strongly they might be organized to main-
tain the service. The auxiliary service of
two steam launches, from what we have
heard to-day, seem to be the most practi-
cal way to deal with the question. I am
exceedingly glad that the question has
been discussed in the manner in which it
has been, and all that has been suggested
to-day will be brought under the notice
of the Minister of Public Works, who has
the most earnest desire to give all pos-
sible ' effect to this condition of the
Union to which attention has been drawn.
We are most anxious to afford every facil-
ity which could possibly be given to my
hon. friend in the exertions which he is
making, and which we desire to further.
We are as anxious to maintain an efficient
steam service as any of the hon. gentle-
men can be, and if it is not done it will
not be for want of effort on the part of
the Goverrment to accomplish it. The
hon. gentleman proposes an address ask-
ing for the number of trips, etc. To avoid
any delay I have brought down the
return, and have it here in my hand and
will lay it on the table so that my hon.
friend who has moved in the matter may
have the information which he desires
at once. It has been brought down
from the day he mentions — from
the re-commencement of the service,
25th of January—to the 4th of March.
I find that during that period of thirty-
nine days, which, including the service
both ways, would give a total of seventy-
eight days, there were forty-eight when
they did not cross, and thirty when they
did. The number of mail bags
varied very much, and it will be seen
from the figures in the return that
the service is a very important one and
deserves all the attention the Government
can give it for the purpose of making it
effective. In answer to the enquiry which
my hon. friend has made, I beg to say
that the attention of His Excellency’s
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advrlsers has been directed to the practi-
Cability of assisting the boat service be-
tween Cape Traverse and Cape Tormen-
tine, and they are considering, and
anxiously desire to ascertain the best
Way to carry it out effectively.

Hon. Mr .HAYTHORNE —May I be
allowed to express my thanks to the hon.
gentleman for the promptitude with which

€ has brought down the return and to
$ay also that when we waited on the Min-
Ister of Public Works in 1879 one of the
Tequests we had to make of him was that
3 commission should be appointed. I
always have been of that opinion and am
S0 even now, but what I want to say at
Present is, we have arrived at the ninth
Year of Confederation and it seems strange
that after the experience we have gained
In that time, we have to fall back on what
Should have been done in the first place.
If the House will allow me 1 will read
What the members of the other House and

€nators from Prince Edward Island said
On that point ; it is as follows :

“The undersigned are aware that much
IVersity of opinion exists in Prince Edward
Sland as to the ports or places between which
Winter communication by steam can be most
fasily and regularly maintained; and they
™M1t that on this point they themselves are
Not unanimous. They acknowledge that
nfluences of a political and local character
:’"‘y perhaps have some effect on their judg-
nent, Lut they are fully agreed on the expedi-
ncy of instituting a searching inquiry into
18 subject in all its bearings_ through the
diam of a Commission, the members of
Which should be carefully selected by the
fr°Vel'nment. for their independence, their
o eedom from local prejudice, as well as their
'i°mPEt9nce in other respects. Their instruc-
00“3 might require them to report, not only
U the points of approach and departure, but
mya manner of conducti~g the steam com-
N“mcauon in winter; on the fitness of the
uorﬂl?m Light for the service, and if deemed
0fit, in what manner she might te disposed
and her place filled by a vessel of udequate
g??}fl‘ and suitable construction. The Report
i ¢ Commission should also deal with the
o Ndred gubjects of wharves, breakwaters or
. €T structures re?]nired at the points of
Parture, algo on the very important consid-
Tation of access to those points by Railroads

.18 obvious that these subjects embrace
8 wid

Wwould e
Bion ¢,
l'“"lner,

required to enable such a Commis-
perform its work in a complete
all | but the undersigned submit that as
wo ocal interests and every shade of opinion
uld be represented before the Commission
Competent witnesses, resuits might be
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| anticipated and summed ﬁp in its report,
: far more reliable and more worthy of public
i confidence than the opinions of individuals

however large might be their capacity and
| wide their experience. *’

That is the ground which the members
from Prince Edward Island took in ad-
dressing the minister in 1878 and there-
upon the minister referred us to this report
of Mr. Mcleod. It is a very useful re-
port; I agree with a great deal of it but it
does not go the length I have gone my-
self. It does not recommend the facili-
ties which are required in assisting the
service with steam vessels. I should pre-
fer something larger than launches, but
steam we must have in connection with
that boat service or else the lives of Her
Majesty’s subjects and the safety of Her
Majesty’s mails will be endangered in the
crossing of these Straits.

. The motion was withdrawn the return
having been brought down.

CHARGES AGAINST JUDGE
JOHNSTON.

MOTION WITHDRAWN.,

Hon. Mr. ALMON rose to withdraw
the motion of which he had given notice,
and which was as follows :—

That an humble Address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General, pray-
ing that His Excellency will cause to be laid
betbre this House, a copy of the charges made
by the Members of the Eal@'fa:c Bar against
Judge Johnston, County Court Judge, and a
copy of what action, it any, was taken on said
charges.

He said,—In doing so I beg leave to say
that I do not retract one word that I uttered
I feel that the charges are as grave as
I stated them to be, and that if those
charges were brought before this House
an investigation would have to take place,
and what the result would be I cannot say,
because a man can never be said to be
guilty until he has been tried ; but if it
should have the result which I fear it
would, it is one which should not come
from m®  From circumstances which are
known to those who come trom the
Province of Nova Scotia, I withdraw this
motion with some reluctance, and feel
that I am making public duty yield to
feeling, which on the floor of this House
I ought not to do. The hon. Senator from
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Lunenbtirg (Mr..Kaulba_ch) says that the| the district of Halifax ; that these charges

charges which I tell you are so grave ‘““are
unsubstantiated charges,” and that there
was “ nothing advanced against that gen-
tleman, of any importance.” My hon.
friend, the senior member for Halifax,
{Mr. Power) said, I think that they were
“frivolous.” Holding such opinions, and
hearing me express the views that I did,
it is easy for them to prove that I am in
the wrong. Let them take up the motion
which I have dropped, and ask for an
investigation of those charges. They
must know that a judge’s character, like
Caesar’s wife, should be above suspicion.
They are both members of the bar, and I
think they are much more interested than
I am in having these charges inquired
into, and there are not the same peculiar
reasons to prevent them from pressing for
an investigation. I theretore withdraw
the motion, feeling certain that the hon.
gentleman from Lunenburg and the
senior member for Halifax will take it up.

Hon Mr. KAULBACH-—-I am very
glad that my hon. friend's better judg-
ment has prevailed and caused him to
withdraw his motion. The charges are
without foundation and it would ill be-
come this body to inquire into the con-
duct of judges or the correctness of the
decisions at which they arrive in the exer-
cise of their judicial functions. 1 am glad
that he has withdrawn his motion but I
think in doing so he might have spared
his friend the insinuations which he has
cast upon him and refrained from malign-
ing his character and position as he has
done. I am sorry that he has endeavored
to impress upon the minds of the House
and the country that the gentleman to
whom he refers is in any way guilty of the
charges so vaguely and, as I believe, so
unjustly made against him.,

Hon. Mr. POWER—I feel strongly
tempted to adopt the suggestion of the
Hon. Senator from Halifax and to move
for these papers.

Hown. Mr. ALMON—Hear, hear,

Hon. Mr. POWER (continuing)—
But T do not think there is sufficient
reason. The fact is, as the Minister of
Justice is aware, certain charges were made
against the Judge of the County Court for

HonN. MR. ALMON.

were submitted to the Government and
investigated by the proper officer and that
the gentlemen who made the charges
were informed that some of them were
frivolous, that others were vague and that
others were not proper subjects for inquiry,
but they were informed that if they were
prepared to formulate and press again one
or two of the charges mentioned in their
list, the Government would be prepared
to order an investigation of them. The
gentlemen who made the charges did not
take the advice. The Government who
have no reason to be friendly to this
gentleman who is a political opponent,
not finding there was sufficient ground for
inquiry I do not think it is proper for this
House to spend its time in considering the
subject. Any time employed in discussing
this matter is simply wasted, and it will be
soon enough to ask for these papers when
we find that there is some substantial
charge made against Judge Johnson—
some charge which the Government think
is worth enquiring into.

ST LAWRENCE MARINE INSUR-
ANCE BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. MR. RYAN moved the second
reading of Bill (3) An Act to incorporate
the St. Lawrence Marine Insurance Com-
pany. He said :—This is a bill to establish
a marine insurance company with the
usual powers, I believe, given to com-
panies of that description. Those who
seek the Act of incorporation are men of
high standing and wealth, and fitted to
manage a business of that description
properly.  Within the last few minutes I
have been informed by a gentleman from
Prince Edward Island that there is a
marine insurance company there bearing
the same name. However, as this bill is
to go before a select committee of this
House, I am sure if there is anything
which makes the names and interests of
the two companies conflict that those who
are interested in this Company will be at
once prepared to amend their Bill.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
read the second time,
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NORTHWESTERN BANK INCOR-
PORATION BILL. -

SECOND READING,

Hon. Mr. GIBBS moved the second
Teading of Bill (29) “ An Act to incorpo-
Tate the Northwestern Bank.”

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I do not rise
for the purpose of opposing the second
Teading, although my hon. friend has not
Offered the usual explanation of the object
of the Bill. I merely rise to make the re-
Mark that it is the first of three bills on
the order of to-day relative to banks, to be
ollowed during the session by I do not

Now how many more. I am not a mem-
ber of the Banking Committee, and there-
fore I merely call attention to the fact
that there are so many bills for the incor-
Poration of banks and I think it is well that
the Banking Committee should investigate
this matter and ascertain if there is any
Necessity for so many of these acts of in-
Corporation. Now is the time to make the
Inquiry and have these banking incorpo-
Tation bills brought before the House in
Such a way as to avoid putting them in the
Position of the third of these companies
Whose bills are on the order of to-day, ask-
Ing for an extension of time and a change
ofname, I have no further remark to
Make except to call the attention of the

Ouse and of the Committee to the
subject,

.Hon. Mr. McMASTER—Most of the
dll‘_8ctors named in this Bill reside at
Quite a distance from Winnipeg where the

ank is to be incorporated. Some of
them live at Whitby, some at Oshawa and

- ®sewhere. 1 think it is desirable that
€ incorporators should reside at or
Within a short distance of where the bank
'S to be established so that they can give
at attention which is necessary to its
Organization, Probably the gentleman in
Charge of the bill will offer further explan-
tlons on that point ?

" Hon. Mz, GIBBS—This Bill is sought
or the purpose of doing business princi-
Pally i the City of Winnipeg. It is quite

€ as the"hon. gentleman from Toronto
~ates that some of the incorporators reside
! the Town of Whitby. They are gentle-
of means and capital who desire to
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establish an institution of this kind in the
North West for the purpose of doing
business in the Province of Manitoba and
perhaps further West. They are gentle-
men of means, character and reputation,
and in my opinion may safely be entrusted
with the powers which they seek to obtain
at the hands of this Legislature. They
ask for it in the usual way, and I do not
know that gentlemen living in the Town
of Whitby and desiring to place their
money in the North West should be
debarred from doing so because of their
place of residence. They choose to place
their money where it will yield them a
better return than in the neighborhood in
which they reside. They have asked me
to take charge of this Bill, I know them
all personally and can vouch for their
respectability ; I therefore ask the House
to grant them the act for which they seek
to-day. 1 might further state the Bill
has passed the other House, and I believe
at none of its stages met with opposition
there.

Incorporation.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the second time.

MANITOBA BANK INCORPORA=
TION BILL.

SECOND READING,

Hon. Mr. GIRARD moved the se-
cond reading of Bill (16), * An Act to in-
corporate the Manitoba Bank ” He said :
Iwill explain the objects of the Billin a very
few words, but before doing so I would
refer to the remarks of the hon. gentleman
from Amherst (Mr. Dickey). It seems to
me that an application for the incorpora-
tion of a bank need not alarm the country,
The establishment of a bank means pro-
gress and I am sure that the present ap-
plication will be acceded to unanimously
by this House, because it is the first at-
tempt at incorporating such an institution
in the city of Winnipeg, At that place
nearly all the banks of Canada have es-
tablished branches but we have no bank
of our own or entirely in the possession
of the people of Winnipeg and I think it
is but right that some such bank should
exist. The gentlemen who are named.
as having applied for incorporation are
men of wealth and standing and in asking
what they now do they offer every kind of
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security. The capital of the bank is lim-
ited to $r1.000.000, and the gentlemen
applying for the Act will be provisional
directors. They will receive subscrip-
tions, and as soon as a certain amount
shall be subscribed the bank will begin
businessin the city of Winnipeg. Inevery
way this bank will be under the general
terms of the Banking Act. At the same
time there are provisions in this bill under
which the incorporation now asked for
will cease if the terms of the bill are not
complied with. I am satisfied, however,
that the details will be fulfilled and that
the bank will do as large an amount of
business, and have as fair an amount of
success as is enjoyed by all those banks
which are in existence there. :

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.

LONDON AND NORTH AMERICAN
CHARTERED BANK BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. GIBBS moved the second
reading of Bill (28), “An Act to amend
the Charter of the Chartered Bank of
SLondon and North America, and change
the name thereof to ‘The Chartered Bank
of London and Winnipeg)" He said;—
This is a bill.to revive, amend and change
the nameof the Chartered Bank of London
and North America to that of the Char-
tered Bank of Zondon and Winnipeg. 1
believe the provisions of the Act are the
same asthe others which have been pre-
sented to this House, and it has already
received the assent of the House of Com-
mons. Thegentlemen interested now ask
for the assent of this House to the Bill,
which T trust will be granted.

- HoN. Mr. McMASTER—I do not
oppose the Bill but there are one or two
exceptional things in it. It is reviving a
bill passed in 1876 incorporating a bank
with an array of very prominent names as
provisional directors—all of whom reside
quite a distance from the place where it is
now sought to establish the bank. I find
the following names—James Domville of
New Brunswick, President of the Maritime
Bank; Hon Mr. Chinic, Senator and
President of La Banque Nationale ; Hon.
John Henry Pope, director of the Eastern
Townships Bank; Hon. Henry A, D.

HoN. MR. GIRARD.
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Kaulbach, Senator, of Lunenburg Nova
Scotia ; Hon. Clement Francis Cornwall,
Senator, of British Columbia; Hon.
Thomas Heath Howland, director of the
Bank of Prince Edward Island; Angus
Morrison, Mayor of Toronto—now these
gentlemen all reside a great distance from
Winnipeg where this bank is sought to be
established. It is quite evident they have
not taken any interest in the bank here-
tofore, and I merely suggest to the pro-
moters of the Bill whether it would not be
better that he should be prepared, when
the Bill goes before the Committee, to add
a number of names from Manitoba, in ad-
dition to the few that arg in the Bill, who
will be on.the spot to see after and take
charge of the organization.

Hon. Mr. GIBBS—I do not know
why that should be necessary. Cor-
porators in the city of London, England,
are directors of a business as far away from
London as British Columbia, and they
manage its affairs as seems best to them
and for the promotion of the bank’s in-
terests. Although perhaps the persons
desiring incorporation may not object
to the suggestion that has just been
made—that other gentlemen should be
added—I do not know whether we
should be able to correspond with all
those gentlemen in time to do that and
place their names upon the Board of
Directors as corporators. . At any rate I
do not see what objection there can be
to giving an Act of incorporation sim-
ply because the gentlemen live at a dis-
tance from the place where they do
business. Most banks in the country
have head offices; they do their busi-
ness, most of them, in the city of
Toronto and in Montreal, and they have
agents in various parts of the Dominion,
as seems best in the interests of the
shareholders and for the advancement
of the bank generally. I presume it is
the purpose of these gentlemen, whose
application is before us, to act in pre-
cisely the same way. 1 do not know
why gentlemen in Australia cannot be
owners of bank stock in the Province
of Manitoba. I should not be surprised -
if we find before verylong that the hon.
gentleman who haes raised these objec-
tions, has invested some of his capital
in that direction, and is endeavoring to
make that country still more prosperous.
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The motion was agreed to and the Bill
Was read the second time.

QUEBEC TIMBER COMPANY IN-
CORPORATION BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. SKEAD moved the Second
Teading of Bill (32), “ An Act to incor-
Porate the Quebec Timber Company,
LImited.” He said :—This is an associa-
tion wishing to be incorporated in Can-
ada ; they are now I believe incorporated
In Scotland under the provisions of an
Act of the Imperial Parliament for the
Purposes hereinafter mentioned, and they
are now praying to be incorporated in
Canada for the purpose of purchasing the
arge and extensive mills of the Messrs.
Atkinson at Etchemin, Quebec. They
want to hold limits, to purchase timber
ands and generally to trade in timber.

hey have limits in Ontario as well as in

€ Province of Quebec, and it is a Bill
Wwhich I think will be of great use to the
Country. The association seems to be
Composed of men of wealth, and they want
!0 be organized under some special ar-
Tangement of their own. Further explan-
alion will be given and the charter of the
Scotch Company will be produced before
the Committee, if necessary ; the said Bill

Mmay add has passed in the House of

Ommons.

Hon. SiIR ALEX CAMPBELL—A
Question arises in connection with this bill
Which T think it is desirable to bring under

€ notice of the House. It is this that

s Company already exists as a Corpor-
lon ; it exists apparently in some Scotch

Ct. I presume that that Actis in force in
Canada or else it would not be recited in
€ preamble. Ifit is in force here then
%€ have proof of its already existing here,
Yet this Parliament proposes to incorpo-
Tate it again. Well that cannot be; you
%annot have a double-headed corporation,
. Ou cannot have a corporation which owes
IS existence to foreign legislation and at
€ same time to the legislation of this
rei‘_)“Se- The question has come up with
€rence to other bills in the House of
befmmons, and it has been discussed there
refol‘e the Private Bills Committee with
€rence to a bill which originated in
~Mtario, and a company, having its charter
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from the Legislature of Ontario, asking
another charter from the Dominion Par-
liament by its corporate name. This
company, being in existence in Canada,
cannot have a double corporate life; it can
only have a single corporate life. But
supposing they are incorporated here by
force of this Imperial Act, then they can-
not come here in their corporate name
and ask us for incorporation. If they
want to get an act of incorporation they
must have no other life except that which
we give them. You cannot add to their
powers in the way that is proposed to be
done. I think it should be taken up by
the Private Bills Committee, with some
conference with the same Committee of
the other branch of the Legislature, and
they might arrive at some conclusion upon
that point. It seems to me thére is
another objection. A company owning
mills in Quebec, when desiring the
acquisition of land in Ontario or the
United States, does not get an act of in-
corporation from the Dominion, and I do
not think it is sufficient authority for the
Dominion Parliament to act, simply be-
cause the parties want to acquire land in
the rest of Canada. - They could do that
supposing they had no existence under
this Scotch law at all. They could be in-
corporated by the Province of Quebec
and by that protection they could come
here and by their corporate name acquire
timber limits, float logs down, and do all
they wanted. Supposing the Bill is to bes
passed at ali, I think it should originate
and be complete in the Province of Que-
bec. I do not think that the reason
given—that they want to acquire land
here—is sufficient. They propose to do
their business in Quebec, and it seems to
me they ought to get their corporate
powers there, if at all. I think the other
point is one for the Private Bills Commit-
tee, in order that we may arrive at the
same conclusion here as has been arrived
at in the other House.

I do not ‘know that the Private Bills
Committee in the other House has pro-
nounced upon the point, but I know it
was under discussion with a view of arriv-.
ing at a decision on this point, whether a
company already incorporated, and having’
an existence in the country could come
and take a second act of incorporation—
having as it were a double existence.

Hon. gentlemen will see without my ar-
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guing what grave confusion it would lead
to. Supposing it should turn out here-
after, that some of the gentlemen in Scot-
land have not been consulted, and when
they find what has been done, they should
say: “ We do not want to acquire limits
or pine lands in the Dominion of Canada,
we want them in Quebec only, and this is
something quite novel to us.” There is
no remedy against that, and you would
have legislated in one place for one pur-
pose—a limited one—and they would be
incorporated in another place for a dif-
ferent purpose, a sort of double-headed
corporation, with increased liabilities, in-
creased risks and all that kind of thing,
which would lead to very great confusion.
I mention the point because it is an im-
portant one, and I am sure will receive the
grave attention of the members of the
Private Bills Committee, and I believe
will be dealt with by them. I would sug-
gest a conference on the subject with some
of the legal gentlemen upon the Commit-
tee on Private Bills in the other branch of
the Legislature.

Hon, Mr, SKEAD~I hope the hon.
leader of the House will permit the Bill to
go to Committee for it has passed the
other House and has been fully discussed
there. When it is before the Committee,
evidence will be produced that will, I
think, be satisfactory to the Committee
and to the House also.

Hon. MR. RYAN—While the House is
on this subject I should like to refer to a
Bill that was passed last session ; it was
called, I think, the *Consolidated Gold
Mining Company’s Bill.” If I remember
right in that case a charter was given
to a company doing business in New
York under a New York charter. They
came to this House under similar circum-
stances and asked for a charter and got it.
1 thought at the time that it was objection-
able, but as there were highet authorities
on the subject than I was, I did not press
my objection strongly—besides I was
interested somewhat in the company and
it was not my business to interfere. How-
ever, such a Bill passed last session, and 1
fancy that the Committee to which this
Bill is referred will have the Consolidated
Gold Mining Co’s charter, as a precedent,
to contend with. ‘

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL,
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Hon. Mr. DICKEY—The incident
cited by the hon. gentleman for Victoria
furnishes, perhaps, the strongest reason for
calling attention to this legislation, because
if such a thing has occurred it is high
time that we should look at those Bills
more closely as they come before us when
our attentien is directed to them. I entire-
ly concur in what has fallen from the hon.
Minister of Justice on this point. I know
of no reason why a corporation regularly
constituted in England or Scotland may
not acquire property here in their corpor-
ate name and hold it. With regard to
this Bill it professes in the first place only
to ask power to purchase land in Quebec,
and then, strange to say, it goes on asking
us to grant them power to purchase land
in the Dominion of Canada and in the
United States. This is a point that
requires some explanation. Then when
we look a little further into the Bill we
find a still more dangerous clause; I
allude to section five which empowers the
company to purchase and sell, accept or
endorse and make bills of exchange or
promissory notes, without any restriction
whatever. Hon. gentlemen who have
been on those Committees, and who
watch closely the proceedings of this
House know very well what pains have
been taken to restrict this power of mak-
ing bills of exchange and scattering
them over the country. One of the in-
dispensable provisions has always been
that such companies shall not do any
business that partakes of the nature of
banking; but here is a power given in
these couple of lines, which a Banking
Committee would require a dozen clauses
to restrain within proper limits. This is
all the more remarkable inasmuch as the
last clause is of this extraordinary char-
acter :—

“ The chief office of the Company shall be
their registered office for the time being in
Scotland, but the Company may appoint and
have officers, agents, and servants in Canada
for such purposes and with such powers as
the Company may aesign to them respec-
tively.”

No chief office in this country, yet the
Company may appoint and have officers,
agents and servants in Canada in such
places and with such powers as the Com-
pany may assign to them! There is no
protection to the public: you give the
Company a sweeping power to purchase,
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Sell and issue promissory notes, and you
ave no office in Canada where the holders
an go to look for payment. It is one of

€ extraordinary features of the Bill that
Occurs to my mind at the moment.

_HON. Mr. READ—1 believe that a
Similar Bill has just now passed the other
fanch of the Legislature in which a com-
Pany organized in New Jersey and applies
€re for an act of incorporation under
Crcumstances somewhat similar to those
of this Quebec Timber Company. They
ase their charter on the legislation passed
for other companies—the Canada Con-
Solidated Gold Mining Company, for
Instance. I refer to the New York and
Ontario Furnace Company. The Company
Crry on furnace works in New Jersey,
and they wish to extend their business to
this country. If my memory serves me
Tight T think we have other precedents for
this legislation. If I am not mistaken the
Tust and Loan Company have an

Mperial charter as well as a Canadian
Charter,

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—Yes,
they have a Royal patent.

Hon. Mr. READ—Wihile it is neces-
jary that this matter should be looked
Into, T think we have precedents enough
O guide us, and the industries of the
Country should not be retarded by little
Iatters of law, or we should make the
W 50 that they should not be retarded.
1S Furnace Company have entered into
:‘;fangements to erect large furnaces in
Ns country, and a large amount of local
ad is being given to this enterprise for
Which they are now seeking a charter.
arliament should not do anything that
Would tend to retard the developement of
Such enterprises amongst us. We want

€ whole of them, and if people are pre-
Pared to come here and invest their capi-

In such enterprises they should be
hcouraged,

bo(}liou. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—No-
y would for a moment interpose to
Prevent the spread of activity in business,
o the contrary, everyone would be most
Xlous to afford every facility for the pro
otion of such enterprises, but we must
© S0 legally. Supposing this difficulty
®Xists the charter would be illegal, and
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therefore it is in the interest of the Com-
pany itself that we should go safely. It
is not with the view of interposing diffi-
culties that these objections are raised,
but to facilitate matters safely.
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The Motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS.

THE THIRD REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE
ADOPTED.

Hoxn. Mr. READ moved the adoption
of the third report of the Select Commit-
tee on Contingent Accounts. He said—
This is 2 recommendation that the estate
of the late Mr Montezambert be paid one
hundred dollars for books that the late
Law Clerk seemed to have an interest in.

The motion was agreed to, and the
report was adopted.

ROYAL ACADEMY OF ART BILL.
SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN moved the second
reading of Bill (O) “ An Act to incorpor-
ate ‘the Royal Canadian Academy of
Art.”” He said: this Bill is for the pur-
pose of incorporating the Royal Canadian
Academy of Art, founded in 1879
by His Excellency the Governor Gen-
eral and Her Royal Highness the
Princess Louise. The objects of the
Society are stated in the preamble of
the Bill to be briefly the encouragement
of design as applied to painting, sculpture,
architecture, engraving and the industrial
arts, and the promotion and support of
education leading to the production of
beautiful and excellent work in manufac-
tures; and then the Bill sets forth the
methods by which they hope to attain
these objects. The provisions of the Bill
are mainly founded upon the constitution
and by-laws of the Society as they were
prepared at the time of the first formation
of the Academy. The Academy, as hon.
gentlemen are aware, is now by sanction
of Her Majesty entitled to call itself the
Royal Canadian Academy of Art, and
they now ask for an Act of Incorporation
in order better to carry out the objects of
the Association.
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HoNn. MRrR. ALEXANDER-—I desire
only to make one observation—when I
had the honor on a former sitting of this
House to submit for its consideration, a
motion to encourage native genius in con-
nection with the art of sculpture, the
mover of this Bill displayed upon that
occasion so much disinterested and en-
lightened patriotism and love of art, that
I am bound to give this Bill my support.
It would be ungrateful on my part if I
omitted now to express how deeply I ap-
preciate the noble efforts which the hon.
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mover put forth on that occaston, to en-
courage one who is likely to become one
of the brightest ornaments of this School
of Art. 1 further desire to refer to the
venerable and honorable Senator (Mr.
Botsford) who thought himself the highest
authority on constitutional law and prac-
tice, but who misled this Chamber upon
a certain occasion lately, contrary to pre-
cedents cited from the House of Lords.
I hope and trust that the hon. gentleman
will not upon the present occasion have
any compunction and prevent this Bill
being read a second time.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the second time. - .

The Senate adjourned at 5.50 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa Tuesday, March 215t, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

CANADA SOUTHERN AND ERIE
AND NIAGARA RAILWAY BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bors, reported Bill (14), “AnAct respecting
the Canada Southern Railway Company
and the Niagara Railway Company”
without amendment.

Hon. S1k ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the third reading of the Bill.

[SENATE.]
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The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

OTTAWA AND ARNPRIOR JUNC-
TION RAILWAY BILL

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bors reported Bill (18), “An Act to incor-
porate the Ottawa and Arnprior Junction
Railway Company” with several amend-
ments. He said:—The amendments are
chiefly applicable to the fourth section
which asked foran unlimited power to build
branch lines. That we restricted by
making it entirely comformable to the
provisions of sub. sections 17 and 18 to
section 20 of the Consolidated Railway
Act. It also asked for an unlimited
power to purchase railways and to sell
them to any company whatever. There
is power asked for and granted to amal-
gamate with certain specified railways but
the company is confined, in selling or
leasing, to those specified companies
instead of leaving them the unlimited
power they ask for to amalgamate with any
company whatever. Again, in the clause
which has given so much trouble, with re-
gard to promissory notes, they ask for
unlimited power to issue such notes for any
amouht, no matter how small. We have
amended that to confine it to notes of not
less than $100 each. We protect the pub-
lic by a provision that when a bill of
exchange is made bythe President or Vice-
President and countersigned by the Se-
cretary, it shall be valid.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (48), “ An Act respecting the Niag-
ara Grand Island Bridge Company.”
(Mr. Macfarlane).

GARDINER'S RELIEF BILL.
SECOND READING.

The order of the day having been read
for the second reading of Bill (L) “An
Act for the relief of Matthew Gardiner,”
and that the parties be heard by, their
counsel. )

Hon. Mr. FERRIER moved that the
witness whoserved the notice be called and
examined at the bar.
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* The motion was agreed to, and the wit-
hess appeared at the Bar, and was sworn
by the Clerk.

Hov. Mr. FERRIER moved that the
fOnowmg questions be put to the witness :

“What is your name, occupation and
Place of residence ; and do you know the

Petitioner, and Elizabeth Ann Gardiner,
IS wife ?”

. The SPEAKERsIs it the pleasure of
the House that the question be put?

The motion was agreed to.

The Clerk then read the question from
the table,

The WITNESS (reading)— Harry Dallas
elmcken, of the City of Toronto, student
atlaw. 1 know the petitioner, and Eliza-
beth Ann Gardiner, his wife, and I have
Served upon her a duplicate of the Bill
Now before the House for the relief of
atthew Gardiner, and produce the docu-
ment, being a duplicate of the Bill served
Y me on the said Elizabeth Ann Gardi-
her. T compared the document served by
me with the document now produced, and
ascertained that it was a correct copy
fore I served it.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH asked that
the document be produced.

‘Hon, Sir ALEX. CAMPBELIL—It
Will be produced, no doubt, before the
Rext question.

Hon. Mr. FERRIER—Did you serve
the order now produced with the said
Bill by leaving a copy of it with the said

lll, and did you compare the two to as-

Certain that ‘you served a true copy of such
Order ?

The WITNESS—I served theordernow
Produced with the said Bill by leaving a
Copy of it with the said Bill at the time of
Such service, and I compared the two to

3scertain that I served a true copy of such
order,

Hon. Mr. FERRIER—When and
Where did you serve a copy of the said
31l and order, and to whom did you de-
ver the same ?

[March 21, 1882.]
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The WITNESS—1I served a copy of the
said Bill and order on the said Elizabeth
Ann Gardiner by delivering the same to
herself in person at her present place of
residence, 79 Girard street, in the city of
Toronto on the gth day of March instant.

Hon. Mr. FERRIER moved that the
witness have leave to withdraw.

The SPEAKER—The witness may
withdraw.

HoN. Mr. FERRIER moved that the
petitioner present at the Bar of the Senate

 for the putpose of being examined as well

generally as in regard to any collusion or
connivance between the parties be not now
examined, but that it be an instfuction to
any select committee to whom the Bill on
the subject may be referred to make such
examination.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
House should pronounce in some way
that the evidence of the service of the Bill
is satisfactory, if it is satisfactory.

The SPEAKER—Hon. gentlemen, is
the House satisfied with the evidence that
has been given at the Bar that the service
has been regularly and properly performed.

Hon. gentlemen—Content.
THE SPEAKER—Carried.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—It
ought to appear on our Minutes that the
person who asks for the Bill is at the Bar,
and is ready to be examined.

Hon. MrR. FERRIER moved that the
said Bill for the relief of Matthew Gar-
diner be now read the second time.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill was read the second time on a
division.

Hon. MrR. FERRIER moved that the
said Bill, entitled “ An Act for the relief
of Matthew Gardiner,” be referred to a
select committee composed of hon.
Messrs. Dickey, Kaulbach, McInnes
(British Columbia), Skead, Sutherland,
Read, Gibbs, Hope, and the mover, with
power to send for persons, papers and
records, and that all persons summoned
to appear before the Senate in this mat-
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ter appear before the said committee, and
that the said committee have leave to sit
on Saturdays and other non-sitting days,
and that the petition of the respondent be
also referred to this committee,

Hon. MrR. ALMON—I have not the
slightest objection to make to the com-
mittee, but it appears to me to be a mat-
ter of justice, and more fair to the de-
fendant, that she should have something
to say in the appointment of the jury who
are to try the case.

Hon. SIr ALEX. CAMPBELL-—The
House names the committee.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—I was going to
call the attention of the mover of that
resolution to the fact that there is a re-
dundency in it, inasmuch as he asks for
power for the committee to sit on non-
sitting days. Any committee of this
House has power to sit on non-sitting
days. That is the practice of the House
of Lords as laid down in May, and I do
not wish to be understood as assenting to
what may be a precedent for having to
ask leave for a committee of this House
to sit. .

Hon. Mr. FERRIER—I have just
followed the wording of a similar motion
in the Lyon divorce case reported on page
120 of the Journals of the Senate, 27th of
March, 1878.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—There you see
the effect of a bad precedent, for there is
no doubt that committees of this House
have power to sit on Saturdays and non
sitting days.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—The objection
taken bymy hon. friend is perfectly correct,
and although there have been cases such
as have been mentioned by the hon. gen-
tleman opposite (Mr. Ferrier) he will find
that in later cases it has not begn thought
necessary to insert that provision in the
resolution ; therefore it is simply a redun-
dency. As my name has been referred
to in connection with the committee
hon. gentlemen will perhaps pardon me
for referring to a question that has been
raised by the hon. leader of the House as

to the sufficiency of the proof of service by

HoN, MR. FERRIER.
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affidavit. On that occasion although I
had no interest in this matter I thought it
but right to suggest to the hon. gentleman
who has charge of this Bill that the affida-
vit of service would be quite sufficient if
it was the pleasure of the House to receive
it. On that occasion I was told it was
quite true that there might be precedents
for the reading of the petition on an affi-
davit of that kind, and my attention was
called to the 73rd rule which simply re-
quired evidence upon 8ath, but I was told,
and it was strongly contended on the other
hand that there was no such precedent for
any reference under the 76th rule on the
second reading of the Bill—no precedent
for dispensing with the examination of
the witness at the bar; that the affidavit
is made at the bar and sent up to the
House and placed by the gentlemen in
charge of the Bill on the table. I stated
that I thought there were precedents in
that direction but I was told there were
no such precedents. If I found that I
was mistaken, I should have been the first
to correct any misapprehension ~under
which I had placed the House, but I find,
hon. gentlemen, that I was perfectly cor-
rect, and 1 refer my hon. friend now to
the proceedings which took place on the
sth of March, 1875, in this House in the
case of the Peterson divorce case. Then
the proceedings adopted were exactly
what my hon. friend who has charge of
this Bill took on Thursday last An
affidavit was produced of the service of
the notice of the petition on the second
reading. not merely on the presenting of
the petition but on the second reading of
the Bill, and it appears in this form, and
the House will say as I go on that I
have very high authority for it because
the proceedings were taken by a Minister
of the Crown :—

« The return of Archibald Henry Mac-
donald of the town of Guelph, in the county
of Wellington, and Province of Untario, Bar-
rister at law, relative to service of notice for a
Bill of Divorce on Emma Grange, wife of
Henry William Peterson, was then handed in
and read by the Clerk.

¢« The Honorable Mr. Aikins moved sec-
onded by the Honorable Mr. Leonard,

That the return on oath of the said Archi-
bald Henrz Macdonald of the service required
by the 77th rule of this House to be made on
the party from whom the divorce is now
sought by the said Henry William Peterson,
be (feemed sufficient.
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thThe question of concurrence being put

h €reon the same was, on a division, resolved
0 the affirmative.”

It appears to have been objected to,
Cause ‘‘the question of concurrence
€Ing put thereon, the same was on a
Vision resolved in the affirmative.” So
there was a precedent, and I believe my
on. friend on my left objected to it at

€ time. What I contended was that the

Ouse did not require that the witness
should be examined at the bar. I hope
the House will not expect any apology
T0m me for setting myself right on a point
like this, because it is of some conse-
Quence that we should adhere to the regu-
ar procedure in such matters.

Hon: Mr. KAULBACH—I am glad
that my hon. friend has brought this mat-
ter up and set himself right before the

Ouse, so that in future we shall know
What to do in such cases. I see by a
- Ianual of procedure of the Senate, which

3s been placed in our hands (by whom I

O not know) that the course which my

on. friend from Amherst (Mr. Dickey)
Says is the correct one, is laid down there
t page 76, as follows :—

“On the day appointed for the second
Teading, the order b‘::xi)gg called, the member
ltl'l charge presents, Firstly, The Clerk’s cer

ificate “that the notice was posted on the
s°°l'8 of the Senate, and it 18 read by the

Peaker, (R. 76, Sen. J., 1878, p- 719.)

ondly, The return of service on the res-
Pondent. “The return is read by the Clerk,
:"d motion is made for the second reading of
a e Bill, unless the allegations of the return
n’e not deemed sufficient. In that case the
'eber in charge informs the House that

* ., who served the notice, is in attendance,
30d agkg that he be called in and examined.
8.J., 1878, p. 120.)”

4

. This procedure appears to be consistent
Wth precedents we have in other cases
Ore us, and with the strict construction
the rules of the House, sections 76 and

I am very glad that there should be
"0 mistake made with regard to this
rlna_m}al which has been placed before us.
N 1tis to be our guide it should be cor-
€Ct, 50 that in future parties will know
OW to proceed.

of

Hox. Mr. FERRIER—From  the re-
which fell from the hon. member
; om Richmond, I wish to know whether

iy the opinion of this House those words
Ould be struck out.

9
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Ho~N. MR. DICKEY—No; they are
mere redundancy.

Hon. MrR. SKEAD—It appears that
there is some dissatisfaction with the
committee named in this affair, and I
should like in all seriousness to withdraw
my name. It is the last committee on
which I should imagine anyone would
wish to serve, but if there is any hon.
gentleman who would like to take my
place, I should be glad to let him have it.
If I might be allowed to make a sugges-
tion, I would name my hon. friend from
Halifax (Mr. Almon); I daresay a medi-
cal man would be useful on a committee
of this kind.

Hon. MR. ALMON—TI have not the
slightest wish to serve, only it appeared to
me rather unfair that the petitioner in this
case should nominate the committee. It
seems to me that it is not consistent with
the rules of common fairness which I
learned as a schoolboy and which have
guided me ever since. I have great ob-
jection to serve on that committee, be-
cause my views differ very greatly from
those of the majority of this honorable
body. When I first came here a divorce
case was before the Senate, in which the
adultery was witnessed to have been com-
mitted by two parties. I believe that when
Francis, the supposed author of the Junius
letters, while holding a legal appointment
in Calcutta, was accused of adultery, but
as the fact had been only witnessed by
one person, and according to Indian law
no one could be convicted for such an
offence unless witnessed by three parties
besides the two engaged, he was acquitted.
From what I heard in the first case which
came up after I was appointed to the
Senate, I should say that in Canada two
witnesses are not sufficient. My view is
that much less evidence is required to
convict than this body had before them in
that case, and therefore I should object
to serve on the committee, for that, if for
no other reason. I do not object to the
members who have been named, but I do
object to such a mode of appointing a
tribunal of this kind, which has to act ina
judicial capacity. I do not believe that
we should be called upon to deal with such
cases, but that they should be decided
elsewhere, but so long as they continue to
come before us, I think in all fairness the
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accused should have something to say
about the appointment of the committee,
although, personally, I have not the slight-
est objection to any of the gentlemen who
have been named.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
hon. gentleman who has:just spoken does
not keep quite in mind that although the
motion comes from the hon. Senator who
moved the second reading of the Bill, yet
it must receive the sanction of the Senate,
and it must be presumed that he is acting
with perfect fairness to the House and
does not name any one from whom the
utmost impartiality could not be expected.
If the House adopts the motion the com-
mittee is named by the House If it
could be shown that any member is biased,
of course an objection could be made, and
if there was such objection to any mem-
ber I am sure he would at once ask to
have his name withdrawn. The hon.
Senator from Amherst has certainly cited
a precedent for admitting an affidavit in-
stead of requiring oral evidence at the bar,
but I did not say anything about a prece-
dent or the non-existence of a precedent.
What I said was that the rule of the House
required the presence of the witness at the
bar. My hen. friend quoted the 73rd
rule to show that an affidavit should be
accepted. I saidthat was a preliminary
proceeding and quoted the 76th rule to
show that there was clearly a distinction
between the two - rules, the one requiring
simply evidence to satisfy the House and
the other rule requiring specifically and
in so many words the presence of the wit-
ness at the bar. Then the hon. gentle-
man said that that could be dispensed
with if the House so pleased. T assented
to that and said it could be done
if the House was  unanimous. The
hon. gentleman who has charge of the bill
had not given any notice of the intention
to present an affidavit instead of having
the witness examined at the bar, and there-
fore the request, being made at the mo-
ment, could only be granted by the unan-
imous consent of the House. I was not
arguing as to the existence or non-existence
of a precedent, but as to the legal effect
of the rule. If my hon. friend will read
the report of what I said he will find that

I did not lay stress on the question of

precedent, because I could not expect to
be informed as to precedents. These

HonN. MR. ALMON.
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things occur and pass out of one’s mind
and I seldom cite precedents because I
do not retain them in my memory., I think,
however, that it would be unwise to de-
part from the rule. It might in some
cases be exceedingly desirable that the
witness should appear at the bar of the
Senate so that we might ascertain wheth-
er the service actually took place. 1 re-
member one case in which the service
was effected in the United States, and
there was quite a cross-examination as to
whether the witness was sure of the iden-
tity of the person on whom he had served
the papers. Such a case might occur
again. Half a dozen cases of that kind
might be imagined in which it would be
very desirable and important that the wit-
ness should appear at the bar of the House
and it is because it is so desirable and
important that the 76th rule requires oral
evidence instead of an affidavit.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—My hon. friend
certainly stated distinctly that I was mis-
taken in supposing that the affidavit was
sufficient—

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
say so still.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I stated there
were precedents for the affidavit, but my
hon. friend tells me at once that I am
mistaken.

How. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—No.
I did not say so, it is not here in the
report. :

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—The hon. gen-
tlemen said: “I have no objection
to whatever course the House will
pursue, but my hon. friend is mistaken in
supposing that an affidavit is the proof
required by the rule” Then he goes
on to say this proof on oath is required
with reference to the service of the
preliminary notice, that is, the notice
of the intention to apply for a bill
of divorce; that is the notice which
my hon. friend says might be sup-
plied by affidavit  But when you
come to the 76th rule, which is the one
we were discussing the other day, and the
one which applies to the second reading,
“the language is changed and it is not then
proof on oath merely, but proof on oath
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at the bar of the Senate.” So that my
Precedent was questioned as not applying
to the second rule, and the House acted
Upon that impression. I ‘certainly did
not challange it any further, because I
did not want to put my memory or my
Opinion against the opinion of the leader
of the House.

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—Idid

hot say my hon. friend was mistaken in

Is precedent ; I said he was mistaken in
his belief that the rules were identical.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—My hon. friend
to-day has gone farther ; he says it is not
sufficient to move the suspension of the
Tules, but they ought to give notice. Now

ave quoted to him from the journals

ere and shewed him that it was done
Without giving notice and that it was re-
solved on a division that this be dispensed
With at the moment, and the Bill was re-
Celved and read the second time. That
action was taken by my hon. friend Mr.
Aikins at the time, and I thought that
Was the very best authority.

Hon. S;r ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
Tule was not suspended ; it was said that
that was sufficient—that was all.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—The House will
Perceive the wisdom of adhering strictly
to the rules in a matter of this kind where
We are acting in a judicial capacity. I
Tecollect the case that my hon. friend
alludes to, and 1 know that I opposed
accepting evidence by affidavit ot the
Service. I think the leader of the House
IS perfectly right in the interpretation he
8lves to that clause of the rules of the

ouse. On the case in question I took
the same ground he has taken now, and I
Say it only shows the wisdom of adhering
Strictly to the rules and not allowing any
Precedent which might conflict with their
3pIrit to get upon our Journals, because
It has the effect of continuing the irregu-

Tity and in some cases may work very
Serious injustice.

. HoN. Mr. DICKEY—I am not discus-
Sing the question whether it would be
Clter to have the evidence taken at the
ar of the House or to have it upon an
affidavit. Upon that fact I stated frankly
that the House had generally been in
VOor of examination at the bar, but I said
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there was a precedent for this on the
second reading and that was the question, -
and I did not like a statement I had made
here to be questioned. I may state, now
that I have called the attention of the
House to the fact, that a Minister of the
Crown moved this same resolution which
was proposed last Thursday; that was
on the second reading. It was moved by
the Hon. Mr. Aikins and was to the effect
that the affidavit be considered sufficient
proof of service, and was carried on divi-
sion; it was not on reading the peti-
tion, it was on the second reading of
the Bill. So that it appears to be my
misfortune to be misunderstood in
this matter, although I have read the
words out of the report in the hearing of
évery gentleman here. Now I am told
that the division which took place was on
the second reading. Of course it was, but
it was carried on a division, this very
resolution which was questioned, and my
hon. friend was one of those who ques-
tioned it and he had a perfect right to
question it. I said the other day that any
hon. gentleman had a perfect right to
object if he thought proper to do so.
Now I will set myself right here, and will
again read the record.

(The hon. gentleman again quoted from
the journals.)

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
must again deny that I questioned the
precedent in any way. What I questioned
was the interpretation of the rule.

The motion was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

SAULT STE. MARIE BRIDGE COM-
PANY BILL.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN,

Hon. Mr. DICKEY moved concur-
rence in the amendments made by the
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors to Bill 43, “An Act to incor-
porate the Sault Ste. Marie Bridge Co.”

Hon..S1rR ALEX. CAMPBELL—Will
my hon. friend explain the motion, or was
it explained yesterday ?

HoNn. MRr. DICKEY—The amend-
ments are not very formidable. They
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are chiefly verbal ; the most important is
the power they ask to make regulations
with regard to this bridge. I myself took
exception to giving too extensive powers
because it might lead to amalgamation
witharailroad company inthe UnitedStates.
A bridge company was a very different
thing because it might happen there would
be two companies empowered to bridge a
stream which divided the two countries
and they naturally might wish to amal-
gamate, and I therefore struck out the
word “ Railway Company” and inserted
the word ‘ Bridge.” That was the most
important. Then in the section which
gave power to them to take action without
any reference whatever to the provisions
of the present Act, we inserted the words
“that all said action should be taken
subject to the provisions of this Act.” The
only other important amendment was that
this word “ Company” should be con-
sidered to mean the company incorporated
by this Act, or such amalgamated com-
pany, so as to make the checks and guards
in the Bill apply to the consolidated com-
pany, in case it should be formed, as well
as to the company mentioned by the Act.
The other amendments are strictly verbal.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL--I
am much obliged to my hon. friend for
the explanation. There is another point
whick has been under the consideration
of the Government, in reference to these
bridges extending from Canada into the
United States, which is, the desire that in
all bills for incorporating such bridge
companies, there should be a clause to
the effect that the Act should not go into
operation until it has been proclaimed by
‘the Governor General. The object of
that was to take care, that in some way or
other, the consent of the United States
Government was signified to the BIll
We thought, and I am of the opinion that
the House will think, there might possibly
be some complication with the United
States Government, with reference to these
bridges. This particular bridge at Sault
St. Marie does not probably interfere with
navigation, because there is no navigation
above the Sault, at least just at the Sault.
But there are other cases of the incorpora-
tion of bridges in other places asked for
along the St. Lawrence, and one or two
or three below Prescott, where the river
is the border, Canada being on one side

Hon. MRr. DiIckEy.
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and the United States on the other. Now
the bridges incorporated for the purpose
of traversing the river there, might or
might not give rise to complications with
the United States with reference to the
navigation to which they are entitled, in
consequence of these bridges, the enter-
ing of the channel, the character of the
bridge, or some other complication of that
kind; and we think that where a company is
incorporated to construct a bridge one
side of which is to be in the United
States, there should be signified to the
Government of this country the assent of

the United States in some definite way.

It was thought it might be done in
this way ; that if these bills had inserted
in them a clause that they did not come
into operation until after the proclamation
of the Governor General, then the persons
who are interested in this Bill might cor-
respond with the Government at Washing-
ton, and might procure some official com-
munication from the Secretary of State
there to the Secretary of State here
showing that the United States had
no objection to that bridge. In that way
we could avoid ulterior complications, I
will suggest to my hon. friend, the chair-
man of the Committee, that in future that
point may be brought to the notice of the
Committee. I do not know who has
charge of this particular Bill, but I hope
that he will let this clause be inserted :
that the Act shall not go into operation
before a day to be fixed by the Governor
General-in-Council.

HoN. MR. READ—TI have had charge
of the Bill. It has passed the House of
Commons, and has come up here.  Per-
haps it would be better to lay it over until
I telegraph to find whether there is any
objection to a clause of that sort. It
would perhaps be more prudent, and I
can easily communicate with those inter-'
ested. Mr. Bell was here when it was
before the committee. 1 think there is no
objection to such an amendment.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I do
not think they will object to it at all.

Hon. Mr. READ—I do not think
they will myself; but it will be better for
me to postpone it until Monday.

Hon. MR. DICKEY—I do not think
there will be any danger in the delay,
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As reference has been made to me, as
chairman of the committee, I have
Pleasure in saying that I am in favor of
such a clause. It struck us in the com-
Mittee, but we had no precedent, as no
objection was ever taken to those bills
that have been passed from time to time.
I think it is very proper that a proviso
should be inserted in some way or other
by which conflict or confusion might be
Prevented, and a clause requiring the
Proclamation of the Governor-General in
Council would meet this. I can only say
that in any bridge bills that may come
before us in the future, I shall feel it my
duty to communicate with the leader of
Government on that point.
The motion was agreed to.

GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY LAWS
AMENDMENT BILL.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

. Hown. Mr. VIDAL moved concurrence
In the amendments made by the Commit-
tee on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors
to Bill (M) “An Act to amend the Acts
relating to the Great Western Railway
Company.” He said—These amend-
ments, although at first sight they appear
Numerous and might seem to require some
consideration, if a little attention is bestow-
ed on the minutes, as recorded on page
175, it will be at once seen that they are
really very unimportant, and mainly refer to
a change in certain figures. I might sy
that the amount originally inserted in the
Bill was considered to be right, but inas-
Much as the business to which it refers is
transacted in England it was only when
they 1eceived from England a correct
Statement of the exact figures of the bonds
Wwhich had been issued at that date that
they were enabled to put in the exact
amount. It is very desirable that the
amount should be accurate, and these
alterations are simply in order to correct
a very trifling error. There are two or
three amendments, one of which is men-
tioned here on page two, line forty-two,
Where some twelve or thirteen additional
lll{es are inserted in the Bill simply to
Ting it into harmony with the alterations
and changes made in the figures. The
effect is not to give the Company any
enlarged powers. If it has any effect at
all it is to restrict them in the interests of
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the public. It is merely showing that the
extent to which they are permitted to issue
their bonds shall be reduced when in
place of those bonds money is invested in
other securities. A little further down
power is taken to change the day of ren-
dering their annual accounts, and the day
for holding their annual meeting. These
are strictly following the legislation which
has been granted by this Parliament to
other companies, and the latter one is
amended by the clause which requires that
it shall only be done with the consent of
two-thirds of the stockholders. There is
really nothing that is important in the
amendments which have been made in
committee. They were very carefully
considered there and assented to by that
committee without a division.

I have to ask the indulgence of the
House to make yet two trivial amend-
ments, that were overlooked or not
thought of while the Bill was in the .com-
mittee. They are merely verbal. I wish
to explain why I do not propose to make
the amendments at the third reading; I
think it will be much more convenient to
the House that the Bill should be printed
perfect with all the amendments in it. As
it now reads it almost implies that the
running of steamboats and the carrying of
freight on vessels is a part of the business
of the railway. They do not wish it to
appear as being in their business ; they
wish it to appear as being in connection
with their business. Another amendment
is in the roth section making no change
whatever in the meaning of the clause, but
simplifying it in its expression.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—We
are now upon the reception of the report
of the Committee, and cannot very well
add anything to the Bill at this stage.
When it comes before the House for third
reading it will then be open for amend-
ment. .

Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I see that the
amendment cannot be properly made now ;
I ask, therefore, that it shall stand as a
notice of amendment to be made at the
third reading.

The motion was aéreed to and the re-
port was adopted.

The Senate adjourned at 4.35 p.m.
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THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, 22nd March, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
THIRD READINGS.
The following bills, reported from the

Committee on Banking and Commerce,
were read the third time and passed :

Bill (3) “An Act to incorporate the’

St. Lawrence Marine Insurance Co.”
(Mr. Ryan.)

Bill (29) “ An Act to incorporate the
North-Western Bank.” (Mr. Girard.)
\

Bill (16) “An Act to incorporate the
Manitoba Bank.” (Mr. Girard.)

FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF CAN-
ADA BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN, from the Commit-
tee on Banking and Commerce, reported
Bill (J) “ An Act to incorporate the First
National Bank of Canada,” with amend-
ments which, he explained, were with one
exception of a purely verbal character.
The only important amendment was to
alter the name to “ The Western Bank
of Canada.”

Hon. MR. GIBBS moved concurrence
in the amendments.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was then read the third time and passed.

BUILDING, LOAN AND SAVINGS
SOCIETIES BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. MrR. ALLAN, from the Com-
mittee on Banking and Commerce, re-
ported Bill (P) “ An Act further to amend
the law respecting ‘Building Societies and
Loan and Savings Companies carrying on
business in the Province of Ontario,” with
an amendment which he explained was
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for the purpose of removing doubt as to
the vote by which the resolution for in-
creasing the capital stock of the Company
was to be passed. The ordinary phrase-
ology adopted in other acts of a similar
nature was used in the Bill, but a doubt
had been suggested as to whether it might
be construed to mean a vote of two-thirds
in value of all the shareholders present
or represented by proxy at the meeting,
and to remove this doubt and make it
perfectly clear, the word “present” was
struck out and the word “given” substi-
tuted, and striking out also the word
“represented,” the clause is made to read
“by a vote of not less than two-thirds in
value of all the shareholders given in per-
son or by proxy.” He moved concur-
rence in the amendment.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL.
THIRD READING.

The order of the day being read for the
third reading of the Bill (M) “An Act to
amend the Acts relating to the Great
Western Railway Company.”

Hon. Mr. VIDAL moved that the Bill
be not nowread the third time, but that it be
amended in accordance with the notice
which he had given.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills from the House of
Commons were introduced and read the
first time :—

Bill (52) “An Act to incorporate the
Planters’ Bank of Canada.” (Mr. Ryan.)

Bill (26) “An Act to incorporate the
Saskatchewan and Peace River Railway
Company. (Mr. McInnes.)

Bill (34) “An Act to amend and con-
solidate as amended the several Acts
relating to the British American Insurance
Company.” (Mr. Smith.)

Bill (17) “An Act to grant certain pow-
ers to the American Telegraph and Cable
Company.” (Mr. Gibbs.)
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Bill (31) “An Act to incorporate the
lements ‘Steamship Company, limited.”
Mr. Macfarlane.)

Bill (65) “An Act respecting the New
York and Ontario Furnace Company.”
Mr. Read)

Bill (4) “An Act respecting the Sun
utual Insurance Company, of Montreal.”
Mr. Ryan.)

The Senate adjourned at 4.05 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, March 23rd, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the chair at
ree o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE LAKE SUPERIOR AND
JAMES’ BAY RAILWAY BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY from the Com-
Mittee of Railways, Telegraphs -and Har-
J01s to whom was referred the Bill
!ntituled “An Act to Incorporate the

ke Superior and James Bay Railway

Ompany,” reported that they had gone
through the said Bill and had directed
Im to report the same to the House with
Certain amendments. He said: The first
amendment refers to the third section of
the Bill and is merely to correct some
tautology by striking out a couple of lines.

he amendment in the twelfth section is
Terely a transference of a word in order
to improve the language. The amend-
Ment to the seventeenth clause is merely
Verbal. The eighteenth clause is amend-
&d 50 as to make it conformable to legis-
atlon  already existing. The Bill as it
Stood limited the time for commencing
Work on the Railway to five years. While
It was admitted that this line would pass

rough, to some extent, a comparatively
Unknown country, yet it was thought an
Unreasonable extension of the ordinary
.ll‘xmt which is two years; but under the
Clrcumstances the Committee considered
that the Company should be allowed three
Years within which to commence opera-
Yons. The most important amend-
Ment to this Bill is the striking out
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of the clause 21 which gives this Company
power to amalgamate with any other com-
pany. , Under this amalgamation clause
the Company asked for a sweeping power
which the Committee thought it was not
advisable to give in view of the fact that
in most of these railway bills the com-
panies with which they propose to amal-
gamate have always been named so that
Parliament could see if they were rival
lines or subsidiary lines.  Considering
also that this Company was not in a posi-
tion geographically to unite with any
other company except with the Canadian
Pacific Railway, it was thought the proper
time had arrived to make a stand on this
point, and call the attention of Parliament
to the necessity that exists for restraining
these unlimited powers of amalgamation
that have crept into a great deal of our
railway legislation ; and the further fact
that this company has three years within
which to commence its operations. After
that time, if they find it necessary to
unite with any other specific company,
there will then be ample time to call upon
Parliament to give them necessary power
to do so.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved -that ‘ghe
amendments be taken into consideration
to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

DOMINION DEBENTURES.
MOTION.

Hox. MR. READ moved to resolve—

That, in the opinion of this House, it is
desirable that a certain portion of Dominion
debentures issued on the authority of Parlia-
ment, at whatever rate of interest they are
disposed of, may from time to time, be placed
with the Assistant Receivers General in each
Province, and that the interest thereon
should be payable where such debentures are
circulated for the convenience of trustees and
other investors in the particular locality.

He said: The motion I have given no-
tice of aims at placing within the reach of
investors of this country a class of secur-
ities that, to my mind, is not easily to be
found even if you have the money. In
looking over the list of shares and stocks
presented to investors in this country I see
no notice of Dominion debentures. It is
quite evident they are not on the market in

this country or else they would be placed
in the long list I have before me, of other
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stocks; from the Bank of Montreal down
to the Champlain and St. Lawrence Rail-
way Company. All have their market
value, but Dominion debentures even in
the Dominion of Canada do not appear
to have any quotation or to be in the
market at all. What I think is an appa-
rent want in this country is that Dominion
debentures should be placed in such a
manner that capitalists would have an
opportunity at all times to invest in the
securities of their own country. I will be
told, I dare say, that they can do so now;
if they can do so it is by a very circuitous
route ; they have to go to England to
buy them and they have to go there to
collect their interest, The object of my
motion is that some arrangements may
be made by which Dominion debentures
shall be obtainable here and the interest
be made payable here at such places
as they circulate in. What I mean
by circulation is that they shall be ob-
tained at the offices of the Assistant Re-
ceiver General in each Province. It will
not add to the expense of those offices and
will be very convenient to persons who may
desire to obtain a class of securities in
which they have confidence. To my
mind the world does not present a better
security than Dominion debentures. The
credit of the country is established beyond
doubt; we have been enabled to re-
duce the rate of interest from time
to time in the money market of the
world, where securities are closely
scrutinized for purposes of investment.
From year to year the interest on our de-
bentures has been reduced, and the,
reason for that is very obvious: in the
first place'we have always paid our inter-
est, and we have always been able to meet
our debentures when they became due.
Consequently, in the money market of the
world the value of our debentures is well
established. It must be apparent to every
one that the capital of this country has
vastly increased within the last few years.
We have only to look at the public
accounts and the statements presented to
Parliament, to see that there is an enor-
mous increase of wealth in Canada. This
must be apparent to hon. gentlemen here,
who are well versed in this question. 1
am almost ashamed to present the figures,
but still every one has not the same oppor-
tunity of seeing them as hon. gentlemen
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Debentures.

find that on the 14th May, 1869, our paid-
up bank capital was $30,843,337, and on
the 18th of the present rhonth the paid-
up bank capital of the country was
$62,176,933, or an increase in twelve
years of $31,334,596. I have no doubt
that that capital is finding profitable in-
vestment. On looking a little further 1
find that the bank deposits, bearing interest,
in the different banks of the country,
on the 14th May, 1869, amounted to
$22,496,624 ; deposits without interest,
$14,534,404, or a total deposit of
$37,031,028. On the 18th of the present
month, I see, by the returns just in, that
the deposits in the banks of the country,
bearing interest, have increased to
$45,055,009,while depositswithout interest
have increased to $46,565,576, or a
total of $92,620,585 of the people’s
money deposited 1in the chartered
banks of this country. This is a very
great increase but if we add to that the
Post Office and Savings’ Bank deposits,
we find that on the 3oth June, 1881, they
amounted to $6,208,226, an increase over
the previous year of $2,262,507. To this
may be added Dominion stocks which
have been issued to the depositors of the
Post Office Savings’ Bank amounting to
$2,431,900, or making the total deposits
of the people, $101,260,711 ; an increase
in 12 years of $64,229,682 of capital
placed within the chartered banks and in
the Government Post Office Savings'
Banks. That is such a vast increase that
we must take warning, because I believe
we have entered upon an era of great
prosperity. We may be asked how this
prosperity arises : For a great number of
years we have been engaged in clearing
lands, building fences, bridges, roads,
churches and school-houses and other
permanent improvements that caused a
great outlay without giving us an imme-
diate return ; but for the last 20 or 30
years the people have been reaping the
reward of their industry and the capital
that they invested in the early settlement
of the country is beginning to
yield them a profitable  return.
That to my mind accounts for it in some
measure. Then, we have this vast coun-
try in the North West, the extent of which
and the future of which we can hardly
conceive. Until now we have had no
prairie land to offer to the settler. The
immigrant who come to us had to rough
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1t in the woods, enduring great hardships
and spending a lifetime before reaping a
fair return for his toil. But now, those
who come among us will go to the prairies
and in a very few years enjoy a compe-
tence as the result of their labors. I
think I am not visionary when I predict
that the wealth of the country will thus
Increase with great rapidity and beyond
our powers of calculation. The future of
the Dominion is, to my mind, highly
Satisfactory, and will invite millions to the
great North West where by honest industry
they can surround themselves with every
Comfort necessary to make life happy.

Let us now look at the growth of the
Ievenue of this country. In 1868 it was
$‘3,835,460: in 1881 it reached $29,638,-
975, showing in thirteen years the mar-
* vellous increase of $15,803,515. Of course
Wise legislation. has had something to do
With it ; the people of this country are all
at work. A gentleman told me just now
that he had six hundred girls working for

Im in one factory andthathe paid $11,000
fvery month in wages. We are secing
effects of this wise legislation in the in-
Creased deposits in our savings banks,
Tepresenting the profits of the laboring
Classes, On the 3oth June, 1880, the
amount deposited in the Post Office
Savingd Bankswas$3,045,664; onthe 3oth,

une 1881, just one yearlater, it was $6,208,-
226,an increase in oneyear of $2,262,557.

ow, this represents thesavings of artisans,
aborers and others. All these facts
showthat it isnecessary to place within the
Teach of the public of this country
debentures which they can invest
In with some feeling of security. The
Post Office Savings'Banks are safe enough,

Ut my idea is to give them an invest-
Ment which shall be irredeemable. Take
She case of a trustee.  He has money to
!nvest and he requires a safe investment.
He 1s not so particular about the rate of
Interest as having good security. For in-
Stance, a trustee has $100,000 to invest.
If he buys building society stock, he may,
Perhaps,” get his interest, but when he
Wants to sell the stock it may not be
Saleable. If he buys bank stock, the bank
May fail and he may lose the money and

responsible for more. If he buys loan
Society stock, it may, if the business of
€ company is well managed, bring him
2 good rate of interest, but they may have
More farms thrown on their hands than
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they can sell. While they can manage to
wring the interest out of borrowers it is
all very well, but after a time borrowers
may become disheartened and abandon
their properties. If he buys houses and
land, the houses may be destroyed by fire
or the land depreciate in value. It does
seem to me that a trustee should be in a
position to purchase the securities of this
countty and thus be relieved of all
responsibility as to the safety of his invest-
ments. Then, again, if any one wishes to
make provision for some member of a
family, these debentures would afford a
desirable security. There are helpless
people in Canada as in every other
country, and people whose duty it is to
take care of them, and Parliament should
give them an opportunity to make safe
investments. We are increasing in wealth
enormously and there are benevolent
people who may wish to aid useful and
charitable institutions ; in what way could
they invest their donations so safely as in
the debentures of this country? Almost
every country has a public debt, and the
people who bear the burden have an op-
portunity to invest in it. With us the case
1s different : it is exceedingly difficult to
obtain Dominion debentures. It is only
a day or two ago thgt a gentleman who,
1 should think, has every opportunity to
be informed on this subject, said to me he
was anxious about his little family and
felt the want of Dominion debentures in
which to invest his means so that the in-
terest would be payable here. See how
the French nation took up their national
debt ! Look at the immense amount of
money which the Franco-German war
cost them, and how, when their bonds were
offered, the people took themup ! T was
reading to-day a statement showing that
when the Government asked for 400,000,-
ooo francs, they had ofters to take up
1,000,000,000, and on another occasion
when they asked for 800,000,000 francs,
the offer was 8,000,000,000.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER—Taken up
by their own citizens ?

HoN. MR. READ—Yes. The offer to
take up the loan was ten times more than
the requirements of the country. Look
at the debt of the United States! On
July 1st, 1856, the debt of that country
was only $31,762,761, bearing interest at



138 Dominson
the rate of 5.88; on March 1st, 1882, it
was $1,584,326,600, bearing interest at
the rate of 3.9o0; showing that the capi-
talists and people of this continent had
faith in the recuperative power of their
country. We have a debt, but it has not
been created for war purposes. It was
incurred in the construction of public
works and other useful enterprises; so
that I do not consider our debt amounts
to anything. Why, it is only a few years
since we were frightgned about building
the Intercolonial Railway. We built it for
$25,000,000, yet we do not feel the bur-
den it entailed ; and so it will be with the
Pacific Railway ; we will hardly know that
it is being done, as regards the placing of
burdens on the people. 1 was very glad
to learn, when the Finance Minister was
delivering his budget speech, that in pay-
ing the interest on our debt in England
we are saving $15,000 a year, and that by
an arrangement which he had made for
a loan to meet the debt due in 1883, there
will be a saving to this country of $350,000.
Now, all this half per cent., or whatever it
may be, could be saved to this country,
because the Assistant Receivers General
could do such work to the extent that is
necessary to meet the wants of the people
of this country who would take up deben-
tures. I do nof® wish to detain the
House: while it is a fit subject to bring
before the attention of Parliament, I admit
that it is one with which I am not thor-
oughly familiar. I beg, therefore, to move
the resolution which appears on the paper,
secohded by the Hon. Mr. Ogilvie.

Hon. MR, OGILVIE—My reason for
seconding this motion was simply this—
that if the Government see nothing in the
way to prevent this being done, I think it
would be a very great convenience for
many people in the Dominion, not only
for the investment of money for estates,
for which it would be useful, of course,
but for a great many people who have
small savings of $500 or $10c00, now
drawing but 37/ interest. To many of
them it would be a great convenience,
indeed. if they could buy a bond of $500
or $1,000, or whatever amount the Gov-
ernment might see fit to issue—if they
could buy that and hold it and get their
interest every six months, I think there
would be a feeling of having property in
their hands that was perfectly secure and

= HoN. MR, REap,
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satisfactory ; and it would lead people to
save more than even depositing money 10
savings banks. It is certainly a question
that troubles many people at the present
time. I have felt it, I know, myself in
one or two estates which I had to manage.
One does not know what to put money
into in order to have it perfectly secure
and so as to run no risk. Executors and
trustees do not generally get any pay for
their work, and when they get no remu-
neration and have to run serious risks be-
sides, if it is possible to furnish a safe
investment such as these debentures
would be, I think it should be done. I
do not say that it is possible : there may
be objections which I do not see, but if it
is possible to have it carried out, it would
be of great use in every part of the
Dominion.

Hon., MrR. KAULBACH—This is a
question which is probably not within my
sphere and which I do not know much
about, but listening to my hon. friend who
moved in the matter and the gentleman
who has just sat down, I think we have
reached such a state of prosperity in this
country, that this subject is worthy of the
consideration of Parliament and of the
Government—whether these debentures
could not find a market in the Dominion
as well as outside of it. Evidently we
have entered upon a new era of prosperity
in this tountry, and notwithstanding the
fact that the Government have restricted
the rate of interest in the savings banks,
we find large amounts of money deposited
there by mechanics and others, who
do not probably see any other safe and
sure means of investing it. I consider a
matter of this kind is worthy of grave con-
sideration. When we come to find, as my
hon. friend from Belleville has said, that
we have $100,000,000 more wealth now
than we had 15 years ago, deposited in the
banks and savings banks of the Dominion,
it seems to me that the people are in a
state of prosperity. There is a large
amount of capital in the Dominion, a con-
siderable portion of which might be in-
vested in the way suggested by my hon.
friend. The House and the Government
should consider whether these debentures
could not be sold in this country as well
as in England when we require to borrow
money. I think it is in the interest of the
country that they should be held, if pos-
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Sible, by the people of Canada. It would
conducive to good government; it
Would increase the interest which peoole
should have in the welfare of the country
:g_d_ In the proper administration of public
airs,

Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—I think

the proposal which has been made by the
e hon. Senator from Belleville will meet
With general approval, throughout the
Country at least, whether it meets with
€ approval of the Government itself.
here may be technical objections to this
among financiers but I can say from my
OWn experience that the want of such in-
Yestments has at a not very remote period
€n sensibly felt by the people of the
Tovince from which 1 come. Large
Quantities of lands having been expropria-
ted in Prince Edward Island, it became
Recessary to invest the money which form-
ed a trust fund for which ordinary invest-
Mments would not answer, because they are
Not sufficiently secure and do not relieve
Stees from personal liability. There
Was an instance of that in Scotland at the
Ume of the failure of the Glasgow Bank.
B that case trustees found to their
astonishment and horror that the invest-
-Ments made in the most dona fide manner
Y them on behalf of parties for whom
€y were acting, were worthless and they
themselves were liable to the trust funds
for the moneys they had so invested. In
InceEdward Island before Confederation,
When the local Government expropriated
Sstates from proprietors, they used to pay
them with debentures bearing six per cent.
Interest. Since Confederation expropria-
tl‘)n'has been carried on much more ex-
tensively, I remember myself being sum-
Moned before the Court of Commission-
s who adjudicated upon those expro-
Priation questions on the point as to how
Proprietors who had been paid for lands
tak§n from them, could safely re-invest
€Ir money so as to yield a revenue simi-
to that which they had received from
heir Jands. T was compelled to admit the
great difficulty existing as to finding in
the Island a secure and profitable invest-
Ment. The proposition of my hon, friend,
Wadopted, would meet all those difficult
Questions and provide a means of invest-
savings and trust funds, and I very
Much hope that the Government will look

With a kindly eye upon it.
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Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER — This
House and the country are certainly much
indebted to the hon. gentleman from
Belleville for bringing this matter underdis-
cussion, and his explanations have been so
lucid, so practical, and so-able that I feel
myself that it is almost unnecessary for me
to add one word to what has fallen from
him. We all know that the Parliament
of this Dominion has resolved to construct
public works which must roll up the
public debt of this country to a very much
larger amount that it now is.  While it is
necessary for the Government to borrow
money, there can only be one opinion
that the statesman should borrow it in such
a manner as to drain the least possible
amount of wealth out of the country. He
should borrow it if possible to consolidate
and strengthen the bands which hold this
Confederation together. Let us take for
example the mother country which has
the largest debt in the world; but the
debt of Great Britain is acknowledged to
be the strength of the nation, because it is
chiefly held by its own citizens. We have
thus exhibited to us two great objects
which the British nation aimed at. It
constitutes the wealth of her people by
the interest remaining in the country,
while we observe that a vast mass of the
population have a direct interest in up-
holding and strengthening the Goverment
against any foe at home or abroad. These
are two points which statesmen ought not
to lose sight of, either statesmen of the
European world or of this Continent. The
same reasoning can be used in favor of
the adoption of the patriotic motion offer-
ed by my hon. friend from Belleville. We .
may well ask why has the present Govern-
ment made no movement in this direc-
tion? No doubt, it will be replied the
loans are more easily effected by our
financial agents in London, and our credit
is so good there that we can raise as much
as we please by paying a commission to
our financial agent.

But that is not the whole duty of a
statesman. All the interest up to the
present moment on the indebtedness of our
municipalities, our counties, cities and
local governments—and even on our
Dominion debt—has been flowing out of
the country. We must all remember that
while at the present moment this country
is in a very high state of prosperity,it yet was
but a short period ago that we lamented
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the fact that gold was being drained out
of the country in consequence of the
large municipal, provinicial and Domin-
ion indebtedness. We cannot suppose
that the sun will shine upon any country
for ever, or that we are going to be blessed
always with good harvests; and we shall be
subjected in the future, no doubt, as in
the past, to a change in our financial
position. In addition to the interest flow-
‘ing out of the country, I find by referring
to the public accounts now before me
that we paid commissions to our financial
agents in London last year to the amount
of $92,820. Messrs. Glyn, Mills & Co.
alone received $83,820, as commission,
and I think that it 1s now confessed by
our present Minister of Finance that we
have been paying a great deal more than
we should have done, and he is now
entering upon an arrangement by which
$320,000 will be saved during the next
five years, simply because we have our
own high commissioner, Sir Alexander
Galt, now in London, who simply tells
our financial agents that he is prepared
to negotiate our loans in future at a very
much smaller rate. When these gentle-
men find they are going to lose our busi-
ness they come to him and offer to make
terms with us by which we shall affect
this saving. What a vast amount of money
have we been throwing away in the shape
ofcommissions! Itmayberepliedthat there
would be difficulty in floating the deben-
tures of the Government and getting them
taken up, but I maintain there would be
no such difficulty. I do not say that the
whole of every loan would be taken, or
one-half of it, but who that knows the
present state of Canada and the position
of our farmers, who are accumulating by
their industry year after year considerable
amounts of money, and who are anxious
to invest that money safely—who will say
that the farmers of this country do not
look forward to some such investment as
my hon. friend from Belleville now de-
sires? Again, men who are managing
estates as trustees will be glad to get such
trust funds invested at say four per cent.
in this way. How many there are living
to-day wha really, when they come to
look at the present insecurity of invest-
ments, and at the state of our banks and
loan societies,—at the competition
amongst them and how frequently failures
are found when they are least expected—

HoN, MR. ALEXANDER.
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will welcome such safe and reliable in”
vestment as that now proposed ! Frequent-
ly the very men in whom we have plaqed
confidence prove unworthy and families
are ruined by their speculations. NO
head of a family at the present moment
knows whom to name as his executor an

therefore I think the motion of my hon.
friend from Belleville ought to be carrie

because if heads of families have such 2
mode of investing their moneys as these
debentures would offer they would no
longer be liable to loss through the inca-
pacity of others. I would hope that 2
large’ number of the members of this
House will adopt the suggestions and
motion of my hon. friend from Belleville.
I hope and trust that no objections will
be raised by the leader of the Government
in this House, but that.the common
sense view will be taken and every effort
put forth in favor of this motion. We
ought to afford to our own people thor
oughly reliable securities and we cannot
better strengthen the bonds that hold this
confederation together than by adopting
this course. Suppose any trouble should
arise with the United States—if any great
number of our citizens held a large por-
tion of our own debentures it would be an
additional tie—an additional reason for
them to band all together to meet the
common foe ; and if any internal troubles
arise here the same argument might apply-
I hope there will be no objection to this
motion. '

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—In
the object which my hon. friend from
Quinte Division has in view the Govern-
ment entirely concur. That object I be-
lieve to be that there should be placed at
the disposal and command of the people
of this country the opportunity of investing
in Government stocks. Those stocks are
divided into inscribed stocks and deben-
tures, and the hon. gentleman suggests
that these debentures should be placed in
the hands of the Deputy ReceiversGeneral
in different parts of the country; and I
presume his object was the disposal of
them to persons who desired to purchase.

In that object the Government entirely
concur, and if debentures were to be
sold, or if the debt of the country was at
this moment to be increased, that would
be the course the Government would pur-
sue; because im Canada to-day 2
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:gry considerable sum could be bor-
o %ed from the people of this
Ountry at the same rate as it could
whborrowed in England. The advantage
lich the hon. gentleman from the Quinte
int"mon has pointed out, of having the
€rest upon the debt payable to persons

is 4 reside in the country is very great and
. oroughly acknowledged by the Gov-
™Mment, but I do not think—much as we
. T€€ in the desirability of adopting the
Ourse which the resolution somewhat
:?guely points at—that it would be de-
table or expedient for the House to pass
IS resolution ; for the circumstances of
SOeh,Country may vary at any moment. It
appens that the Government, at this
aErthular epoch, do not desire to borrow
Coy money. Large sums of money are
Ming into the treasury from different
Ources, particularly from the Canadian
Acific Railway Company, from the sale of
cbentures which Parliament authorized
ofat Company to issue and the proceeds
of ;Vhlch are to be deposited in the hands
e Recewver General until that Com-

¥ shall, by virtue of the construction
Sitiso many miles of the road, be in a po-
n on to call for the payment of the
la:)ne)ﬂ Until that period arrives a very
8¢ sum of money is deposited, and will
n Increasing, in the hands of the Govern-
€nt, belonging to that Company. The
Oney in the treasury arising from post
Ce savings banks and from other sour-

S 15 also very considerable, so that at the
Present time the Minister of Finance does
U anticipate being obliged to borrow any
Money, Therefore it would be inexpe-
ent to say, with the authority of this
Ouse, what should be done in an event-
ality which does not now exist. Nobody
N tell what the circumstances may be
€xt year, or when the Minister of Finance
OF the time being may desire to borrow
.oney ; the rate of interest then may be
Per cent. or eight per cent. in this
Untry, and it may be four per cent. in
Ngland or elsewhere. It would there-
Ore be very inexpedient to tie down the
nds of the then Government or the then
ister of Finance, and to make him
P Ce any part of any loan, which he may
SSire to make, in the hands of the Assist-
WhtiReceivers General. I therefore think,
le at the present moment it might be

" fo ¢, it would be unwise to lay down
T the future the policy which the

n
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hon. gentleman from the Quinte
Division proposes by this resolution.
Then again the hon. gentleman’s proposed
resolution places these debentures in the
hands of the Assistant Receivers General,
meaning I suppose thereby, that they -
were to be bought from them. But his
resolution is vague in that respect though
I presume the hon. gentleman meant that
persons should go to the offices of the
Receivers General and buy them. That
might be very expedient; supposing the
existence of circumstances different from
the present, and that the Finance Minise.
ter desired to borrow money and the rate
of interest here was.as low as now. He
might think it expedient to borrow in this
country but it might not be the best way
to borrow. It might be very desirable—
instead of placing the debentures in the
hands of the Assitant Receivers General,
for persons to go and and take them up at
par—to receive tenders for them. In

fact it would be very awkward if tenders
were not received and I apprehend Par

liament would censure very severely the
Government of the day and the Minister
of Finance, if he had placed the deben-.
tures in the hands of the Assistant Re-.
ceivers General—as proposed in this re-
solution—and allowed them to be bought
up at a rate fixed by him. If the plan
pointed out in this resolution were adopt-
ed, the Minister of Finance would have
to fix a rate so that these debentures
would be sold at par or at such and such
a rate, and then public censure would
probably be visited upon him and it might
be said :—“Oh, you should not have fixed
a rate ; but you have done so when you
might have got much better terms. You
have said ‘ par’ here in the most rash
way, and you have written a circular to
all the Assistant Receivers-General placing
these debentures at par. Why, if you had
asked publicly for tenders you might have
got five per cent. premium. And the
Government and Minister of Finance of
the day would be reprehended, and I
think properly so, for not having taken the
best means of ascertaining what the mar-
kets would offer in different countries for
these debentures. So I think the plan
suggested by this resolution is not expe-
dient. Even supposing the Government
wanted to borrow money to-day, and
supposing that money was as cheap here
as in England, it would not even then be
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expedient for the Minister of Finance to
take this particular mode of disposing of
these debentures, and I think the House
will see that. '

I think the House will see that it is

" true not only with reference to the whole
amount, but it is true with reference to
any part of it. The Finance Minister of
the day is bound to get the best price he
can for every dollar that he issues, and
anxiously endeavors to do so, and the
only way to secure that end is to leave
his hands untrammelled, allowipg him to
do it by public tender or advertisement if
he thinks fit, or by naming the rate and
seeing that the debentures shall be sold
at that sum if he thinks fitt My hon.
friend has paid considerable attention to
this class of subjects, and he knows very
well the different results that were arrived
at by these two modes of disposing of de-
bentures—the course pursued by the late
Minister of Finance, and the course pur-
sued by the present Finance Minister.
In one case the price of the debentures
was fixed, and they were sold at that
price; in the latter case tenders were
asked for and the competition resulted in
a higher price being obtained for our
debentures. But this resolution points
to the future. Supposing that in five
years hence it is still the case that deben-
tures could be sold here as advantageously
as in England, still it would not be expe-
dient to tie down the hands of the Minis-
ister of Finance by this mode of placing
his debentures. If the Government or
their -Finance Minister take a wrong
method and do not dispose of their
debentures to advantage, they are visited
at once by the censure of Parliament and
the withdrawal of its confidence.  In this
way the public have a guarantee that the
Government will do the best they can to
get the best possible terms when they
have got to increase the public debt.
Hon. gentlemen know very well that that
is a special point with a Minister of Fi-
nance. I do not wish to draw any dis-
tinction between one Finance Minister
and another, for I believe that every
Finance Minister, when he has been
obliged to ask for a loan, has done the
best he could to obtain it as cheaply as
possible, because his own reputation and
the reputation of his Government were
affected by it.  If he does it badly and
clumsily, and to the disadvantage of the

HoN, S1r ALEX. CAMPBELL,
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country, then his reputation and the repu-
tation of his Government suffer, the coun-
try suffers, and they are at once visited by
the censure of Parliament and the with-
drawal of its confidence. On the other
hand, if he places his loan ably and well,
then it redounds to his own reputation,
the reputation of his Government,
and the advantage of the country,
That is the true guarantee that the people
have, and that the Government have, that
the Finance Minister will do his utmost
to secure a loan on the best possible
terms. To my mind it would be exceed-
ingly unwise to tie the hands of the Gov-
ernment to any particular mode of dispos-
ing of debentures; it would be particu-
larly unwise to tie them down to this of
that mode, for the next year you might
have money at seven or eight per cent. here
when it would be only four per cent. in
England. Above all, I think it would be
unwise for this House to seek to do so,
for any resolution we might pass upon the
subject might differ from the resolution or
conclusion that might be arrived at in the
other branch of the Legislature who have
the control of this class of subjects, and
with whom it rests to say when and where
money shall be borrowed, and upon what
terms. It is quite open for this House to
express its pleasure, and ministers can bow
to it as far as they can bow to it, but they
cannot say they will obey it if it differs
from the conclusion arrived at in ancther
place. The Government will say gener-
ally with the greatest possible respect to this
Senatethatnoresolution has been passed in
the other branch of the Legislature, and
we must obey the decision of the House
of Commons, So that in every way it is
inexpedient, because this House does not
speak with authority, and I think it is
always to be deprecated when the Senate
speaks on any subject on which it cannot
speak with authority. So far as my ex-
perience goes in this branch of the Legis-
lature I would prefer that a resolution
should not pass unless it is obeyed. 1t is
the only way to preserve the influence and
proper position of the Senate, and there-
fore I deprecate the passing of a resolu-
tion which, paradventure, may not be
obeyed because it may be contradicted by
the branch of the Legislature which has
superior authority on this subject. But
laying that aside, and the reasons I
have mentioned I consider that the
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;iSOIuti‘on is not one that the House
aftould adopt, and I hope my hon. friend,
siter having drawn attention to the neces
Y or expediency of an opportunity being
8lven to the people residing in this coun-
to Invest in this kind of securities, and
ta"lng received from me the assurance
at the Government is quite alive to that
Necessity, and quite aware of the advan-
ges that would result to the country from
aving a large portion of its interest pay-
¢ to persons residing in the Dominton;
at if circumstances were as they are now
We should adopt some such course as that
0w pointed out and give the people in
danada an opportunity, to invest in these
ebentures—I think when my hon. friend
+ 135 drawn attention to that point in the
Useful way that he has done and received
€ assurance he has received from the
S Overnment he will not consider it neces-
ary to press his resolution.

Hon. Mr. READ—I have taken agood
eal of interest in what the leader of the
vernment has said, and I must say that
Yhis own argument he has convicted
mself. He is doing to-day what he says
€ should not do; he is borrowing money
Om the people to-day. I see that there
are debenturesissued for $2,400,000, and
Wit isnot properfor him to do it, why is he
Olng it ? Heis borrowing money in the
Savings’ banks, andwhy is hedoingit if it is
Notproper ? While he admits that the Gov-
g’nment see the importance of the course
have suggested he does not give the as-
SUrance that the Government will give the
Country the benefit of it. When he talks
bout authority, I think I have the best
Authority that this resolution is in order.
shall not say by whom it was drawn,—
i“t it was drawn by a person who, I think,
San authority, and I did not move it
Without knowing that my authority is one
Which is quoted here every day.

Hon. Mz. MILLER—The question of
Order is not raised.

Hon, Mr. READ—I do not fix any
Tate of interest, yet they are doing it every
thy up to the amount of $3,000. If

ey are doing it for $3,000 and it is
¥rong to do it, why are they doing it ?

heHON. Mr. BOTSFORD—1It is for the
nefit of the depositors.

[Marox 23, 1889.]
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Hon. MrR. READ—Then it is for the
benefit of investors who are the people of
this country as a general thing. That is
what T aim at—the benefit of investors.
The Government tell us that we do not
want any money. However, if they look
at the little book before me they will find
that we will want $32,467,169.20 in two
years and a few months. They will have
to borrow somewhere for that and it will not
be long before they will want more. There
is something coming due every year and I
hope the Government will be in a position
to pay it without borrowing. As to the
mode of investing of course there will be
differences of opinion. Sir Richard Cart-
wright says he took the best method of
selling our debentures when he fixed them
at a certain rate,and hedefended thiscourse
in Parliament. I do not think it was the
proper mode of disposing of them, but
Parliament sustained him. I think if the
Government would say three per cent. or
any other per cent., and act upon their
own judgment, the country would sustain
them. I know it is a growing want, a want
that should be met, and I hope - that the
Government will, after what has taken
place, take the matter into consideration

—1I have no doubt they will—feeling that

it is a policy that everyone desires to see
carried out, as we would rather subscribe
for our own stocks at a little less percent-
age than invest in American securities. I
have no desire to press the question to a
division, and if it is the wish of the House
1 will withdraw the motion.

Hon. MR. WARK—There is a differ-
ence of opinion between the hon. mover
of this resolution and the Minister of
Justice, which, I think, can be got over in
this way. The policy of the country
ought to be, as far as possible, to transfer
the debt which we owe beyond the Atlan-
tic to the Dominion if there is money
kere to be invested, rather than to increase
the debt. Interest ought not to fluctuate.
If we owe a debt on the other side at five
per cent. we have merely to watch if there
is any premium, and what the premium is,
and offer our debentures here at that
premium. Then if we do not want to
borrow money we can purchase on the
other side and pay so much of the debt
there, and by this means transfer it to this
side of the Atlantic. There is another
class of securities that would be very
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acceptable to a considerable number of
our people, that is life annuities, in which
single people can invest their money, or
parents can invest for their children. - It
is a great pity that our Government have
never adopted that system as it would be
a great boon to many of our people who
have now to invest in bank stocks and other
securities which are not considered to be
as safe as Dominion debentures.

With the consent of the House the
motion was withdrawn.

WINNIPEG POST OFFICE.
INQUIRY,

Hon, MRr. GIRARD inquired

Whether the attention of the Government
has been called to the defective character of
the Post Office arrangements at the City of
Winnipeg, both as regards the Post Office
building, and the inefficiency of the staff em-

loyed “therein; and if so, what steps have

n taken to remedy the defects now exist-
ing, and which are the subjects of general
complaint ?

He said—1It is admitted that at present
there is a -great deal of complaint about
the management of the Post Office. I do
not blame the Government, or the offi-
cials: very likely it is due to excessive
work in the office, owing to the rapid in-
crease of population. It was remarked
here the other day that the eyes of the
world are turned to the Province of Mani-
toba, and it seems to me that the eyes of
the Government should also be turned in
the same direction, and precautions should
be taken to remove the causes of these
complaints. There is not a province in
the Dominion but is represented in Win-
nipeg: we have population from every
part of the Dominion, and it seems to me
it is the duty of the Government to avoid
causes of complaints which would cir-
culate far and wide from Winnipeg. It
seems to me we do not receive the care
and attention, 'in Winnipeg, that we are
entitled to. It is a matter of public
riotoriety that any one who has anything
to do with the Winnipeg Post Office is
subject to a great deal of inconvenience.
The building is not large enough for the
amount of business transacted there, and
the officials very likely are not numerous
enough or sufficiently paid to attend to

Hon, MR, Wark.
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the work which is thrown upon them. 1
think the building itself should be enlarg-
ed to accommodate the volume of business
transacted there, that the staff of officials
should be increased and, that their remun-
eration should be in proportion to the
services required of them. We cannot
expect efficient service from underpaid
officials—officials who receive no more
than clerks in any common store. Jt must
be remembered that there is a boom In
Winnipeg, and we see every day young
men on the streets, smoking cigars, who
have cleared from $5,000 to $10,000
during the summer. Now, if you want to
have officers to discharge their duties pro-
perly you must pay them higher salaries
than the officials in the Winnipeg post
office receive. The staff there will bear
comparison with any organization of the
kind in any other city or town in the
Dominion ; but they have too much work
to do, and it is unreasonable to expect
under the circumstances that they will
give satisfaction to those who have business
to do at the post office. There are good
grounds for the complaints which have
been made, but I attribute the trouble to
the amount of mails arriving there beyond
what was anticipated. We have seen such
reports in reference to this matter that
people in other parts of Canada might be
led to suppose that we are behind them in
civilization. It is unnecessary to say that
such an opinion is not correct; but I
shall avail myself of every opportunity to
say that as good order and civilization -
exist in Winnipeg as in any other part of
Canada. With this explanation I respect-
fully solicit an answer to my question.

Hon. MRr. DICKEY—I should like
to say a word with reference to the state-
ment of my hon. friend behind me. I
have heard, and I think a good many
must have heard, of the defective character
of the postal arrangements in Winnipeg,
but it is hardly necessary that any gentle-
man should say anything upon that subject
in confirmation of the views of my hon.
friend, in whose statements we always
have confidence. At the same time I
think it right to call the attention of the
Minister to one fact which has come
within my own knowledge—that is, in
reference to a valuable box which arrived
at the railway station in Winnipeg in due
course ; a drop letter was sent to the party
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to whom it was addressed, and it was
Seven weeks before the letter was deliver-
€d.  The consequence was, that the box,
durmg the whole of that time, remained
at the station. This is only one of num-
€rous cases I have heard of; but: I
-Mention this because it comes within my
Own knowledge. I think the reason is the
Tapid strides which Winnipeg and the West
ave made, and the postal business has
Sntirely outgrown the facilities provided
Or it in Winnipeg,

Hon. Sir ALex. CAMPBELL—I think
my hon. friend from Manitoba has good
Teason to complain of the state of things
In connection with the post office at Man-
ltoba. The attention of the Government
has been drawn to it several times by
Correspondence from that place, and we

ave done as much as seemedtobe possible
at the moment to remedy theinconvenience
and to increase the facllities for the post
office work there. I think there is this
€xcuse for the dereliction of the Govern-
Mment—that Winnipeg has grown so fast—
X 1s very difficult to keep pace with the
City. It is the case of a growing young
ellow who grows out of his trowsers every
few months, and it is very difficult for his
Mother to keep him clothed. It is the
Same with Winnipeg as it was with San
Tancisco and Melbourne during the gold
fever.  The business of the post office in-
Creases so rapidly that it is difficult to
Make arrangements to keep pace with it :
What seems sufficient to-day is found by
€ time it is carried out to be insufficient.

€ complaint comes to-day that the post
Office staffis short two men.  Immediately
tWo are sent up; by the time they get
ere the deficiency 1s greater than before,
and the two officials do not meet the
Wants of the office. So it is with the area
¢voted to the public and the area devot-
€d to the clerks. The complaints made
With reference to the Winnipeg post office,
Only show the great prosperity of the city,
and what lucky people its inhabitants are,
and I hope it will help them to believe
that they should put up with some of the
nconveniences which follow upon their
Very great and unusual prosperity. That
%as the case in San Francisco and in
Melbourne. Complaints were made a
Short time ago with reference to the
POst office in Winnipeg and in connection
¥ith the inquiry which my hon. friend

10
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gives notice of, I-ascertained from the
Inspector and the Postmaster at Winnipeg,
and the officials here, that the present
business of Winnipeg can be managed by
eleven persons besides the Postmaster and
his Deputy. That staff was furnished and
within the last ten days news came that
three of these clerks had left. Then a
few days ago five men were sent up to
replace the three who had left. So far as
the staff is concerned it was immediately
attended to, and the number now would
seem to be sufficient. It is very difhcult,
I may say, to get clerks in Winnipeg; you
cannot get them there because they earn
more than we can give. Above all you
cannot get experienced men there, and
where the business is growing so fast, it is
very necessary to have a staff of experi-
enced officials. They are taken from
offices in the older provinces, such as
Brockville, Belleville and other places,
where they have served for four or five
years and acquired some experience and
a reputation it the Department. They
are offered something to go to Winnipeg
and sometimes when they are there four
or five months they are offered something
which promises them thousands where we
give hundreds, and they go away and this
increases the difficulty. It is the opinion
of the Postmaster at Winnipeg, and the
Inspector, and of the gentleman in charge
here, that eleven of a staff is all that is
necessary in Winnipeg, and that staff is
there. With reference to the building,
Ibelieveit isinsufficient evenstill, but weare
increasing the area now and adding to the
number of boxes. There have been
boxes put in to the number of 1,300
besides having 1,300 lock boxes. Then
the area in front of these boxes, into
which the public come, which up to this
time was 494 square feet, has been so
increased as to give 878 square feet,
nearly twice the amount it had when my
hon. friend left Winnipeg. Then inside
of the office, so that there may be more
room for the clerks to discharge their
duties, the area is being increased from
1,216 square feet to 2,903 square feet,
and the Chief Inspector of the Post Office
Department sends me a certificate in
which he says, ¢ I think that with proper
““arrangement the additional space pro-
“vided in Winnipeg Post Office should
‘“be sufficient to- meet the present
“requirements,” and 1 notice that he
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underscores the word ““ present,” indicat-
ing that it may possibly happen that
additional space will be required at some
future period. The architect says “I
concur ” with the remarks made by Mr.
Dewe. So the hon. gentlemen will see
that so far as we can be guided by the
information which we received, we have
endeavoured to meet the requirements of
the Winnipegbusiness, inregard tothespace
and to the number of men employed. We
hope this will be sufficient at all events
for a time. As quickly as there are in-
dications that it is insufficient and that a
larger staff or more space is required, that
increased staff and larger space will be
provided, and the Minister of Public
Works is looking forward to -a period as
not being very far distant, when a larger
building altogether must be put up for the
service there. I assure my hon. friend
that we are fully alive to the increased
business there, and are very anxious to
give every facility for the efficient manage-
ment of the business of the Post Office
at that place.

Hon. Mr, GIRARD—I have no doubt
of the kindly disposition of the Govern-
ment towards us, but at the same time, I
think that something should now be done.
It is the duty of the Government to keep
pace not only with the growth of Mani-
toba, but of the Dominion. I understand
there is more difficulty in Manitoba than
in any other place, but at the same time
we must rely upon the Government to
meet any emergency which may arise.

Hon. SirR ALEX. CAMPBELL—Cer-
tainly.

Hon. MR. GIRARD-—I concur in the
opinion of the leader of the House that a
staff of eleven men is perhaps sufficient to
transact the ordinary business of the post
office ; but it must be remembered that
we have from 8oo to 1,000 people coming
into our city every day, and these people
on their arrival are naturally anxious to
get news from their friends. If a staff of
eleven officials is required to do the busi-
ness of the post office at present, how is
it that it has been suspended for days at a
time? There were mail bags unopened
there for weeks. I do not blame anybody,
because every one appears to be attend-
ing to his business; but there is neces-

HoN. S1R ALEX. CAMPBELL.
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sarily a great deal of work in the office,
and there will be more during the sum-
mer, and we may expect continual
confusion when so many people are arriv-
ing in the city. When there are about
1,000 people arriving daily jn Winnipeg
at present, what number may we not ex-
pect when the spring opens? There will
probably be 2,000 people daily going there
requiring to visit the post office imme-
diately on their arrival. They will find
nobody reacy to attend to them, and it
will be very disagreeable for those who
have to transact business with the post
office authorities. I do not regret having
drawn the attention of the Government to
the matter because, I think, now is the
proper time to provide for all this. If we
are satisfied we may be a source of strength
to the Government, but if not, the result
may be that we will give them trouble.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (9), “An Act concerning marriage
with a deceased wife’s sister.” (Mr. Ferrier.)

NIAGARA GRAND ISLAND
BRIDGE BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. Mr. MACFARLANE moved
the second reading of Bill (48), “ An Act
respecting the the Niagara Grand Island
bridge Company.” He explained that the
object of the Bill was merely to extend the
time for carrying out the work.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the second time.

MUTUAL LIFE ASSOCIATION
BILL ’

SECOND READING.

Ho~N. MRr. McINNES (Hamilton)
moved the second reading of Bill (27)
“An Act further to amend the Act incor-
porating ‘The Mutual Life Association of
Canada’ and to change the name thereof
to ‘The Life Association of Canada.’”
Heexplainedthattheamendmentsasked for
were only in the direction of giving ad-
ditional security to the public who insure
with the Company

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time,
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OTTAWA AND ARNPRIOR JUNC-
TION RAILWAY BILL.

THIRD READING.

The order of the day having been read,
Or consideration of the amendments
Made by the select committee on Bill (18)

An Act to incorporate the Ottawa and
Al‘nprior Junction Railway Bill.”

Hon. MRr. SCOTT said :—I move the
Concurrence of the House in the amend-
Ments made by the Committee of Rail-
Ways to this Bill. The first amendment

as reference to the power of building
Tanch lines other than the terms of the
Consolidated Railway Act. The second
-@mendment restrains the Company from
Amalgamating with any other roads than
those named in the Bill; they have only
Power to amalgamate with certain roads
there defined, and a general power of
amalgamating with other lines was struck
Out by the committee. The third and

fourth’ amendments are simply carrying |

out that principle. The fifth amendment
'S a verbal one, substituting “that” for
the.” The sixth amendment restrains
th('{ company from changing the qualifi-
Cation of directors. The seventh amend-
Ment provides that the annual and special
Meetings shall only be held under the
terms of the Act, and are not liable to be
Changed or altered by a by-law of the Com-
Pany, Thenextamendment has referenceto
Calls, which are to be as provided by the
Ct, and are not subject to be disturbed
by the by-laws of the Company. The
Mnth amendment substitutes simply the
Plura] for the singular. The tenth amend-
Inent provides that bills and notes issued
Y the Company shall not be less than one
hundred dollars ; and further that all bills
and notes signed by the President and
Countersigned by the Secretary shall be
Presumed to have been done under proper
authority, The last has reference to the
Quorum of directors, and it takes from
em the power to fix the number which
shall constitute a quorum, leaving it to
¢ Company to say what shall be a quo-
Tum of directors.

The amendments were concurred in
and the Bill was read the second and
rd times and passed.
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'SASKATCHEWAN AND PEACE
RIVER RAILWAY BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. MRr. VIDAL moved the second
reading of Bill (26) “An Act to incor-
porate the Saskatchewan and Peace River
Railway Company.”

He said :—In asking permissiontointro-
duce and move the second reading of the
Bill,I need notoccupy the time of the House
with any explanation of it. It isan ordinary
incorporation of a railway company, with
clausesadapted toone or twocircumstances
peculiar to the road in that remote region
—extending from the Saskatchewan River
to the Peace River Valley. The names
of the incorporators are sufficient guaran-
tee of the genuineness and Jond fides of the
Bill. I think the Railway Committee has
given a very good indication of the care
with which all those bills are examined ;
that is evidenced by the numerous amend-
ments which have been submitted to the
House in connection with the bills which
have been under their consideration, and
as the Bill will go to that Committee I
need not, I think, occupy the time of the
House any further than to move the
second reading of the Bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.

CLEMENT'S STEAMSHIP COM-
PANY BILL

SECOND READING.

Hon. MR. MACFARLANE moved the
second reading of (Bill 31) “An Act to
incorporate the Clement’s Steamship Com-
pany, Limited.” He said: This is a
Bill from the House of Commons for in-
corporating a Steamship Company in the
western part of the Province of Nova
Scotia. The incorporators are very well
known as extensive owners of valuable
shipping, and this Bill is sought for the
purpose of conducting a trade by steam
vessels between ports in Canada and in
the United States. It needs no further
explanation, and I beg to move the secon
reading, :

The motion was agteed to, and the
i Bill was read the second time.
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SUN MUTUAL LIFE INSURANCE
COMPANY OF MONTREAL BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE moved the se-
cond reading of (Bill 4) “ An Act respect-
ing the Sun Mutual Life Insurance Com-
pany of Montreal.” He said: I beg
leave to move that the Bill of the Sun
Mutual Insurance Company be now read
the second time. There is very little
change required in this Bill, and one of
the principal changes that we want is the
same as has been granted here to the
Mutual Life Association of Canada. The
name of our Company was the Sun Mu-
tual Life Insurance Company of Montreal.
Well, it was a misnomer; it is not a
mutual life, it is partly a mutual and
partly a stock company. One other
amendment is that we require a reduction
of from 50 to 25 in the number of shares
owned by men qualified to be directors.
We do not require that at all for the
directors in the city of Montreal, but we
hope to have directots in different cities
in Canada, and sometimes it is hard to
get gentlemen at a distance to invest in as
many as 50 shares to become directors.
In fact, if T am informed correctly, the
first company of Canadian growth is the
Canada Life Insurance Company, and a
man only requires to own one share in it
to become a director. We want to reduce
our qualification for a director from 50 tc
25 shares, and that is about the most im-
portant change.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned at 5.23 p. m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, March 24th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

QUEBEC TIMBER COMPANY'’S
BILL.

REFERRED TO THE SUPREME COURT.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE, from the
Select Committee on Standing Orders and
Private Bills, reported Bill (32) “An Act

[SENATE]

Reports Futended.

to incorporate the Quebec Timber Com-
pany, Limited, recommending, in conse-
quence of doubts which had arisen as t0
the jurisdiction of Parliament to legislate a5
proposed by this Bill, that before procegd‘
ing further with the measure, the opiniod
of the Supreme Court, or of two judges ©
it, be obtained on the following points*
1st, Whether a Company, already incor:
porated under the Companies’ Act of
1862 to 1880 of the Imperial Parliament,
for the purposes mentioned in the Bill
has a legal corporate existence in Canada,
and, if so, whether a second corporaté
existence can, upon its own application 2§
a Company, be given to it by the Cana-
dian Parliament, and 2nd, Whether the
objects for which incorporation is sought,
are such as take the Bill out of the exclu-
sive jurisdiction of the Legislature of the
Province of Quebec.

The report was adopted.
PRIVATE BILLS.

TIME FOR RECEIVING REPORTS OF THE
COMMITTEE EXTENDED.

Hox. Mr. BELLEROSE presented
the thirteenth report of the Select Com-
mittee on Standing Orders and Private
Bills, recommending that the time fof
receiving reports of the Committee on
Private Bills be extended to the rs5th
April next. - He ‘moved the adoption of
the report.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I should like to
hear some explanation from the Chairman
of the Private Bills Committee why at this
period of the session there should be 2
further extension of the time for receiving
reports of private bills. I should like to
know if he has any intimation when the
session is really to end, or when these ex-
tensions are to end.

HonN. MR, BELLEROSE—The Senate
having adopted a motion the other day
to extend the time for receiving petitions
for private bills, and, the time for receiving
reports of the Committee on Private Bills
ending by the rules six weeks after the
opening of the session, it has become
necessary to extend the time for receiving
reports for a few days at any rate ; other-

wise we could not receive the reports of
the Committee, and we thought we might
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'g;ke a few weeks more, when asking for

€ extension, and fix the date on the
I5th April, feeling sure that Parliament
Would be sitting at that time.

The motion was agreed to.

"ROMAN CATHOLICS AND PUBLIC
OFFICES.

INQUIRY.

Hox. Mr. POWER-—In order that I
May be clearly understood, and that no
di culty may be experienced in following
the thread of the observations which 1
Propose to address to the House, I shall

gin by reading the notice which I have
8iven, which is that I shall

wECnll attention to the expectations which
of {g ;xclted previous tothe General Election
8, that, in case of a change of Govern-
meﬂt? the Roman Catholics of the Maritime
th"gvmcee would be more liberally treated, in
off. atter of appointments to the higher
tha, 8, by a . Conservative Administration
to t'ﬁ they were by that of Mr. Mackenzie, and
bee e fact that those expectations have not
then realized; and shall ask the Government
cause of the latter fact.
thal have to establish, in the first place,
t previous to the general election of
78 expectations were excited that, if the
Ity of hon. gentlemen opposite were
Successful in regaining the power which
hey had lost in 1873, the Roman Catho-
1¢s of the Lower Provinces would receive
More liberal treatment from them, in the
Matter of appointments to the. higher offi-
<es, than was bestowed upon them by Mr.
tackenzie’s Government. To do this it
'S not necessary to go beyond the record
% the debates of this House for the ses-
Slon of 1848,

I shall first quote from the remarks
Made by the hon. gentleman from St.
John (Mr. Dever)—in connection with an
Nquiry respecting the judiciary of New
~Tunswick. That hon. gentleman—assum-
g to speak on behalf of the Roman
Ca1i‘holi<:s of his Province—used the fol-
OWing language, which will be found at
Page 748 of the Hansard for 1878.

m“Il} connection with this subject I may
theotion a cas¢ in which a large section of
h © people of New Brunswick feel that they
i“’e Dot been treated with proper considera-
tl;m in the appointment of the judiciary in
otgt Province. It is now understood that an-
wolr judge is to be appointed there, and I
Ould call'the attention of the Government
e claims of a gentleman (Mr. Watters)
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for the position. He is & man eminentl
qualified to fill the highest position to whic
lawyers may aspire. He has held the office
of Solicitor-General in New Brunswick for
many years, and I and others cannot explain
why his merits have been so long overlooked,
unless it has been on sentimental or political
grounds.”

The hon. gentleman said further ;

I would be the very last to advocate the
appointment of any man to a high judicial

sition merely on the ground of his religious
aith, but, I think, on the other hand, the
claims of a man of ability should not beignored
because of his creed. It is hardly right that
a gentleman possessed of such qualifications,
and who has held such a high position in
New Brunswick as Mr. Watters has, should
be overlooked so long, and it is from that
standpoint I ask the Government, in making
appointments to the Bench in New Bruns-
wick to give the claims of Mr. Watters and
his friends that consideration to which they
are fairly entitled.”
and again, in reply to the leader of the
Government of that day, who thought
that my honorable friend complained that
Judge Watters did not receive a suffi-
ciently large salary as County Judge of St.
John, he said

¢ The only fault I had to find was that the
claims of Mr. Watters to elevation to the
Supreme Court had not been recognized. I
contend that he would be an ornament to the
highest Bench in New Brunswick. His claims
have not been considered, in some way or
other, in the manner that a large section of
the people of New Brunswick have a right to
expect. I hope they will be no longer over-
looked, if other appointments are to be made
to the Bench of New.Brunswick.”

In the course of the discussion which
arose upon the inquiry of my honorable
friend from St. John, the honorable gentle-
man from Richmond made a speech,
characterized by all his usual force and
eloquence, in which he took broader
ground and was more outspoken than the
gentleman who brought the matter to the
notice of the House. I trust that the
Senator from Richmond will excuse me
if I quote somewhatfreely from thatspeech.
I need not ask any excuse from other.hon-
orable members; because the language
of that honorable gentleman is much more
eloquent and pleasant to listen to than
any description of its substance that I
could give.

On page 750 nf Hansard, he is reported
to have said.—

“I will tell the hon. Secretary of State
what the hon. member from St. John desired



150 Roman Catholics

to say ; he desired tosay that Judge Watters’,
religion was a barrier te his promotion in the
Province of New Brunswick, and, I believe,
there is much trath in that opinion. It can-
not be denied that the Roman Catholics in
all the Maritime Provinces have not fair play
in the distribution of patronage—do not re-
ceive justice in regard to the Lionors or emol-
ument of public life—and do not stand on
equal ground with their Protestant fellow-cit-
izens in this respect in- those Provinces.
Conceal the matter as we may, there can be
no doubt of the truth of these allegations—a
Roman Catholic’s creed in the small Protes-
tant Provinces is a barrier to his success in
public life, and a serious obstacle to his at-
taining any of its higher distinctions. This
is no less true, although there may be an ex-
ception to the general rule—although it may
not have have been politic or possible to ignore
the body altogether—and in one instance a
high office is held by a representative of the
Maritime minority ; but that is an office be-
longing to the Dominion, and the giving of it to
that gentleman was not due to the Iﬁ)erality
of the majority in the Maritime Provinces,
but to the justice of the whole Dominion.
That act of justice was done too, to compen-
sate for the intolerance of this party, in deny-
ing to _the Roman Catholic minority in the
lower Provinces a single seat in the present
Government. Under the present Govern-
ment we have been treated from the outset
with the greatest contempt and injustice, for
which the day of reckoning is not far distant.
The Roman Catholics are very nearly one-
third of the population of the Maritime Pro-
vinces; they comprise 241,000 out of a popu
lation of about 760,000, These Provinces have
never had less than four representatives in
the Cabinet since the present party has been
in jower, and for a while they had five seats at
the Council Board, but no place could be
found for a representative of the proscribed
minority at that Board. Isit fair, with four
or five ceats in the Government at the dispo-
sal of the Premier, not to find a place for a
representative of one-third of the people in the
position ubove all others in which it is most
essential that there should be representation ?
The want-of such representation has been too
evident in the distribution of patronage under
the present Government. I do not deny that
some of the lower class of offices have been

iven to Roman ' Catholics in the Maritime

rovinces within the last few years, but for
the higher offices and distinctions, as a gene-
ral rule the minority are not considered as
on an equal footing. There seems to be an
understanding not openly expressed, but se-
cretly acted on, that outside of the lowest
grades of patronage Roman Catholics are to
be quietly ignored. This is the conviction at
any rate among a large body of that denomin-
ation, and it is well that the whole Dominion
should know it.”

After calling attention to the fact that,
out of fifteen Dominion Judges in Nova
Scotia, only one was a Catholic; that in

Hoxn. MR. Power.
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New Brunswick, out of eleven judges, ¢i.¢
Roman Catholics had only one county
judge, and that out of six in Prince
Edward Island, they had also only one
inferior judge, then the hon. gentleman
went on to say :

“I must not be understood as claim-
ing appointments for  Catholics on ac-
count of their - religion. What I con-
tend I have a right to denounce, if 1
believe it to be true (and I do believe it to be
true) under this Government, is that being 8
Roman Catholic in the Maritime Provinces
is a barrier in the road of any one of that
ignored class in regard to their fair share of
distinction and publié patronage. It is espe-
cially true with regard to the higher offices
of the State, such as those I have been allud-
ing to.” '

When the speaker declared that the
Roman Catholic majority of Quebec
should not look with indifference on the
injustice being practised towards the
Roman Catholic minerity in the Maritime
Provinces,” hon. gentlemen opposite man-
ifested their approval of his language by
cries of “ Hear hear.”

Then the hon. member continued as
follows :

 In the days of Sir George Etienne Cartier
that minority had a just friend, who would
not allow their fair claims to be ignored, and
in those days Sir Edward Kenny and Mr.
Hugh McDonald had seats in the Dominion
Cabinet as repregentatives of their class. Sir
George Etienne Cartier was a statesman who
believed in doing justice, not onlv to his own
people but to all classes. The French repre-
sentatives in the present Cabinet do not even
seem to care for their’ own countrymen—
they are too busy in thinking of themselves;
and it is no wonder 'that they do not trouble
themselves to see justice done to the minority
in the small Protestant Provinces. But there
is some consolation in the thought that, al-
though a Grit Government with a large ma-
jority in Parliament has been able to ignore
the rights and claims of the Roman Catholic
minority in the Maritime Provinces during the
Kast five years, have treated us as mere
ewers of wood and drawers of water in the
political order; although, for a short time
they have been enabled by their great strength
in_1'arliament to treat us with contemptuous
injustice, they cannot in the approaching
elections so boldly disregard our power. The
would like (in fact, all parties like very welf)
to get our votes, but when our votes are once
recorded, it seems as if we had no other pur-
ose to serve. Ifit must be so, let it be so, but
shall not besitate at all times to denounce
the hypocrisy and injustice of men who, pro-
fessing liberality and fair play, are, in truth,
intolerant bigots, and disposed in deed, if not
in words, to place the iron heel of intolerance
and proscription wherever they have the
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g?'er to do it, on the class to which I belong.
he Catholics of the Maritime Provinces will
Dot forget Grit proscription at the coming
elections ; and if any party venture to act in

€ same way in the future, it will not receive
Wy approval.”

The following is the close of the hon.
gentleman’s spirit stirring address :

“The wrong that is at the boitom of all
€ unfair treatment of the minority in the
wer Provinces, is that which exists in de-
Priving one-third of the population of any
Tepresentation in the Government to advocate
eIr interests and watch over their rights.
18 wrong is at the founda.ion of all the
Others, and I can never support 8 Govern-
Went that perpetrates it, neither should the
atholics of 5euebec‘support any Govern-
ment, that treats their co-religionists in the
Totestant Provinces with injustice. Is it
BIr that, with nearly half the population of
2e¢ Dominion belonging to that denomina-
tion, there should only be four Catholics in a
abinet of hirteen members? or that the
atholics of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and
Tince Edward Island should be denied all
Tepresentation whatever? It is a mockery of
fair play, and a strange commentary on the
boasied liberality of some people, and the
®quality of all classes in this country. The
®quality only exists in name; practically, it
l“{B_no existence at all in some portions of
18 Dominion. I again repudiate the idea of
claiming political consideration for Roman
atholics on account of their religion, that is
Dot at all my desire—but I wish to show that
that large body is, for some reason or other,
deprived of its just share of public position
and pau‘onafe in the section from which I
Come, and, deny it as much as you please,
€ only reason that Roman Catholics can
lieve to be at the bottom of the wrongs they
Suffer, is their obnoxions creed. That is the
'eellng, at any-rate, among a large class of
€ people in this country, and I am sorry
that facts give it 80 much confirmation. The
Present Government have done much, by
their systematic neglect of their Catholic sup-
Porters, to strengthen this belief; they have
8hown their true colors by taking advantage
of their great strength after the last elections,
lnaugurate a policy of proscription, instead
of using it to do justice to all classes. The
hext election, when the people will be called
Pass jndgment on the manner in which they
have exercised the power vested in them, is
hear at hand, and 1 bhave no doubt the mi-
Bority in the Maritime Provinces will give

tting expression to their opinion of the treat..

Tent they have received from the great
Libera} party of Canada.” g

.When the speaker resumed his seat his
friends again expressed their approval of
his sentiments by their applause. When we
Temember how admirably organized the

Pposition in theSenate were in those days,
Under the honorable gentleman whom we
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are all delighted to see still leading this
House, what entire harmony reigned
amongst them, and the distinguished po-
sition 1n their ranks occupied by, the Sen-
ator from Richmond, in virtue of his great
experience, energy and ability, can we
doubt but that the language applauded by
honorable gentlemen opposite was adopt-
ed as their own? Would not any elector,
who read that eloquent denunciation of
Grit intolerance and proscription, feel that,
if the friends and allies of the orator were
placed in power, they would at the earliest
opportunity redress the crying injustice
under which the Roman Catholics of the
Maritime Provinces were described as
suffering? Must we not believe that those
burning words had their due effect with
the electors of the denomination whose
grievances the honorable gentleman so
vividly described ?

As if to remove any doubt as to the fact
that the language of the honorable gentle-
man from Richmond expressed the senti-
ments of gentlemen opposite, the Senater
from Lunenburg, speaking at the close of
the debate, used the following words :

“ He did not intend to say anything on the
uestion that had been raised by his hon.
riend from 8St. John, but there was a strong

feeling in Nova Scotia in favor of the
views of his hon. friend from Arichat, not
only among the body to whomn he had refer-
red, but among Protestants. Ttwas remarked
no' denomination should be proscribed on
accountof theirreligion,anditwaswell thatthe
Government should be made to understand it.
The hon. member from Hopewell did not
fairly meet the plain remarks of the hon.
gent{eman from Arichat, who had not claimed
appointments on the score of religion, but
had simply showed how unfairly his co-reli
ionists in the Lower Provinces were treated.
He did not claim any rights on religious
grounds, but simply that so large and influ-
encial a body should not with impunity be
Proacribed on account of their religion. As
or the remarks of the hon. member for
Halifax.”

HonN. Mr. ALMON—That was not I.

Hon. Mr. POWER—No, that was
myself,

¢ As for the remarks of the hon. member for
Halifax, they seemed to surprise nobody. He
had assumedthe role of Government advocate
onall occasions, and under all circumstances,
and it mattered not whether the best interests
of his Province or of Halifax were sacrificed,
he was bound to stand by the Government.
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To-day he had gone yet farther and had even
commended an(% supported the Government
in a course which the hon. member from
Arichat had so manfully contended was a
flagrant injustice to his co-religionists, who
asked no favors but simply demanded that
their religion should not be treated as a bar-
rier to office.”

Nor was the line of argument adopted
by the hon. gentleman from whose speech-
es I have quoted confined to this House.
Something of the same kind was heard in
the Commons ; and the /Z7ish Canadian
of Toronto, a paper professing to speak
on behalf of the Irish Catholics of Canada
although edited by a Protestant (Gen. M.
Butt Hewson,) whose dealings with the
Right Hon. leader of gentlemen opposite
have lately been made more public than
was contemplated when they took place,
was most persistent and violent in its de-
nunciation of the Reform Government for
their alleged injustice and intolerance to-
wards Irish Catholics. A similar line was
adopted by the Post or .rue Witness
published in Montreal.

Honorable gentlemen will see that, on
the eve of the general election of 1878, we
had this House, speaking through some of
its most prominent members and with the
approval of hon. gentlemen opposite, we
had speakers in the House of Commons
and on outside platforms, and we had a
press inspired and subsidized by the leaders
of the Conservative party, all united in de-
nouncing Mr. Mackenzie’s administration
for their alleged injustice to Roman Cath-
olics, and in claiming that their only hope
of fair play was in the return to power of
the generous and considerate Ministry of
Sir John Macdonald. Can any one doubt
then, for a moment, but that expectations
were excited—perhaps more in the Mari-
time Provinces than in Ontario—that a
change of government would result in
bringing about a much more liberal treat-
ment of Roman Catholics in the matter of
appointments to the higher offices than
they received from the Reformadministra-
tion? I think not, honorable gentlemen;
and I think it will be further admitted that
theee expectations had much to do withthe
increased Roman Catholic vote which the
Conservative candidates received in the
Lower Provinces at the last general elec-
tion.

The second proposition which I have
to establish, hon. gentlemen, is that the
expectations which were undoubtedly ex-

HoN. Mr. Power.
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cited in the minds of the Catholics of the
Lower Provinces have not been realized.

This is not a difficult task. As to new
Brunswick, we have the evidence of the
Senator from St. John, who, when speak-
ing last session of his friend Judge
Watters, used the following language :

“ Others have been raised to the Bench
over his head without any regard to his prior
right, and his friends are beginniug to t! ink
that things are going too far for the peace and
good of that Province. It is hard when men
feel they have cause to believe they are de-
prived of and proscribed from the legitimate
political prizes of their country. And I have
no hesitation in saying that we think so in
New Brunswick at‘present.”

As far as my information goes, not a
single Catholic judge of either Supreme
or County Court has been appointed for
the Maritime Provinces since the change
of Government in 1878. No Catholic
has been appointed a Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor or a member of the Dominion Cab-
inet for any of those Provinces; nor, as
far as' my knowledge goes, has any Cath-
olic been appointed to any important
Dominion office in the Provinces. It is
clear then, hon. gentlemen, that the ex-
pectations of greater liberality from gen-
tlemen opposite than from their predeces-
sors in office have not been realized.
Nor have the present Government mani-
fested such liberality to my co-religionists
in the West as to atone for their sins of
As far as 1T am
aware, no Catholic has been appointed to
a judgeship or other important Dominion
office in Ontario, or elsewhere in the
West. On the other hand, certain Cath
olics appointed to important positions by
the late Government have been removed
by their successors. This was the case,
for instance, with Mr. Matthew Ryan,
Stipendiary Magistrate for the Northwest
Territories, and Mr. Haggart, General
Medical Superintendent of Indians in
those territories.

I have said enough, I think, to show
that any hopes built upon the declarations
of hon. gentlemen opposite and their
spokesmen and organs, have not been
realized, and that in fact the present Gov-
ernment have appointed no Catholic to
any important office in the Lower Prov-
inces, nor, with the exception of the Post-
master General, in any other Province
than Quebec—a Province which does not
enter into our calculations. But I ven-
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ture to go farther, and to say that so far
fom being more generous than their pre-
decessors in office, the present Govern-
Tment have been less so. If we had no
Ower Province Catholic in the late Gov-
frnment, we had Mr. Anglin—perhaps
the ablest and most distinguished Catholic
In those Provinces—filling the office of
Peaker of the House of Commons, one
of the most honorable positions in the
Country. No such office is now held by
A representative of that section of the
Country, The late Government appointed
2 Catholic, Warden of the Halifax Peni-
tentiary, and another, Superintendent of
the Intercolonial Railway at Halifax. No
Such appointments have been made by

elr successors. Two Catholic Lieuten-
ant-Governors, Macdonald and Cauchon,
were appointed by Mr. Mackenzie, none
by Sir John Macdonald.

If the facts are as T have stated them
to be, and I think my statements cannot
truthfully contradicted; it must be
dmitted that not only have I established
My second proposition—that the expecta-
tons of more appointments of Catholics
to the higher offices under the new admin-
Istration have not been realised, but that
atholics now actually hold fewer of such
Officesthan underthe Reform Government ;
that not only have we not got any new
Catholic governors, judges or members of
vernment for the Lower Provinces, but
We have lost a Speaker of the House of

ommons, without any compensating
8ain.

As to the inquiry with which my notice
" Concludes, I wish to say a few words. I
Cannot tell what was the cause of the dis-
Appointment of the reasonable hopes of
the Catholics of the Lower Provinces, but
€an mention some causes to which it
Cannot be attributed. The reason for the
Don-appointment of Catholics to the high-
€ offices in those provinces was, neither
that there were not persons fully qualified
to fill them, nor that there were not op-
Portunities of putting such persons into
the offices. There have been two gover-
Rorships, four supreme court judgeships
And six or seven seats in the cabinet, any
One or more of which offices might very
Well have been conferred upon a Roman
Catholic.  ~

I do not propose to enumerate all the
Persons who were qualified to fill these
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offices, but I shall speak of two or three.
One of the two New Brunswick judge-
ships might have been bestowed upon
Judge Watters. The gentleman who rep-
resents the county of Victoria in the
House of Commons—Mr. Costigan—
might very well have expected a seat in
the Government, as a representative of
New Brunswick, and as a tried and most
obedient Roman Catholic follower of the
right honorable leader of the party now in
power. Having placed his oratorical and
other powers completely at the service of
Sir John A. Macdonald, in every case
where it was desirable to influence the
feelings of the Catholics of this country,
the member for Victoria had a right to
expect that his leader would not have nes
glected him in the day of triumph. Turn-
ing to our own body, we see with satis.
faction that we have in this Chamber three
Ministers of the Crown—one more than
under the late Government; but it is a
somewhat remarkable fact that these three
gentlemen are all from the Province of
Ontario, and that there is no Catholig
amongst them. When we look back to.
the days when the hon. gentleman who
now leads the Government in this House
led the Opposition, and remember the
prominent part taken in debate by the
Senator from Richmond, who played
Achillesto his honorable leader’s Agamem-
non, and when we remember the intima-
tion of great things to be done for the
Maritime Catholics, it seems almost un-
accountable that that honorable gentleman
should be in this House, and neither a
member of the Cabinet nor Speaker. I
trust that I shall be pardoned if I say
of that honorable gentleman that, while I
have not been able to view things from
the same stand point as he, if long par-
liamentary experience, distinguished ser-
vice in party warfare and great business
capacity are to be regarded as qualifica-
tions for high office, no honorable gentle-
man in this Chamber was better qualified
than the Senator from Richmond. Not
only, however, was that honorable gentle-
man passed over when the Cabinet was
first constituted, but agair. when Mr. Wil-
mont was appointed to the Governorship
of New Brunswick, and still more recently,
when a gentleman of much inferior ability
was taken from this Chamber, to be
placed in the Cabinet, and transferred to
the House of Commons. 1 think, hon
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gentlemen, that I have made it plain that
expectations were aroused amongst the
‘Catholics before the election of 1878;
that these expectations have not been re-
alized by the Government, and that the
cause of this non-realization has not been
the lack of opportunity. It is for the
Government to tell what the real cause is.
Unless it be much more substantial than
any which I can conceive, it strikes me
that if the honorable gentlemen from St.
John and Richmond spoke their true
feelings in 1878, and I have no reason to
think otherwise, their sentiments to-day
cannot be those of entire and unmixed
satisfaction.

I trust that the House will pardon me
if 1 undertake, before sitting down, to ex-
plain briefly why I have called attention
to this matter. There is the more
reason for doing this, because I have been
charged with attempting to excite religious
prejudices and animosities. As to this, I
can honestly say that nothing is farther
from my thoughts. My sentiments to-
day are the same as they were in 1878,
when I am reported to have spoken as
follows :

" « Religion should be kept out of politics as
much as possible, and he thought before a
charge of the exclusion of any body from any

gition in consequence of their religious
glief should be brought before the Legisla-
ture, very convincing proof should be produc-
ed that that denomination were being dealt
with in an unfair manner.”

" Again, speaking of the Roman Catho-
lics, I am reported to have said :

“If there was a gentleman of that denomi-
nation who was in armonl}; with the party in
power for the time being, who was better qual-
ified than gentlemen of any other denowina-
tions, for & seat in the Government, he pre-
sumed that he should be appointed, on account
of his superior qualifications, but apart from
that, the question of religion should not be in-
troduced at all. As long as the Roman
Catholics of the Lower Provinces felt that
they are receiving moderately fair play, it did
not make much difference whether they were
represented in the Cabinet or not.”

Even though I might regret the present
state of things, I should not have been
disposed to impute much blame to the
Government, had they not when in oppo-
sition excited expectations that something
very different would follow their advent to
power. Having raised these expectations
they should have fulfilled them, as they
had every opportunity to do. They delib-
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erately raised the cry of Liberal proscrip-
tion of the Catholics to damage their poli-
tical opponents. Surely we Reformers
are justified in showing the hollowness and
hypocrisy of that cry; and it is certainly
absurd to taunt us with stirring up secta-
rian strife, when we undertake to do no
more than that. It is a clear case of Con-
servative wolf and Liberal lamb.

It is not improbable that some new arti-
fice will be used before long for the pur--
pose of misleading the English-speaking
Catholics of the Dominion, so as to induce
them to cast their votes for the candidates
of honorable gentleman opposite ; and 1
feel that it is my duty to try, to the best
of my humble ability, to hinder my co-
religionists from being again hood-winked.

It was said of the right honorable leader
of gentlemen opposite, by one familiar
with his history, that his course was marked
by the political grave-stones of his friends;
now-a-days, I should be rather disposed to
say that the career of hon. gentlemen op-
posite was marked by the remains of mul-
titudinous broken promises. Why should
I not try to teach my friends to estimate
such promises at their true value, and
judge the two parties by what they do, not
by what they say ?

Hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear !

Hon, Mr. KAULBACH—I have been
taken a little by surprise, as I did not
expect my hon. friend would have brought
up this subject-quite as he has done. This
kind of discussion ought not to be intro-
duced into any Parliament, and we know
that such a course is usually only followed
by a party too weak to attack the policy of
the Government in any legitimate way. In
Nova Scotia we remember the day when
this cry was first raised, and we know the
party that fanned such a controversy. We
know that the Conservative party in Nova
Scotia has been always true to the policy
of giving equal rights to all parties, regard-
less of religion. We do not forget that
when this cry was raised in that Province,
it was due entirely to what is at present
called the Liberal party of Nova Scotia,
who declared then—that is thirty years
ago, and before my hon. friend from Hali-
fax (Mr. Power) had any political existence,
or perhaps any other existence—that no
Roman Catholic could hold any position
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In the councils of the country or in the
egislature.  Everybody who knows any-
thing of the politics of Nova Scotia, must
€ aware that the proscription of the body,
of which my hon. friend is a member, took
s rise in the ranks of the party with
which he is politically identified. 1 may
Say I have been taken by surprise by this
debate, as I had forgotten it would come
Up to-day, and I was engaged until half-
Past two o’clock on a committee. My
hon, friend must know the great reason
W_hy these complaints have not been reme-
died. Does he not know that the late
Administration, of which he was so strong
a supporter, while in power filled up every
office in Nova Scotia with Protestants?
an he point to an office of any impor-
tance, either under the Government, or on
the bench, or any other office, filled by a
Roman Catholic appointed by them ? 1
now that there was a new office created
during their term, that of weights and
Mmeasures, in Nova Scotia, in which there
Were some ten or twelve appointments, all
made by that Government, and every one
of them were filled by Protestants. There
Were new appointments of county court
Judges, and how were they filled up?
very one by a Protestant, and every ap-
Pointment sanctioned and supported by my
hon. friend (Mr. Power) from his place in
this House. He asks why has not a
Change been made by the present Admin-
Istration ? It is simply because those
gentlemen still hold their positions, there
ave been no accusations against them,
and no vacancies have been created.

Hon. MrR. POWER—I may mention
that there have been two judgships vacant
In Nova Scotia since the present Adminis-
tration took office.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I am not
aware that there has been any vacancy in
the county courts, and it is of the county
Court judgeships I am speaking particu-
larly. "There were several county court
Judges appointed by the Government, of
which my hon. friend was such an ardent
Supporter ; in none of these offices has a
Vacancy occurred since,—and I should
like to ask the hon. gentleman how he
can expect that his co-religionists can be
appointed to those offices? Does he ask
that we shall make a vacancy in any of
those offices, the appointments to which
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he sanctioned and supported? If my
hon. friend could show that any vacancy
has occurred in Nova Scotia, or in the
Maritime Provinces, in which his co-reli-
gionists have been ignored and overlooked
he might have a grievance ; but it is evi-
dent to my mind that he has no such case
to point to. He has said that these expect-
ations were excited at the last general
elections in Nova Scotia; but how they
were excited I am at a loss to know. I
do not believe that such inducements
were held out, and I do not think that
the people of Nova Scotia believe any-
thing of the kind, further than the fact
that they believed that common justice
would be done to every person, regard-
less of his religious creed or predilections
should the Conservative party come into
power. I believe that is the proper way
to look at these matters—regardless of
what a man’s religious convictions may
be,and that he should only be appointed to
office according to his qualifications to
fill it. It would be highly improper to say
that a man should be appointed to any
position simply because he happens to be
a Roman Catholic, or a Presbyterian, or
an Episcopalian,” or a member of any
other. denomination. My hon. friend
ought to know that he has no grievance;
he cannot bring forward an indi
vidual case in which a man claim-
ing a position, to which he was
entitled has been ignored on account of -
his religion. My hon. friend has talked
about Nova Scotia grievances ; I do not
know how, or when, or where they exist.
I believe that in the election of 1878 the
people of Nova Scotia thought nothing of
the kind, further than they expected that
if they would bring an honest Govern-
ment into power they would deal fairly
and justly with every party regardless of
creed, and proscribe no party on account
of their religion. Although the Reform
Government were in rower only a few
years, yet they managed to block every
office in Nova Scotia, and their appointees
were all Protestants. I can tell the hon.
gentleman this fact, that the Roman
Catholics of Nova Scotia never had a
judge upon the Supreme Court Bench
until Mr. Hugh McDonald was appointed
by Sir John A. Macdonald whose desire
was to do all he could to obtain justice
for that denomination. I believe the
hon. gentleman would find if a vacancy
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occurred to-morrow that the Government
would do in future as they have done in
the past, appoint the best man to the
Bench, and that my hon. friend would
probably find another co-religionist placed
upon the Bench in Nova Scotia.

Hon. MrR. ALMON—The
Chronicle is the authority for that.

‘Hon. MrR. KAULBACH—My hon.
friend from Halifax (Mr. Power) has
quoted from my remarks made in 1878,
as well as from the remarks of other hon.
gentlemen. I do not know why he has
made those quotations, and although he
has patted some of us on the back I do
not think he has done so from any interest
he has in us, but it is done evidently in
order to test the temper of hon. gentle-
men, and see what kind of reply they will
make to his remarks on this question. I
shall also make a quotation from the
speech my hon. friend delivered in the
same debate to which he refers, and which
he says has so excited the people of Nova
Scotia. In his motion he says it had
excited the minds of the people of Nova
Scotia in the last elections and so in-
fluenced the elections by the votes given
by his co-religionists. But how did.that
debate arise ? It seems to me it came
up impromptu on a motion of my hon.
friend, Mr. Dever, on the question of an
increase of salary to the Judge of the
County Court of St. John. It came up
impromptu, as far as the broad aspect of
the question was concerned, and the
extent to which it was debated,
as it seems to have diverged from the
question before the House and involved
the general question of patronage to
the different denominations. In that
debate my hon. friend proved by his
own remarks that every justice had
been done to his co-religionists, and if so
what has he now to complain of. I will
first refer to what the then leader of the
Government in this House (Mr. Scott)
said on that subject during the debate in
question. Speaking of the reason why
so few Roman Catholics were appointed
to the bench he said, “it was due, he
believed, to the absence of gentlemen
suitable for the position in the minority
class—to the fact that they did not seek
the higher walks at the bar in the same
proportion to their numbers that other
classes did.”

Halifax
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Hon. Mr. POWER—He was then
speaking with reference to the Province of
Ontario.

Hon. MrR. KAULBACH—My hon.
friend says that that remark was confined
to Ontario. It may be so, but what does
my hon. friend himself say ?

¢ It did not therefore seem as though the
Roman Catholic interests had been neglected
in the western part of the Dominion.”

Coming down to Nova Scotia he says;

‘It was true that no Roman Catholic
judge had been appointed in Nova Scotia since
the present Government came into power, but
the reason for that was not difficult to find.
The last appointment made to the Supreme
Court of that Province by the late Govern-
ment before they went out of power was a
Roman Catholic one, and it was not to be
expected that the next appointment would be
a gentleman from the same denomination.
As the hon. Secretary of State has said, in
these mattere due regard must be had to other
things besides religion—the qualifications of
the individual had to be looked at apart from
religion altogether.”

Further on my hon. friend, speaking of
the appointment of Roman Catholics,
apart from qualification, said :—

¢ There was a very fair representation of
the Koman Catholics of Nova 8cotia in that
House, (speaking of the House of Commons)
and, if they had considered that their inter-
ests required it, they might have had
co-religionists of their own appointed. In
fact, he understood that the position had been
offered to two Roman Catholics, who both
declined to accept it'; so it could hardly be
said that their claims were not recognized.
1t would also be found that since the present
Government came into power, a very fair pro-

rtion of the public appointments in Nova

cotia had been given to gentlemen whose
creed was now said to be proscribed. * * *
One of the best offices in Nova Scotia, that of
Warden of the Penitentiary, was given to Mr.
Flinn, a Roman Catholic. Then when a
vacanci occurred in the office of Superintend-
ent of the Intercolonial Railway at Halifax, a
Roman Catholic, Mr. Macdonald, had been
appointed to it. That did not look as though
tEe present Government had ignored the
claims of his co-religionists. The new Sup-
erintendent of the Provincial Insane Asylum,
and the Provincial Engineer of Nova Scotia,
who had been appointed a year or two ago
b‘y the Local Government, were aleo Roman
Catholics. Those names had occurred to
him on very little reflection; and other
instances could be cited if the matters were
looked into, to prove that the Roman Catho-
lics had not been ignored by the party now
in power. If there was a gentleman of that
denomination who was in harmony with the
party in power for the time being, whe
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was better qualified than any gentlemen
Oof any other denominations, for a seat
In the Government, he presumed that he
should be appointed on account of his supe-
Tor qualifications; but, apart from that, the
question of religion should not be introduced
atall. As long as the Roman Catholics of
the Lower Provinces felt that they were receiv-
ng moderately fair play, it did not make
Tuch difference whether they were represented
1n the Cabinet or not.”

I'ask my hon. friend, in view of these
expressions of his, if he can show an in-
Stance in Nova Scotia where his co-re-
ll_gionists have been neglected? 1 ask
him if he can show where a vacancy has
Occurred in Nova Scotia? Has there

€en a vacancy in the judiciary, or has
there been a Lieutenant Governorship to
fill? True, Lieutenant Governors have
been continuedin their offices beyond their
st term ; but he cannot complain of that.
We have, on the other hand, instances
where vacancies have been filled by
Catholics. Lookat the Harbor Master
of the Port of Halifax.

.HoN. MR. POWER—That is a minor
office, .

. Hon. Mr. KAULBACK—TIt is a very
Important office, and was filled by the ap-
pointment of Mr. O’Brien. It was a
good selection, and the appointment was
made in a place where the hon. gentle-
man’s co-religicnists were in the minority.

Hon. Mr. POWER—What is the Har-
bor Master’s salary?

Hon. MR KAULBACK—Icannot tell ;
but I know it is an important office. It
1s somewhere about $1600 a year. I put
the hon. gentleman to the test to show
where a vacancy has occurred in Nova
Scotia in the judiciary, or any where else,
where 2 Roman Catholic of any position
has came forward, or has been put for-
ward by his co-religionists as a man quali-
fied for a position and willing to accept
office, in which the position has been re-
fused him. Under the late Administra-
tion we can show office after office filled
by Protestants, as in the case of theappoint-
Ments under the weights and measures
Act, and of the county court judges. In

th instances none of his co-religionists
were selected by the Government of which
he was a supporter and which he sustain-
¢d in every way up to the last moment of
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their existence as a Government : yet the
the hon. gentleman comes here and raises
discord not only in the Senate but through-
outthe country when no cause for it exists.
His co-religionits looked to this Govern-
ment for fair play and they have received
it. They have not been proscribed as
they were by the Liberal party in Nova
Scotia before and even since my hon.
friend had any political identity or exist-
ence. Itis to be regretted that this ques-
tion should be brought up here at all. I
care not what a man’s religion is, whether
he be Romanist, Episcopalian, Presbyte-
rian, or a member of any other denomi-
nation, the Government should put the
right man in the right place, irrespective
of any other consideration. I contend that
was not done in the past by the party
with which my hon. friend is identified
I fail to see what fault he has to find with
the present Government and I think this
body is the last one in which a question
of the kind should come up. I do not
wonder that in 1878, the subject was dis-
cussed on the question I believe, of in-
creasing the salaries of the judges. The
Roman Catholics were then smarting un-
der the injustice which they had suffered
at the hands of the Government which the
hon. gentleman supported. Religious
discords are bad any way. I believe this
Government will in the future, as they
have done in the past, appoint to office
men who are qualified, regardless of their
religious belief, and my hon. friend in-
stead ofdoinganygood to hisco-religionists,
or increasing the popularity of the party
with which he is identified has only shown
the striking contrast between the liberality
of the present Administration and the ih-
justice of the late Government of which
he was a consistent supporter.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL —1
think I am within the bounds of parlia-
mentary rules in venturing to express my
regret that the hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax has thought it his duty to bring this
subject under the rotice. of the House;
but if he really feels that he and his co-
religionists have grave grounds for com-
plaining of injustice done to them, un-
doubtedly he is in the strict exercise of
his rights in calling attention to it. But I
do not understand the hon. gentleman to
complain in a direct manner. The hon,
gentleman demands that there should
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not be—1I do not understand that he goe$
further than that—any barrier to a man’s
appointment to office, simply on account
of his religion. Now I think we all agree
in that. I do not think any of us would
for a moment suppose there ought to be,
or indeed has been, any barrier placed in
the way of a man's fair ambition, on
account of his religion.  Of course it is a
topic which it is very difficult to discuss
without offending the sensibilities of
others, and that is why I regret that the
hon. gentleman has seen fit to introduce
it here for discussion. The proposition
suggested in the notice seems to me not
to have been made out by the hon. gen-
tleman. Where you say that expecta-
tions have been held out I think it must
be meant that they have been raised by
those who were in a position afterwards
to realize them, and I had supposed, on
reading the notice, that the hon. gentle-
man was coming here to quote from
speeches delivered on the hustings by gen-
tlemen who are members of the present
Administration—that he would have been
able to show that members of the Gov-
ernment from the Maritime Provinces,
had on such and such an occasion, and at
such and such a place, held out expecta-
tions to his co-religionists that matters
'would be changed on their entering office,
that those gentlemen had come into
power and still a change had not taken
place. That is what I supposed he would
have tried to establish in support of the
first part of his proposition, instead of
quoting speeches made by hon. gentle-
men in this House and elsewhere who are
not in a position to carry out whatever
they may have thought was proper in that
respect, or whatever views they may have
advocated, or in_whatever way they may
have animadverted adversely to the con-
duct of the late Administration in respect
to these appointments.  But the expecta-
tions which may have been formed in the
minds of the Roman Catholic population
of the Maritime Provinces, were not raised
by the gentlemen who are now in office.
Then the hon. member goes further in
support of that proposition, and refers in
a very general way to the utterances of
newspapers, quoting the opinions ex-
pressed by the editor of a paper in Toronto
who holds no office in the Government,
who had no responsibility then and. has
none now, and whose utterances ought
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not to excite expectations in anybody.
Then the hon. gentleman speaks in a very
vague way of utterances on a platform,
but refers to no particular platform,and to
no particular individual, and quotes no
utterances. So that the whole ot the first
part of his proposition rests upon speeches
made in Parliament by gentlemen who did
not succeed to office, who did not repre-
sent those who afterwards. succeeded to
office in any way, and whose utterances
were on their own individual responsibil-
ity. So far as the present Government
are concerned it would be absurd to hold
them responsible for what was said on
hese occasions by the gentleman to whom
reference has been made. But as I have
stated if the hon. gentleman really feels
that injustice has been done to his co-reli-
gionists on account-of their religion, I do
not at all quarrel with him for bringing
the matter under the notice of the Senate,
though I very much regret that he should
introduce a topic so likely to create feel-
ing on such slight grounds as he has given
in the address which he has made to the
House. His allusions to cases are very
very vague, and I think very insufficient for
the purpose of establishing the position
which he has laid down. If instead of
speaking in the manner in which he has
done, he had studied the returns which
have been made to Parliament, and pro-
duced a list showing those who had been
appointed to office during the term of the
late Government and those appointed
since, and, in addition to that, shown that
a particular individual had fair claims
to some position, and that those claims
had been disregarded, and traced that to
the claimant’s religion, then indeed he
would have established a case, and I am
quite sure we should all be exceedingly
sorry, and I myself, as a member of the
Government (and I am sure my colleagues)
would be ashamed that such an incident
should occur. - I do not believe any such
incident has occurred. I do not believe
that any man has been proscribed on ac-
count of his religion. It does not form a
qualification for office. Men should not
be appointed because they are Protestants
or Roman Catholics ; but their religion
should be, and has been, no barrier to
their appointment.  So far as the present
Government is concerned I am only ap-
prehensive that we may have gone too far
and unduly favored the denomination
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to which the honorable gentleman belongs.
think that a much stronger case—1I speak
from the papers which I have been read-
Ing over—could be made out for some
genominations of Protestants represented
In the Government. [ believe that an
Infinitely stronger case could be made
out, if it were taken up by a denomination
of Protestants very strong in this com-
Munity—almost the ‘strongest amongst
rotestants—who have been treated by the
Present Government in a manner which is
Quite marked, but quite accidental. No
One can suppose for a moment that the
vernment of the country would deprive
any man of his fair field for ambition, or,
of his fair claims to office. But an infi-
Nitely stronger case could be made out to-
day, if the matter were taken up, by one
of the Protestant denominations which is
Tepresented by members in this House,
than on behalf of the Roman Catholics.
hy, gentlemen, any ministry would be
guilty of suicide, if they could for 2 mo-
Mment ignore, on account of religion, the
fair claims of any of Her Majesty’s sub-
Jects. To say that any Government would
rash or insane enough, or so anxious to
Commit suicide as to refuse the fair claims
of our Roman Catholic fellow-citizens,
Seems to me the height of absurdity.
Why, their interest, and their own desire
to succeed and to make their Government
Popular in the country, would prevent their
adopting so foolish a course. I was un-
willing, and until the hon. gentleman took
up that part of the subject, I had made up
my mind not to quote any instances of
appointment to offices ; but when the hon.
gentleman referred, as he did, to cases of
appointments made in the Maritime Pro-
vinces, it seemed to me then, for the pur-
pose of defending the Government, that it
Was necessary to mention cases to show, by
absolutefactsand byabsolute instances, that
the conduct which has been attributed to the
Government, they are not guilty of,and that
they have not in the Maritime Provinces, or
elsewhere, been open to the charges which
he makes ; but that on the contrary, they
ve striven, as I hope they will continue, to
do what is fair to all religions. We are
not anxious to recognize any distinction,
and the hon. gentleman does not put for-
Wward any claim on account of religion ; but
We are very anxious—and it is impossible
that I can express the feeling too ear-
Restly—that nobody should suppose for a
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moment that the religion of any one is a
barrier or an obstacle in the least degree
to his being promoted to office, or having a
fair field for his ambition as long as the
present Government can control appoint-
ments. 1 have had a table prepared,
showing how we have filled the vacancies
which have taken place—but I desire first
to refer to the case which has been men-
tioned of Mr. Justice Watters, of St.
John, N.B., who was appointed by a Con-
servative Government. At this very
moment there is a proposition before the
other branch of the Legislature, and in-
cluded in the estimates, increasing that
gentleman’s salary. Does that show any
desire to deal harshly or illiberally -with
him, or to treat him as he would not be
treated if he were a Protestant? On the
contrary it shows every disposition to treat
him fairly, and to put on one side his
religion, and to show that it is not a mat-
ter which concerns the question of his
promotion, or of his appointment to office,
in any sort of way, nor does it. With
reference to the instances which have
occurred in the Maritime Provinces, I have
had a list prepared. The language used
in the hon. gentleman’s motion is ‘ higher
offices.” Well, I have endeavored not to
go down very low in the scale of offices;
I have kept within those that may be
considered reasonably good appointments.
It is very difficult to know what the
hon. gentleman means by “higher offices ;’
but I have kept pretty well at the head of
the ordinary appointments in the Civil
Service. These vary from $800 or $9o0
to $2,000 or $3,000, and I have striven
to keep above $700 at all events.  Well,
now, since the present Government came
into office the appointments to offices in
the Province of New Brunswick have
been small in number and comparatively
unimportant. The House must bear in
mind that the patronage, after all, is not a
very great thing ; we have not the gift of
offices that lead to very high emolument
and they are very few in number. The
appointments in New Brunswick have
been a postmaster in St. John, who is a
Protestant, and whose salary is $2,200 ; a
postmaster at Fredericton,who is a Roman
Catholic, and whose income is put down
at $1,400 ; an inspector of Weights and
Measures at St. John, a Protestant, whose
salary is put down at $1,200; one in
Kings County, also a Protestant, at $8o0.
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So that there have been altogether four
appointments to this kind of offices in
that Province. Of those four, three have
been Protestants and one Roman Cath-
olicc. Well, now, I do not know that this
is very unfair; at all events there is
nothing in it to create comment. The
gentleman appointed as postmaster at
Fredericton was friendly to the Govern-
ment, and was a man of sufficient capa-
city and character to justify his appoint-
ment, and he was appointed without any
reference to his religion. This is the
case in New Brunswick. Now, take
Prince Edward Island, where, I believe,
the Roman Catholics are stronger in pro-
portion to the Protestants than they are
in New Brunswick, and, certainly, their
appointments to offices have been in that
sense. The hon. gentleman said there
had not been a Roman Catholic judge
appointed since this Government came
into power. He is mistaken ; there was
a judge in Prince Edward Island ; there
was a County Court judge whose name I
forget.

Hon, Mr. HAYTHORNE—Judge
Kelly.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—He
was appointed at $2,400. There was an
Inspector for the Marine and Fisheries
Department appointed from Prince Ed-
ward Island at $1,200, who was also a
Roman Catholic ; a clerk was appointed
to the Marine and Fisheries, a Roman
Catholic, at $1,150. Then there was a
clerk appointed from Prince Edward
Island, a Protestant, at $750 ; there was
an agent appointed for the Marine and
Fisheries Department at Charlottetown,
who was a Protestant, at $1,000. Then
the Master of a steam dredge, a Roman
Catholic, who gets $8o0 ; and an Inspec-
tor of Weights and Measures, also a
Roman Catholic, who gets $8oo. So
that in Prince Edward Island, apparently
there were five Roman Catholics appoint-
ed and three Protestants. Well, now,
can anybody say that this is unfair, or
that the Government has drawn any dis-
tinction between Roman Catholics and
Protestants ? It is manifestly incorrect.
1 only apprehend that perhaps other
denominations might complain, and say
they were not sufficiently considered by
.the Government. In Nova Scotia there
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have been more appointments than in the
other Provinces, but still the proportion
of Roman Catholics seems to have been
very fairly maintained. There has been
no appointment to any very considerable
office there, nothing apparently higher
than $2,500; still that is a very good
office. I will read what has been done
there, since this Government came into
power : an Inspector of Post Offices was
appointed, a Protestant, at $2,200; 2
clerk in the Customs, brought up to
Ottawa, gets $800, and is a Roman Cath-
olic. There was a district Inspector of
Inland Revenue, who is a Protestant, and
gets $2,200 ; also an Inspector of Weights
and Measures, a Protestant, who gets
$1,200 ; a Collector of Inland Revenue
at Halifax, who is a Protestant, gets
$1,200, and one at Pictou, a Protestant,
who gets $8oo. Then there was a Super-
intendent of the Pacific Railway, who is 2
Roman Catholic, at $2,500.

HoN. Mr. POWER—That, I presume,
was the same officer who occupied the
office under the late Government. His
name is Macdonaid.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—No,
the hon. gentleman is mistaken : his name
is Lynskey. Hisappointment was first on
the Intercolonial Railway, and he was
afterwards transferred to the Pacific Rail-
way. He was a Roman Catholic and was
appointed at the request of the late vener-
able Archbishop of Halifax. His salary
is now $2,500. Then there is an engineer
of the Railways and Canals who was
brought from Nova Scotia and who is
here in Ottawa now filling the vacancy
created by the resignation of Mr. Smellie.
He is 2 Roman Catholic and gets $2,500.
Then the master of the steamer Newfie/d,
a Protestant, gets $1,400. The second
in command of the steamer Newfield, a
Roman Catholic, gets $800. An Inspector
of Marine and Fisheries, a Protestant, gets
$1,400. An Inspector of Lights, I think
a Protestant, gets $1,200. Then there is
the Provincial Arbitrator, a gentleman, I
understand (I have not the pleasure of
his personal acquaintance) of very great
merit, who was dismissed by the late
Government. I would not for a moment
say that it was on account of his religion.
I will say I do not believe it was. He

was dismissed by the late Administration
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and appointed by the present Governmht.
€ discharges his duty with great ability
and to the complete satisfaction of the
Inister more immediately charged with
that branch of the public service. He is
2 Roman Catholic. There is a track
Master, 2 Roman Catholic, who gets a
Salary of $1,200. So that there has been
10 unfajr discrimination between Protes-
tants and Catholics in Nova Scotia, and
3s has been said by the hon. Senator from
Unenburg, the very first appointment of
a RO}'nan Catholic to the Bench in that
Tovince was made not by this Govern-
Ment but by the Government which was
N power in 1873, whose mantle and
¥hose sins we inherit, and whose good
eeds we may possibly claim merit for too.
And further, 1 beg to say that the offer
%f a judgeship was made toa distinguished
Oman Catholic in the Lower Provinces
Ut was not accepted by him. The late
. McKechnie, of Cape Breton, was ap-
Pointed by the late Government. The
Present Government, in making all these
ppointments were actuated by a desire
0 do justice to all ; and I had hoped, and
* UP to this time believed, and will still en-
€avor to believe that even the hon. gentle-
Man will concede there has been no dis-
CNimination between the variousdenomina-
Ons in making these appointments.

Hon, Mr. POWER—They do not
affect the question.

Hon. S;ir ALEX. CAMPBELL—
Then | am surprised, and I confess I do
N0t understand the question. The point
Which he raises is that we have unfairly
.SCriminated against the Roman Catho-
CS In appointments to the higher offices.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I ,never said
nything of the kind. .
_Hon. S1r ALEX. CAMPBELL—Then
U the hon. gentleman explain what he
did say ?

Hox. Mr. POWER—TI think it is very
clear,

b Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
00, gentleman’s notice is to “ call atten-
Ohto the expectations which were excited

Previous to the General Election of 1878,

tin case of a change of Government,
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the Roman Catholics of the Maritime
Provinceswould bemoreliberallytreated, in
the matter of appointments to the higher
offices, by a Conservative Administration
than they were by that of Mr. Mackenzie,
and to the fact that those expectations
have not been realized.” In reply to that
I say that those expectations, to be charged
against the present Government, should
have been raised by members of the present
Government. There is no consistency or
logic in charging us with sins of omis-
sion when we held out no expectations.
Therefore, the first part is not éstablished.
Theén he says that these expectations have
not been realized. I have shown that no
matter who held out the expectations,
they have been realized. I have shown it,
not by contrast with the appointments
made by Mr. Mackenzie’s Government,
but by establishing the fact that a very
fair proportion of those appointed by the
present Administration to offices in the
Maritime Provinces are Roman Catholics.
If that is not the proposition of the hon.
gentlemen, then I confess that I am so
dull that T have not been able to under-
stand it ; but I believe, notwithstanding
his denial, the House will consider that
his complaint is that the present Govern-
ment have failed to realize the expecta-
tions which were held out (he does not
say by them, but I contend he ought to
establish that first) that if the Conserva-
tive party came into power, the Roman
Catholics would be treated more fairly in
appointments to the higher offices than
they had been by Mr. Mackenzie’s Ad-
ministration. I have not been able to
trace what appointments were made by
Mr. Mackenzie, but I have been able to
establish strongly, and, I would almost
say, conclusively by the list which I have
read, that those made to what might be
called the higher offices in the Maritime
Provinces by the present Government, are
absolutely without objection on the score
of religion to the denomination to which
my hon. friend belongs—that it is estab-
lished by the numbers of those who have
been appointed and by their reasonable
equality with the Protestants. Ifthe Roman
Catholics are one-third of the population
they have had at all ‘events one-third of
the higher offices, and more than one-third
as regards salary and dignity of position.
They have had their full share, and I say,
therefore, no matter who held out those
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expectations they have been fully realized;
full and ample justice has been done them,

and I should be exceedingly sorry if it
" had not been done. I can assure the hon.
gentleman and the House that it has been
the constant desire of the head of the
Government and of those gentlemen who
hold the offices which involve the most
patronage, and of the whole Government,
ao see carefully that no man’s religion

onstituted a bar to his ambition or to his
legitimate claim for appointment to office.
Although that has been our desire, and
although I believe we have completely
executed that desire, yet we claim no
merit for it, and there is no merit in it,
but only a fair discharge of the duty
entrusted to us by the united suffrage of
Catholics and Protestants. We believe
we have been true to the trust reposed in
us by all classes of Her Majesty’s subjects,
regardless of religion, by holding a fair
balance and seeing that no man’s religion
constituted a bar.  We have endeavored
to deal fairly by all classes of Her Majesty’s
subjects in that respect: I believe we
have done so, and I should be ashamed if
we had not accomplished that result.

HoN. MR. POWER—1 regret that 1
failed to make myself understood by the
Hon. Minister of Justice. The gist of
my argument was this: that under the
late Administration, when it was not
denied that the Catholics had, at that
time, had fair play in the matter of com-
paratively small appointments like those,
a list of which has been read over by the
hon. Minister, it was alleged that in the
matter of governorships, Supreme Court
judgeships and seats in the Cabinet, the
Catholics of the Lower Provinces had not
received justice, and capital was made out
of the allegation, and yet since the change
of Government they had been less liber-
ally treated in that respect. That was the
complaint of that day, and I thought I
quoted very good authority. The hon.
gentleman said I had not made outa
case to show that those expectations had
not been excited. I think differently.
When an hon. gentleman who is one of
the leaders of the Conservative party in
this House declares in the most positive
terms that an injustice has been done to
the body to which he belongs ; and when
he intimates in the strongest possible man-
ner that when a change of government

HoN. SiR ALEX, CAMPBELL.

[SENATE.]

and Public Offices.

takes place a different policy will be pur-
sued ; when he declares that the electors
will punish the party in power for not hav-
ing remedied this injustice, is it not rea-
sonable to suppose that expectations shall
be created in the minds of the people for
whom he speaks, that something more
is going to be done for them than has been
done? I think it is perfectly clear that
such should be the case ; and it is all very
well for the Minister now to say “ we are
not responsible for the utterances of the
hon. member for St. John, or the hon.
gentleman from Richmond.”  The hon.
gentleman who sits by and applauds the
language of a prominent speaker of his
own party is responsible for what that
speaker says, just as though he uttered it
himself And further, I state that the
Irish Canadian, which was a subsidized
organ of the Conservative chieftain, con-
tinually attacked the Administration of
Mr. Mackenzie for not having done justice
to the Irish Catholics. It has been made
quite clear that that paper was strictly
under the control of the Right Hon.
leader of gentlemen opposite, who ought
to fulfil the expectations which were
created by the utterances of that organ.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—And they
are being fulfilled.

HoN. MR. POWER—Not at all. Sup-
posing that what was advocated by hon-
members of this House and by this news-
paper, had been done, credit would have
been claimed for it, and the Government
would have said,* we have done what our
friends said we would do.” It seems t0
me that, in trying now to disavow the
utterances of their own supporters, in this
House and in the other House, and the
utterances of their subsidized organ, the
hon. gentlemen are pursuing a course
which does not do much credit to their
candor or honesty. I have not made any
complaint whatever that the present Gov-
ernment were not giving the body to which
1 belong fair play. As I said in 1878
and in language which I quoted here just
now, I think this is a complaint that on€é
should be very slow to make and should
make only on very good grounds. What I
complain of is this ; when gentlemen who
are now in the Government were in opp?
sition they could not show that the Gov-
ernment of that day had not given the body
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towhich I belong fair play, because it ap-
Peared in the discussion that in the mat-
ter of appointmentsin the various provinces
I. Mackenzie had acted very liberally
and had appointed a Roman Catholic
leutenant Governor and two county
udges in Ontario, and a Roman Catholic
leutenant Governor in Manitoba, and
ad made a number of minor Roman
Catholic appointments in the Provinces.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH — Not in
Nova Scotia.

Hon. MR. POWER—YVes, for instance
the Warden of the Halifax Penitentiary,
I. Flinn was a Roman Catholic, and the
uperintendent of the Intercolonial Rail-
Wway at Halifax. And if the hon. gentle-
Mmen to whom judgships were offered did
Not take them, I do not see that we have
any right to complain if they were not
filled by our co-religionists ; but yet these
gentlemen excited expectations that more
Would be done by the Conservatives, and
€se expectations have not been realized.
here havebeen no Supreme Court judges,
10 member of the Cabinet and no Lieuten-
ant Governor appointed from the body
to which I belong. I am not complaining
Of that fact in itself; but think that after
€ expectations that had been excited,
€ Government should have made such
3ppointments. Again, the minister says
ey have increased the salary of Judge
atters. The fact is that the same answer
Was made to the member of St. John
When he made the complaint before. The
on. gentleman who then led the House
Said that the Government had appointed
Judge Watters, judge of thé Vice Amir-
alty Court, with an increased salary. The
general election is likely to come off, if
verything is serene and lovely, before Par-
lament meets again, and it is a very shrewd
thing on the part of the Minister of
Inance, who is to run an election in St.
ohn to put a sum of $600 in the estim-
ates for this purpose, which will probably
Ve a certain amount of influence in
Securing the votes of some of Judge
atters’ friends.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—He buys it very
Cheap then.

Hon. MR. POWER—I am very glad
that this discussion has taken place. It
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has had the effect of elicitit{g from the
Leader of the House, the declaration that
religion is not a matter that should be
considered in making appointments at all.

Hox. MrR. BOTSFORD—No sensible
man ever thought of the like.

Hon. MrR. POWER—I did not under-
stand him to say that the late Government
had ever dealt any way but fairly by the
Roman Catholics in their appointments ;
and I hope that one result of this discus-
sion will be that we shall not, in the next
election, have the spokesmen and organs
of hon. gentlemen opposite making efforts
to again hoodwink and deceive the Catho-
lic body by promises that they do not
intend to fulfil

Hon. Mr. CARVELL—I do not
understand the object of this discussion,
but I presume the hon. gentleman who
moved this resolution does. I might
remind him, however, that the first Roman
Catholic member we every had in the
Government of New Brunswick was the
Hon. George Watters. The first Roman
Catholic judge we everhad in the Province
of New Brunswick was Judge Watters
who was appointed on the recommend-
ation of the present Finance Minister
and now his salary is about to be increas-
ed at the instance of the Minister of
Finance, and I do not think it is quite
fair that it should be alluded to as a pos-
sible election card.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I do not
rise to speak to the question, but I think
it is time to ask the Minister of Justice
whether the report which was asked for
last session by the hon. member from
DeSalaberry—a list of all the officers of
the Dominion, showing their nationalities,
religion and salaries—is yet ready ? 1 sup-
pose that even though the Government
employees numbered half a million the
return could be compiled in twelve
months. That statement might have been
prepared and I believe it would have
shortened this discussion, because such
an official document would be the best
argument. On both sides there seem to be
good arguments, but I must acknowledge
that to my mind the hon. member from
Halifax has made the strongest point, and
if we consider the logic of the argument
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the victory is on his side. I should like
to have the return moved for by the hon.
member from DeSalaberry to see if the
logical argument of the hon. member
from Halifax coincides with the official
figures.

Hon. MrR. ALMON—I did not intend
to say anything on this question, but I
hope that that return will never come
down here. If we are going to have con-
tinually brought before us the religion and
nationality of every man appointed to
office to see whether the person who held
the office before him was of the same
religion, then I should say do not bring
down that report. I think the majority
of this House will say that this constant
interference with and mention of peoples
religion is very much to be deprecated. I
had hoped the great honor of Nova Scotia
was that it was there it was first discover-
ed that a man’s religion should not be
considered as a barrier to public life.
When Kavanagh was elected to represent
Cape Breton, Protestants and Catholics
joined hands to attain that result, and he
was admitted without being required to
take those absurd oaths of supremacy, and
non ecclesiastical power of the Pope. It
was first proved in Nova Scotia that a
man’s religion should not be a barrier to
entering into public life, and I regret to
see it now brought forward that religion
should be the best means of appointment
to public office. If it is in the power of
the Leader of the Government to do so I
hope he will not produce this return show-
ing the religion of people who hold office.
For the sake of harmony, for the sake of
peace and Christian amity tear it up and
keep it out of the House.

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
return was not asked for by my hon. friend
behind me, but by the hon. gentleman from
DeSalaberry, and was ordered by the
House, and of course it is in preparation.
When 1t is likely to be brought down of
course I do not know. I am glad at all
events that the discussion has elicited
from the hon. gentleman who provoked it
his sense of this, at all events that ne
injustice has been done to his countrymen
by us in the Lower Provinces.

HoN. MR. BOYD—I did not intend
to take any part in this discussion, but
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the reference made to St. John impels me
to say a few words. In the first place,
while I regret that this discussion has
taken place, and that the hon Member
from Halifax has brought in here an
element which, I think, should never be
introduced into the Senate, an element
which has created so much disturbance in
another part of this building between reli-
gious contestants, I am the less sorry that
the matter has been brought up because
it has elicited a reply from the Leader of
the Government in this House which
must be satisfactory not only to the Senate
but to the whole country. The statement
has been thrown in my teeth, and has
been thrown in the teeth of other hon.
gentlemen, that the denomination to
which my hon. friend refers has not re-
ceived justice. While I was asking for
an appointment the other day for a friend
of mine, in a Department of the Govern-
ment here, he said “ Why, the cry is that
I am appointing nothing but Roman
Catholics.” Whether that is true or not
I am not called to say, but I must say that
the list that has been presented to us here
to-day shows that justice, full justice, has
been done to my Roman Catholic fellow
citizens in the Province I have the honor
to represent. If my hon. triend had gone
a little further and included in his list
salaries under $700 or $8co, he would
have found numbers of others. With refer-
ence to Judge Watters, I had the plea-
sure of taking part in an election that gen-
tleman and my hon. friend the Finance
Minister ran previous to 1867. Then
Protestants and Catholics fought side by
side, and they won a victory, but I am
sorry to say that from the year 1867 until
this time we have not known in New Bruns-
wick Protestants and Catholics fighting
side by side for membership in the same
constituency. Previous to 1867 we were
Liberals and Conservatives, and known by
these names, but in 1867 or previous to
that there was a contest which took a
difterent form altogether. It was a con-

test as to yvhcther these Provinces
should remain in the state of
disunion In which they had been

previously, or enter into a bond of union.
I regret to say that under the leadership
of an able man, an able journalist now in
another part of this House, my Roman
Catholic fellow countrymen, with 2
small exception, went with the party who
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Were opposed to the Union of these Prov-
Ices. * In consequence of that they have
Dot worked with us as formerly, and
h},’e)' have not, perhaps, partaken of the
Igher offices that might otherwise have
allen to them, because of the policy to the
Party belong the spoils. But I am happy
0 say from what I have heard since, and
Om all I know, this state of things is about
®0ded, and I think you will find, when the
Next election comes on, whether it is this
Year or next year, that our Catholic fellow
Cltizens will take a different course. They
sha come back to their allegiance; we
1l find them side by side with us. The
Scales have fallen from their eyes; they
_that the trade policy and the land
Policy of the present Government are the
t for the country, and they will be dis-
Posed to cast in their lot with those who
ave endeavored to carry out this policy
O the great success and prosperity that
Prevail all over the country. I hope hon.
8entlemen, that this will be the last time
¥e shall ever have brought up in this
Nate any reference to the altar a man
Worships at, when he is seeking appoint-
shi’llt to a public office. I trust we
th 1 only look at his qualifications for
she position, and that his religious belief
all neither be a barrier nor a recom-
endation. 1 state this fully and frankly
-SCause, while I am a Protestant there
in.“° man in this House or in this Dom-
1on  who has within the same compass
Ore warm friends than I have among the
d Oman Catholics where I live. I think I
oes’?'l’Ve them : I deserve them, not only
N denominational and mercantile, but
hao on educational grounds. But I
Ve never asked a man, under any cir-
Umstances, what his religion is and why,
I'never will. Years ago, when I was
NinY and given to poetry, I read some
Nes of Tom. Moore and have not forgot-

N them yet :—
hall [ agk the ‘brave soldier who fightsjby

my side

IS“ the cause of mankind if our creeds do agree?
ha]}

1 ﬁive up the friend I have valued and
It trie s
F,he kqeel not before the same altar with me?
Om the heretic girl of iny soul shall 1 fly,
Nnd seek somewhere else a more orthodox kiss?
% wPerlish the hearts and the laws that
. ould tr.

Tm"h, valoryor love by a standard like this.

lasE°Pe hon, gentlemen that this is the
We shall hear of this question here.

[Maron 24, 1882.] and Public Offices.

165

Hon. Mr. DEVER—It is very painful
to me to have to speak on this occasion,
and I certainlydid not intend to do so; but
this debate has taken so wide a range that
I feel it is my duty to give expression to
my thoughts as I view the situation. It
has been said that the Catholics of my
Province opposed Confederation, and I
believe a large body of them did so, in
consequence of the advocacy of a very able
man in that Province; but I have to deny
wholly that the Catholics asa body were
then or have been opposed to the Unicn
since they found out the benefits of it, and
realised that we are to have a national ex-
istence in which they will be identified as
other classes of society. But I think I
would be recreant to my trust if I permit-
ted my hon. colleague from St. John (Mr.
Boyd) to assert that they are quite satisfied
with their present situation and representa-
tion in the Cabinet. It is well known hon.
gentlemen that there should be five mem-
bers representing the Lower Provinces in
the Cabinet of this country, but at present
there are only four, and those four are all
Protestants. Nova Scotia has her quota—
two—P. E. Island also is fairly represent-
ed, but New Brunswick has only one of
the two members to which she is entitled.
It is admitted that in New Brunswick the
Catholics number at least one-third of the
population, yet they are not represented.
Now, I do not claim that the Catholics
of this country can perhaps produce such
men as the Right Hon. Sir John Mac-
donald, Sir Charles Tupper, Sir Alex.
Campbell or Sir Hector Langevin ; but
we do claim that we have men quite as
competent to fill the lesser offices in the
Cabinet as the “small stowage” that at
present occupy those positions, if indeed
they are not much more competent. It
is a cause of complaint, and we feel that
we have a right to complain, that when a
vacancy occurred in the Cabinet after the
last election, we were deprived of that re-
presentation, which was our right; and I
could not go back to my Province if I
were silent on this occasion. I tell this
House that we do feel that neither this
nor any other Government has a right to
expect the support of the Catholics if they
do not give them -representation in the
Cabinet of the country. I say it is un-
reasonable for the present representative
of New Brunswick to expect that he can
go down there and receive the support of
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a people who have been ignored in such
representation; blood is thicker than
water, and it is useless to try and suppress
the prejudices of the masses, for they will
have them. Many of those people may

be personal friends of my hon. colleague]

(Mr. Boyd), and many of them have been
faithful, true, honest and loyal supporters
of Sir Leonard Tilley, ever since he en-
tered on his course as an advocate of the
Confederation of these Provinces, but still
they are at present greatly dissatisfied. I
have done everything that I possiblycould,
I have even withstood the attacks of people
with whom I was most closely identified ;
I worked in every possible way that was
straightforward and honorable to reconcile
their feelings, to what I conceived was
right; and while we find to-day that in
that Province, and especially in the city
and county of St. JdM, there are no
more truthful supporters of Confederation
than the Catholic portion of the people,
there is nevertheless a deep feeling of
anger and dissatisfaction among them at
the way in which they have been treated
in this matter of representation. We all
know the result of the last general elec-
tions : Hon. Sir Leonard Tilley was the
only prominent representative from that
Province who came up here to form a por-
tion of the Cabinet. It would appear that
becausetherepresentationfrom New Bruns-
wick was against the Government he was
opposed strongly by a large party. It was
found that instead of bringing to his support
and that of the Cabinet some 12 or 13
members he had only two or three, and
out of those two or three we had a right
to expect that one of our own people
would be chosen. It was necessary to
select two representatives for New
Brunswick in order to make up the
quota of that Province to what had been
accorded in former years, for we have
always had two members in the Cabinet
ever since we entered the Confederation.
My hon. friend from St. John knows that
Sir Leonard Tilley came to Ottawa, and
instead of taking one of his own party as
a colleague in the Cabinet he went across
the country and selected a man that was
opposed to him for 20 years, hostile to his
party and hostile to him, and whom Sir
Leonard Tilley had educated #he young
men of St. John to oppose inasmuch as
he was the very man whom he (Sir
Leonard) put out of the political position
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that he occupied, as Provincial Secretary
in that Province, in former years. That
man was selected from the opposite side
of politics, to the exclusion of one of the
Government supporters, and was made his
colleague in the Cabinet. Gentlemen
who had a right to that position naturally
asked the question: how is all this, what
is party government, are we to be sup-
porters of a party in order to have an op-
ponent of 20 years standing selected and
put into the Cabinet of this country with-
out any reason; 4 man known to be
obselete in his politics and without any
fitness for the office? The result is, gen-
tlemen, that the conclusion has been forced
upon us that there were only someé
three men (two of whom were Catholics)
to be selected from in New Brunswick,
and in consequence of those two men
being Catholics they were overlooked, and
a man was selected who it was universally
acknowledged, had no right or title to the
position. Opposition was shewn to it and
the result was that that gentleman
retired from the Cabinet; he took the
position of Lieutenant-Governor of New
Brunswick, and he holds that office to-day-
And T ask what has followed? His place
in the Cabinet has been kept open and
representation has been denied to New
Brunswick in preference to taking in 2
Roman Catholic.

Hox. Mr. POWER—The position
has been filled by a man from another
Province.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—New Brunswick
has no representative in the Cabinet but
Sir Leonard Tilley : that is the position
we hold. Now I have every respect for
that hon. gentleman, there is no man in
this Dominion thinks more of him than I
do, but at the same time I believe in
common justice, and it is wrong to say
that men are satisfied who feel that they
are entitled on party grounds and from
party position to consideration, but that
they have been overlooked. I know they
are not satisfied, and they can only be
brought to the polls by pressure that I
think is not satisfactory. If I mistake
not my hon. colleague will find the error
he has made, and I am sorry for it.
People may secure their elections,
but it would be much more satis-
factory to have the universal respect
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and confidence of the electors, and that
Cnnot be obtained by equivocation and
€ception ; but it does not necessarily
ollow from the mere fact of election, that
4 candidate enjoys such respect. It
Would be far better to get the open, manly
Expression of all sections of the people in
favor, and that cannot be obtained
While the Catholics feel they are only
Ing trifled with; it is futile to expect
t em to go to the polls with that hearty
esire which would be evinced if they
felt they were treated with true friendship
and open handed justice. I, for one,
Cannot go back to my Province and
tell my people that they are fairly dealt
With;; by doing so I would feel T was dis-
Crediting both them and myself. Iknow
they feel bitterly that the cause is sim-
Ply this; they are ignored through fear lest
the patronage should be divided and they
Should receive what is their due, from one
of their own kind—and I may tell this
Flouse that they are not satisfied to receive
t from any other source. Now that is
~ the position and in saying so I wish it
Istinctly to be understood that there is no
fault to’ be found with the prominent
Members of the present Cabinet from other
rovinces than New Brunswick. Wedonot
00k to Sir John Macdonald, Sir Charles
upper, or even Sir Hector Langevin, who
Tepresents Quebec. We acknowledge that
ova [Scotia has a noble representative,
but it is to Sir Leonard Tilley we look for
Justice ; we feel proud of him but we can-
Not allow him to think that we are satisfied
When we are not receiving that to which
Weare entitled. When a legitimate vacancy
Occured in the Cabinet we had a right to
€xpect that it would be given to one of our
Own people who had been faithful to the
Party; that has not been done and it is on
at ground we are dissatisfied. I would
fail in my duty if I did not let this
Nate know clearly that it is not the small
offices for, which we look, but fair and
€quitable representation in the Cabinet of
this country.

BILLS INTRODUCED.
The following Bills from the House of
ommons were introduced and read the
Tst time :—
Bill (51), “An Act to incorporate the
ynod of the Diocese of Saskatchewan

and for other purposes:connected there-
With,”  (Sir Alex. Campbell.)
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Bill (79), “An Act to inéorporate the
American Electric Light Company of Ca-
nada. (Mr. Gibbs.) _

Bill (46), “An Act to incorporate the
Edison Electric Light Company of Cana-
da.” (Mr. Bellerose.)

Bill (Q), “An Act to make further pro-
vision in regard to the Supreme Court of
Canada.”

AMERICAN TELEGRAPH & CABLE
COMPANY’S BII:L.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. GIBBS moved the second
reading of Bill (17), “An Act to grant cer-
tain powers to the American Telegraph
and Cable Company.” He said:—This
is a Bill to incorporate the American Tele-
graph and Cable Company which has
already a corporate existence in the
State of New-York. Its object is to con-
struct a telegraph and cable line between
America and Europe. Being incorporated
already in the State of New York they
desire to place themselves under control
of the Dominion of Canada and to make
themselves amenable to the acts of the
Dominion : for that purpose they seek
this Act of incorporation.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the second time.

NEW YORK AND ONTARIO FUR-
NACE COMPANY’S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. MrR. READ moved the second
reading of Bill (65), “An Act respecting the
the New York and Ontaric Furnace
Company.”

The motion was agree\d to and the Bill
was read the second time.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY, suggested to the
chairman of the Committee to whom the
Bill was referred, that he should take
into consideration whether it would not
be better to refer it to the Supreme Court

for their opinion as to the regularity of
such legislation.

LAKE SUPERIOR AND JAMES'BAY
RAILWAY BILL. .

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY moved concur-
rence in the amendments made by the
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Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors to Bill (22), “An Act to incorpo-
rate the Lake Superior and James’ Bay
Railway Company.”- He said:—In the
absence of hon. Mr. Scott I have been re-
quested to move that the amendments
proposed by the Railway Committee be
concurred in. I explained them very
fully yesterday and therefore will not
again go into the matter as they evidently
met with the approbation of the House.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was then read the third time and passed.

PLANTERS BANK OF CANADA
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. CARVELL, in the absence
of the hon. Mr. Ogilvie, moved the se-
‘cond reading of Bill (52), “An Act to in-
corporate the Planters Bank of Canada.”
He explained that it was applied for with
a view to have more direct business com-
munication with the West Indies.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the second time.

THE SENATE DEBATES.

FIRST REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE
ADOPTED.

Hon. Mr. MACFARLANE moved
the adoption of the first report of the
Committee on printing and publishing
the Debates of the Senate. He said :—

. This is a report which gentlemen will
observe has been published in the minutes
and is introduced by the Committee on
reporting for the purpose of improving
and enlarging the index of the Senate
Debates. The Committee fougd on ex-
amining the index that it was not as com-
plete as was thought desirable, and we
had an offer from a gentleman in one of
the Departments here, Mr. C. Campbell,
who has made a specialty of this work, to
prepare an improved index. He is the
gentleman who in 1879 compiled the
index for the House of Commons
Hansard. His proposition was to give
as an index similar in character, but on a
reduced scale and in proportion to the
size of our volume for our Debates for the
sum of $200.. We then drew the Messrs.
Holland’s attention to the fact, but they

Hon. MR. Dickey,
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contended that while they were obliged
by their agreement with the Senate, to
provide an index to the Debates, they
were not required by their contract to
prepare such an index as was compiled
by this gentleman for the House of Com-
mons ; but they were willing to allow
$1.00 per page of the printed index,
which may be deducted from the amount
payable to them under their contract and
which would reduce the amount of the
$200 to be paid Mr. Campbell. We
agreed to recommend that this sum should
be paid to Mr. Campbell and it will prob-
ably give us an amended index of the
Debates for the sum of $150. The Com-
mittee think it would be a very valuable
addition as a book of reference and, as
the report states, we have recommended
that sum for the purpose. ‘

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I approve
of the suggestion made in the Report of
the Committee. I have looked over the
index of the House of Commons Hansard
and find it of great use for reference, and
I think the price for the service is not
extravagant. 1 would ask my hon. friend
what the cost of reporting and circulating
the Debates is now as compared with
the former system ? :

Hox. Mr. MACFARLANE—I do
not understand in what respect.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—What is
the cost of the present system of reporting
the Debates of the Senate compared with
the cost under the old system? Is it
more or less?

Hon. Mr. MACFARLANE—It is a
very slight increase upon the previous
sum under the agreement we have now
with the Messrs. Holland, but the publi-
cation is more prompt and the speeches
delivered in French are reported and
printed in that language. If gentlemen
will look over the Senate Debates they
will notice that the book contains two
indexes, a table of contents at the begin-
ning and an alphabetical index at the end
of the volume. On examining the former
it seemed to us that it was not necessary,
and we agreed to have that struck out
altogether, as has been done in the House
of Commons Hansard.

The motion was agreed to.
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BRITISH AMERICAN ASSURANCE
COMPANY’S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. MR, SMITH moved the second
Tfeading of the Bill (34), “An Act to
: amend and consolidate as amended the
. Several Acts relating to the British Ame-

Tican Assurance Company.”

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
Was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned at 5.50 p.m.

, THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, March 27th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
hree o'clock.

'

Prayers and routine proceedings.

EASTERN EXTENSION RAILWAY
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. WARK inquired :

¢ Whether Mr. Shanly, to whom was re-
ferred the claim of the Government of New

runswick, to be refunded the balance of the
8ums expended on that part of the Intercolo-
ial Railway known as * Eastern Extension”
reported favorably thereon, and it so what
amount he recommended to be paid to New-
Orunswick, and whether the Government
Intend to pay the same ?”?

He said :—This question refers to the
Tallway which was undertaken in accord-
ance with an agreement between the
People of the United States, the people of

ew Brunswick, and the people of Nova

Cotia to construct a road to connect the
United States railways with Halifax, and
shorten the ocean route. In pursuance of
this arrangement we first built the middle
Section of our line to connect St. John
With the Gulf of St. Lawrence at Shediac
as a government work. We subsidised a
Company to meet the railway from the
United States at the boundary in which
we invested $1,200,000—$10,000 a mile,
and $300,000 stock. Qur Government
then agreed with the Government of Nova
Scotia to build the connecting link at the
Other end. Nova Scotia was to build from
Truro up to the boundary, and we had to
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build from near the Shediac and to meet
the Nova Scotia line. Both governments
let the work by contract, and the con-
tractors on the New Brunswick end com-
menced work about the time we entered
Confederation. After a while it was found
that those two sections being built in New”
Brunswick and Nova Scotia would form
part of the Intercolonial railway. Nova
Scotia stopped, and did not go on with
their work. We had advanced too far,
and when the road was well on towards
being finished the Dominion Government
agreed to take it off the hands of the Gov-
ernment of New Brunswick, but at a price
which was fixed very low. The Commise
sioners were then of the opinion that,
having let contracts on the Intercolonial,
they could get the road built for $24,000 2
mile, and they advised the Dominion
Government to offer New Brunswick
$24,000 a mile. That offer was. made
with the alternative that if it was not ac-*
cepted they ‘would go on and build one
of their own, which would be a rival line.
Of course the offer was accepted. We
were subsidizing this road to the extent of
$10,000 a mile; but under the arrange.
ment, out of $24,000 which the Dominion
Government paid us, all that our Governe
ment got was $250,000 instead of
$400,000. The Intercolonial Railway
cost much more than the price fixed at
that time. Nova Scotia having made no
progress with their contract, it was handed .
over to the Dominion Government, and
that section was built throughout at the
expense of the Dominion Government,
We think the Dominion Government
ought to pay us the amount we invested
in that portion of the line which fell to
them. I put my question on account of
having seen a message sent down by
the Lieutenant Governor of New Bruns-
wick two years ago. On the 2oth April
1880, a message was sent down, and a
resolution with respect to the building of
the new parliament buildings. The reso=
lution is to this effect :—

¢ Resolved—That in view of the anticipated
favorable settlement, during the recess, of the
claim of this Province upon the Dominion
Government in regard to the Eastern Extene
sion Railway (so called) whereby the means
for payment of the said Building, may be ob-
tained, it is desirable that meantime the Gov-
ernor in Council effect, and they are hereb
authorized to effect a temporary loan or u{t
vance from the Dominion Government, or
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any other source they may see fit for such
sums a8 may be required to meet the cost of
construction of the said Building, not exceed-
ing, however, the said amount of seventy-five
thousand dollars.””
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On the strength of this resolution, from
which it appears that the Lieutenant Gov-
ernor and his Council were well satisfied
that the sum of $150,000 would be paid,
they have gone on and built a very beau-
tiful building at a cost I am told—fitting
up and all—of ‘$125,000, which would
absorb most of this amount. This reso-
lution contained the opinion which was
held by Lieutenant Governor Wilmot,
lately 2 member of the Dominion Gov-
ernment and speaker of this Senate,
apd his Council two years ago. A mem-
ber of that Government made a speech
in the New Brunswick Assembly a
few days ago in which he said :—“I met
“Mr. Shanly in Halifax and I have confi-
#dence that his report will be favorable
“and satisfactory.” Now this is the opin-
ion of a member of the New Brunswick
Government at this date, and the other
is.the opinion which was entertained by
the Lieutenant Governor Wilmot and his
Council two years. I think therefore, as
negotiations have been going on so long
about this matter, that the Government
ought to be prepared now to give a favora-
ble answer to the question I have put.

HoN. MRr.. AIKINS—The piece of
road to which my hon. friend refers cost
the New Brunswick Government, I be-
lieve, $400,000 ; but for the purposes of
the Intercolonial Railway it was valued,
andconsidered to be only worth, $250,000,
and the question at that time was whether
the New Brunswick Government would
take the sum of $250,000, or whether the
the Government of Canada would build
an independent line; and the Govern-
ment of New Brunswick, I believe, at that
time acquiesced so far as to say that they
would take whatever this portion of the
road mightbe consideredto be worth. I be-
lieve these are the facts as they occurred.
The answer to the question as put by my
hon. friend is this :—the matter is still in
the hands of the Minister of Railways,
who will give it careful attention. Mr.
Shanly was called to report onit confiden-
tially for the Minister's information; it
was merely a confidential report and—as
it is now in the hands of the Ministers of

HoN. MR, WaARKk,
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Railways—until it is considered by the
Government, it cannot be brought down.

Hon. MrR. WARK—I am surprised at
the answer to my question. This was
one of the claims on the list which was
referred to Mr. Shanly. Why this should
be looked upon as a private report,
more than any of the others, I can-
not understand. The hon. Minister
of Inland Revenue states that the
Government gave New Brunswick its
choice, but that New Brunswick need not
have accepted this offer; I contend that
there was no alternative. It was out of
the question that there should be a rival
road built, and they had to accept what
was offered ; but at the same time they
accepted it on the understanding that
the Dominion Government would build
the whole road at $24,000 per mile. The
road has not been built at that price, nor
at $30,000 per mile, and I think New
Brunswick 1s entitled to the same price
as that which the adjoining section in
Nova Scotia cost the Dominion.

SAULT STE MARIE BRIDGE BILL.
THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. READ rose to move the
third reading of Bill (43) “ An Act to in-
corporate the Sault Ste Marie Bridge
Company.” He said: When this Bill
was before the Senate the other day, the
Government raised some objections to it
and said it would be necessary to add a
clause. I have one prepared which has
received the approval of the leader of the
Government 1n this House It is as
follows :

“ The Company shall not commence the
actual erection of the said bridge until an
act of the Congress of the United States of
America has n sed consenting to or
approving of the bridging of the said river,
but the Company shall have the power in the
meantime to acquire the lands, submit their
plans to the Governor in Council and do all
other the matters and things authorized by
this Act except the commencing of the actual
construction or erection of the bridge, and
the time for completion of the work as fixed
by this Act shallrun from the date of the
passing of said Act of said Congress.”

I move the adoption of the clause.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
as amended was read the third time and
passed.
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AMERICAN ELECTRIC LIGHT
COMPANY’S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. GIBBS moved the second
Teading of Bill (79), “An Act to incorpo-
Tate the American Electric Light Com-
Pany of Canada.” He said—The Bill is
Or the purpose of manufacturing machin-
€ry, apparatus and instruments for the
Manufacture, sale and distribution of
electricity for the purposes of light, heat,
and power. The Bill empowers the Com-
Pany to purchase, sell or lease such ma-
chinery, and also gives the Company
authority to construct and operate neces-
sary works for the production of electricity
and to hold real estate requisite for the
Purposes of the Company.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Under our rules
the House has power, at the second read-
Ing, to refer a bill, as to the constitution-
ality of which there is any doubt, to the
Supreme Court of Canada or any two
Judges thereof for their opinion, and I
Tespectfully suggest to the hon. gentleman
who has charge of this Bill, that it is one
which should be referred for that purpose
how. If it is not refefred now it might

e treated as another Bill has been report-
ed by the Standing Orders and Private
Bills Committee with a recommendation
that it be referred to the Supreme Court
—and I think it will expedite matters if
the reference is now made. This is the
Tegular stage. It is to the knowledge of
other hon. gentlemen, as well as myself,
that a very long discussion took place in
the House of Commons as to the consti-
tutionality of this Bill'and the other on the
Orders of the Day, the Edison Electric
Light Bill. Some very high authorities
In that House were of opinion that these
Bills should be passed by the Local Legis-
latures and not by the Dominion Parlia-
ment, the work that they are to do being
local—that aithough it may be done in
different provinces the work in each pro-
vince is of a local nature and not work
which extends from one province into
another. Then the companies are given
Certain rights with regard to the use of
Streets and real estate. On both these
grounds the Bills are supposed to be
measures which should be more properly
Passed by the Local Legislatures. On the
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other side it is contended that as the
companies propose to do business in
more provinces than one they should
come to this House for their charters. It
seems to me it would be better to have
this matter settled now than at a later
stage or after these companies get their
Acts of Incorporation.  If the hon. gentles
man has no objections I will move that
this Bill be referred to the Supreme
Court or two judges thereof for their
opinion.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—This ques-
tion was discussed in' the other House,
and the conclusion was arrived at that the
Dominion Parliament had full power and
authority to legislate in this direction. I
think, after the full consideration which
was given to the point which is now raised
by my hon. friend, it will probably work
injustice to the parties who are seeking to
be incorporated by this Bill, if his motion
be adopted. I cannot see any force in
his objection, and, therefore. I cannot
possibly support his motion.

Hon. MR, GIBBS—I trust the Bill wijl
be allowed to go the second reading, and
be referred to the Standing Orders and
Private Bills'’ Committee, where this quese
tion can be properly discussed, and, if the
committee consider that the Bill should be
referred to the Supreme Court, the refere,
ence can then be made. That is the:
course which has been pursued with
reference to bills of a similar character. I
trust, therefore, that the hon. gentleman
will waive his objection, and let the bill be
read the second time and referred to the
committee.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—This question
has been up on several occasions, and the
singular anomaly has been pointed out
that we were called upon to affirm the
principle of a bill, and afterwards to refer
it to the Supreme Court. The rule for-
merly required the reference to be made
before the second reading, but it was
changed, and it now reads as follows ;=

“At any time before the sing of an

rivate bill, the same may,if the Senate thin

t, be referred to the Supreme Court for ex-
amination and report as to any point or mats
ter in connection with such bill expressed: in
the order of reference.”

During this session we have acted upon
that, and a bill has passed the second.
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reading and been referred to the commit-
tee, and the committee has recommended
to the House that it should be referred to
the Supreme Court—TI allude to the Que-
bec Timber Bill—and the House acted
upon that report. I think that would be
the proper course to pursue in this case.

" Hox. MR. BUREAU—My hon. friend,
in such an important matter as this, ought
to have given some notice of his motion.

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—I think the
principal objection to the motion as made,
i that the hon. gentleman ought to state
in the order of reference the point on
which the opinion of the judges is to be
asked. The simple resolution' that it
should be referred to the judges, without
stating the order of reference, is irregular.
Perhaps, under the circumstances, the
hon, gentleman will allow the Bill to be
read the second time, and referred to the
Private Bills’ Committee.

Ho~. Mr. AIKINS—I think that in
this case, as in others, we should be uni-
form as far as possible. Now, when the
Bill to which the attention of the House
has been called by the hon. gentleman
from Amherst—the Quebec Timber Bill-—
was read the second time, and referred to
the committee, a sub-committee was
appointed specially to take that class of
cases into consideratidn. I think it would
be well to follow the same course
now, and if the sub-committee thought it
desirable that the Bill should be referred
to the Supreme Court they would so
report to the committee, and the com-
mittee would make the recommendation
to the House.

Hon. MrR. POWER—I have no very
great interest in the matter before us, but
the old rule, which has been altered, was
that the bill should be referred at the
second reading. Hon. gentlemen will see
the propriety of that, because when we
read a bill-the second time, we affirm the
principle of it.

Hon. Mr. ATKINS—Not a private bill.
'Hon. Mr. POWER—We affirm the
principle and therefore it seems to me,

strictly speaking, that the second reading
is the proper stage at which to make the

HoN. Mr. Dickey.
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reference. I do not think the objection
raised by the hon. gentleman from De
Lorimier (Mr Bureau) has any force; I do
not think that notice of a motion like
this is neeessary. I think, however, that
the hon. Senator from New Brunswick
(Mr. Botsford) is right in saying that the
reason for the reference should have been
stated, and I had proposed to do so, but
the order was called before I had time to
prepare the motion. I have no special
hostility to these Bills, and my motion
was made rather in their interest than
otherwise, because it seems to me there
would be less loss of time by making the
reference now and getting the opinion of
the judges of the Supreme Court at once,
than by referring the Bills to the com-
mittee, who would have to refer them to
a sub-committee and afterwards report
them back to the House to be dealt with
again. I think the course which I have
suggested would be the shortest and best.

Honx. Mr. MACFARLANE—The
sub-committee might come to the con-
clusion that the reference to the Supreme
Court would not be necessary, and in that
case it would be an advantage to have the
Bills read now and referred to the
committee.

Hon. MrR. MILLER—The absurdity
of affirming the principle of a Bill and
then referring it to the Supreme Court, as
pointed out by the hon. Senator from
Halifax (Mr Power) must be apparent to
any one who has given the subject any
consideration whatever. If you read a
Bill the second time you adopt the prin-
ciple of it, and that is why the old rule
required the referenee to be made before
the second reading. It is no argument to
say that, because an irregularity was fallen
into the other day with reference to the:
Quebec Timber Bill, we should make that
a precedent for another irregularity.

HoNn. Mr. AIKINS—Itis no irregu-
larity under our rules, because a Bill may
be referred at any stage.

Hox. MR. MILLER—But the object
of the great latitude given by the rule, is
o meet cases which may arise after the
second reading and where objection was
not taken before the second reading, and

it is as well perhaps that the rule is as
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broad as it is at present; but in a case
Where the constitutionality of a Bill is
Questioned, if there is really any ground
for the contention, this is certainly the
Proper time to make the reference. I do
Not mean to say that there is any sufficient
ground for referring this Bill to the Su-

Preme Court, in fact I am rarely inclined | .

10 refer any Bill to them unless there is
Some urgent necessity for doing so. I
think we should divest ourselves of as
little ag possible of the powers which we
Possess, but still I think the construction
Placed upon the rule by the hon. Senator
from Halifax (Mr Power) is the right one.
Hon. Mr. GIRARD—TI object to the
Principle of frequent reference of bills to
the Supreme Court. We are here to legis-
ate and express our opinions on the ques-
txons. which come before us. The principle
of this Bill is that certain parties ask power
to manufacture machinery, etc, for the pro-
duction, sale, and distribution of electri-
City for purposes of light, heat and power.

- There is no difficulty in admitting that
Principle in the limits of the Dominion.
t seems to me the wisest course would be
t0 refer the measure to the Commitee on
fivate Bills and the question can there
decided, whether there is sufficient cause
for referring it to the Supreme Court or
Not. We are here acting as a court and
It seems to me that it is our duty to de-
cide on these questions instead of referring
them to the judges of the Supreme Court.
here may be occasions where such refer-
€nce should be made but in such cases it
Would be better to let the Commitee make
the recommendation and the House can

then act upon it. I therefore object to |

the motion.
_The amendment was withdrawn and the
1l was read the second time and refer-
red to the Commitee on Standing Orders
and Private Bills.

EDISON ELECTRIC LIGHT COM-
: PANY’S BILL.

SECOND READING,

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE moved the
Second reading of Bill (46), “An Act to
Incorporate the Edision Electric Light

Ompany of Canada.”

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
Was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned at 4.10 p.m.
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Ottawa, Tuesday, March 28th, 188a.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o’clock, p.m. :

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SASKATCHEWAN AND PEACE
RIVER RAILWAY COM-
PANY’S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Stand-
ing Committee on Railways, Telegraphs
and Harbors, reported Bill (26), “An Act
to incorporate the Saskatchewan and
Peace River Railway Company,” with cer-
tain amendments.

It was ordered that the report be taken
into consideration to-morrow.

NIAGARA GRAND ISLAND BRIDGE
COMPANY.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Stand-
ing Commtttee on Railways, Telegraphs
and Harbors, reported Bill (48), “An Act
respecting the Niagara Grand Island
Bridge Company,” without amendment.

Hon. MR. MACFARLANE moved
that the Bill be now read the third time,

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the third time and passed.

DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER MAR-
RIAGE BILL.

SECOND READING. -

Hown. Mr. FERRIER moved the ses
cond reading of Bill (9), ““An Act cone
cerning marriage with a deceased wife’s
sister.”. He said :—Two years ago when
this Bill was before the House, it was
unfortunately placed in my hands. I then
expressed mny regret that it was put in my
charge, because I felt that I was quite
unable to do justice to the measure, and,
to-day I feel precisely in the same posi
tion. I regret exceedingly that the Bill is
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not in the hands of a man who has the
ability necessary to submit it to the House
in a proper manner. Although the Bill
was thrown out by a majority of two on
the previous occasion. I felt no regret
because it has given the time for conside-
ration which was asked for on that occa-
sion by the amendment so admirably
drawn by my hon. friend from Amberst
(Mr. Dickey). It is well that this Senate
should invariably take care that no hasty
legislation is adopted, and therefore, I
felt perfectly satisfied regarding the
decision of the House on that occasion.
Instead of only the one year that was
asked for by my hon. friend, and others
who viewed it In the same light, being
taken for a further consideration of this
measure, two years have been allowed.
The gentleman who introduced the Bill
in the House of Commons was consulted
last year, and after considerable enquiry
I was glad to learn that he had come to
the conclusion that it would be better to
let the Bill stand for another year, so that
there could be no excuse regarding the
pushing of it through the House this
session. That delay was granted, and
since then I have been more convinced
than ever of the necessity of the measure.
I was asked by an honorable member of
this House the other day whether I was
acting conscientiously regarding this Bill.
I told him that if I had not perfectly
settled that question with myself my name
would never have been attached to this
measure. It is a question that was
settled in my mind many years
ago. I have had no relations of
my own nor anything connected
with my own family to lead me to
that conclusion ; but I have had many
friends in a position that required this
measure of relief, and I am perfectly satis-
fied from what has come under my own
observation, not only within the last two
years, but during many years past, that
this legislation is necessary. I have cer-
tainly given more attention to it of late
years than formerly, and to the hard-
ships that many families have to endure
for the want of the relief which this
measure will afford. 1 quite understand
that members of the Roman, Catholic
Church are in a better position than the
members of some other churches in this
respect ; because they can obtain a dispen-
gation to carry out what they desire in
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relation to marriage with a deceased
wife’s sister. It appears to me, though,
that this Bill will be a great relief even to
them. Because, although they may get
authority for such marriages, that does not
settle the legal question in reference to
their children, and I know very well the
difficulty a family that I am acquain ed
with have had regarding the property totbe
left to their children and the trouble they
experienced in having that question settled.
It is only a very short time ago since the
wife of an intimate friend of mine in
Montreal died ; her sister had been living
in the house, for a number of years and
taking care of the children with his wife.
Two years after his wife’s death, fearing to
bring in another woman to take charge
of his family, he proceeded to Kingston
and married his deceased wite’s sister.
But he had to go back to Montreal to
attend to his business and he found himself
in this position “Thave got married legally
under thelawsof Ontario butin QuebecIam
in a different positionregarding my family.”
Of course men in poor circumstances are
unable to do what people in better circum-
stances can accomplish by getting proper
writings drawn up when they have an ad-
dition to their family. These are matters
for which a remedy ought to be provided.
I am perfectly satisfied that the Roman
Catholic Church in giving a dispensation
to a man to marry his deceased wife’s sis-
ter does not give a dispensation to remedy
what it considers the law of God ; whatever
rules it may adopt I am quite sure it is not
adopting them in direct opposition to the
laws of God. Therefore I think the dis-
pensation is perfectly right ; but in passing
this Bill the members of that church will
have a law in reference to their families
which will put them in a much better po-
sition legally without the exposure that
they undergo under the present system.
I am sure it is quite unnecessary
for me to say any more in reference to
this measure. Some nineteen members
spoke on the subject two years ago and I
do not think there is much change of senti-
ment in reference to it except in the minds
of those who at that time did not consider
the measure necessary. There is no
necesssity for me to quote authorities,
and I shall not detain the House at pre-
sent any further. Therefore I beg to move
the second reading of the Bill, seconded
by my hon. friend Mr. Botsford.
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Hox. Mr. BELLEROSE—I must say
I regret very much that I am obliged to
oppose this Bill. I feel it all the more

cause the hon.gentleman who has charge
of the measure is the last in this House
with whom I would wish to disagree ; but
I feel that having been one of the framers
of the constitution; that being one
of those who undertook the great respon-
sibility of uniting the provinces of the Do-
minion and making the contract between
them, it is my duty to maintain the con-
stitution according to its true intent and
meaning as understood by the framers of
the British North America Act. I regret
the position I am now obliged to take, all
the more because I am in favor of the
" principle of the Bill.

Hon. Gentlemen—Hear ! Hear !

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I am in fa-
vor of the BillL. The church to which I
belong considers that the exception which
it takes to these marriages is only a matter
of discipline ; that it is only an ecclesiasti-
cal rule she has made and which she may
dispense with under certain circumstances,
though I am bound to say that
the Bill as it now stands is not quite ac-
ceptable to me, because there is an excep-
tion in it which to my mind there is no
reason for. Nevertheless, as we say in
French, “when we cannot have the whole
we must take what is given.” I have also
another objection to the Bill, but it is one
which I might possibly waive because
I knew full well that I could not carry
ay point, The reason why I oppose this
Bill is because of its unconstitutionality,
and I say that the Dominion Parliament
has no right to legislate on this subject :
I can not suppose for a moment that the
gentlemen who are now at the head of
this country, members of the Government
of the day, would be untrue to those for
whom they spoke in 1867. On the con-
trary I have no doubt that to-day they will
be ready to sustain the position that they
took at the time of Confederation—
and what was that position? If we
refer to the report of the Confed-
eration Debates in 1867 we will see,
that the head of the present Gov-
ernment and some of the gentle-
men who are now with him in the
Cabinet pledged their honor that the reso-
lutions then submitted to the House and

[Magon. 28, 1882.] }

Sister Bill 175

which formed the basis of Confederation,
giving to this Parliament some jurisdiction
over marriages, would never be utilized in
the way this Bill proposes it shall be used.
I may say now that since the opening of
this session I had intended opposing this
Bill, but my resolution failed me, and to-
day I had almost abandoned what I con-
sider now to be my duty; and I may
say that the more I think of the question
the more I am led to believe that I can-
not sit silent and allow this Bill to
pass unopposed. When I look at the
Confederation Debates I find the follow-
ing language reported. Hon. Mr. Cauchon
says :—

¢Marriage presents itself to us here under
another aspect —that is, marriage with regard
to civil effects. ‘This project attributes the
civil laws and legislation asto property to
the local legislatures. Now, marriage, con-
sidered as a civil contract, becomes neces-
sarily a part of these laws, and, I might even
say, it eftects the entire civil code, contain-
ing in its broadest sense all the marriage
acts, all the qualities and conditions required
to allow marriage to be contracted, all the
formalities relative to its celebration, all its

nullifying  causes, all its . obligatione,
its dissolution, the separation of the
body, its causes and effects; in a

word, all the possible consequences that
can result from marriage to the contracting
parties, their children and their estates,
(Hear, hear.) If such had been the intention
of the delegates, we might as well say that
the civil laws will not be one of the attri-
butes of our Local Legislature, and that the
words ‘Property and civil rights,” have been
placed ironically in the fifteenth section of
the forty-third clause of the scheme. But I
was sure beforehand that such could not be
the case when the Honorable Solicitor Gen-
eral for Lower Canada declared the other
day, in the name of the Government, that the
word marriage, inserted in the. project of
Confederation, expresses the intention to give
to the Federal Parliament the power to de-
clare that marriages contracted in any one
of the provinces according to its laws, should
be considered as valid in all the others. ‘I'hem
am I to understand that that part of the Con-
stitution relating to this question will be
dratted in the sense expressed in the declara-
tion of the Honorable Solicitor General, ard
will be restricted to the case mentioned ?”

“Hon. Sor. GEN. LANGEVIN—I made,
Mr. Speaker, the other day in the name of
the Government, the declaration now alluded
to by the honorable member for Montmorency
relative to the question of marriage. The
explanation then given by me exactly ac-
cords with that which was affixed to it at the
Québec Conference. It is undoubted that the
resolutions laid before this honorable House
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contain in all things only the principles on
which the bill or measure respecting Confed-
eration will be based. T can assurethe hon.
member that the explanations I gave the
other evening relative to the question of mar-
nage, are perfectly exact and that the Impe-
rial Act relating to it will be drawn upin
acgordance with the interpretation I put upon
it.

«Hoxn. Mr. DORION—I thought I under-
stood from some one, whom I had reason to
consider well informed, that that article was
intended to protect mixed marriages.”

«“Hown. Sor. GEN. LANGEVIN—In order
that I may be better understood by the hon.
member, I will read the written declaration
which I communicated to the House the
other evening. This declaration reads as
follows :
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¢ The word marriage has been placed in the draft of the
‘p ed Constitation to invest the Federal Parliament
¢ with the right of declaring what marriages shall be
¢ held and deemed to be valid throughout the whole ex-
*tent of the Confederacy without, however, interfering
¢in any particular with the doctrines or rites of the
¢ religious creeds to which the contracting parties may

¢ belong.’

Look at the precautions which the
Minister, Hon. Solicitor General Langevin,
then took ! Having stated that he was
the mouthpiece of the Government
of that day and of all the delegates from
the several provinces then to be united,
he said :—

“In order that no doubt may exist res-
pecting it, T have given to the reporters
the very text of the declaration.”

You will see, therefore, that at the time
the members who were taking upon them-
selves the responsibility of what is now u»
fait accompls, took precautions that the
great and most important question of
marriage would be left to the Provinces,
and if the Government of that day had
not said so in the plainest aud most ex-
plicit manner, the Confederation resolu-
tions would never have been passed, be-
cause Lower Canada would have opposed
them, and without that Province there
would not have been a majority in their
favor. If we consent to this legislation
to-day, what will be our position? We
will be acknowledging that any ques-

tion relating to marriage can be
settled by this Parliament If we
sanction this measure, another one

may be introduced to-morrow to-remove
the restrictions existing under our civil
and religious laws in Quebec. If you
permit the marriage of a man with his de-
ceased wife’s sister to-day, you may find
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to-morrow that the other six or seven im-
pediments to marriage in that Province,
exist no longer as legal impediments
These are the reasons why, after carefully
considering the question, and after a con-
flict with myself as to whether I should
rise to speak against  the measure, 1
decided at the eleventh hour to do so,and
to explain why I am obliged to vote
against the bill. The hon. gentleman who
moved the second reading says that this
measureis one which he can conscientiously
support: having studied the subject
deeply, I have come to the conclusion
that it is one which I must conscientiously
oppose—one which, as a member who
shared the responsibility of bringing about
the union of these Provinces, I could not
sanction by my vote, I have, up to the
present moment, been speaking of the
spirit of the law, and the intention of
those who framed the Confederation Act
and it is by the intentions of the framers
of a law that you learn its true intent and
meaning. I have shown what the inten
tion was in this case, and that if we pass
this bill to-day, it will be »/fra vires since
it is in contradiction to the spirit of the
British North America Act. But Igo fur-
ther : if my memory serves me, the Judi-
cial Committee of the Privy Council in
England, in a judgment on an important
case, expressed the view which I take on
this point, inareference whichthey made to
these very clauses of the British North
America Act. I am quite sure that the
position which I have assumed cannot be
controverted, and I am therefore obliged
either to ask that a vote be taken on the
second reading, or to move that the mat-
ter be referred to the Supreme Court, for
their opinion. An objection was raised
yesterday to such a motion, because no
notice of it had been given, and I admit
that I have not given any notice in this
case. I had one prepared yesterday, but
as I have said, I did not finally make up
my mind to take the course which I am
now pursuing until the last moment. My
opinion is that notice for a motion of this
kind is not necessary. I do not think
there is any rule which calls forit. There
is no rule providing for the reference of
public bills, but doubts may arise with
respect to them, as they sometimes arise
with regard to private bills, another mo-
tion for reference then comes in as a
matter of course. ’ '
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. Hon. S;1r ALEX. CAMPBELL—My
hon, friend is mistaken in supposing that
lere is any possibility of referring such a
il as this'to the Supreme ‘Court under
€ statute which provides for the refer-
€nce of private bills only.

Hon. MR, BELLEROSE—It is true
the Supreme Court Act provides only for
€ reference of private bills, but while

e Act does not provide for the reference
of public bills, the opinions of the judges
Upon them will be just as good as if the

W made such a provision, and therefore
there can be no objection to the reference
®f this measure.

If there is opposition to the reference,
then I shall feel forced to move that this
Bill be not now read the second time.

Wish to explain that my intention in
making such a motion is not to oppose the
Principle of the Bill, but to oppose the
tendency towards centralisation which is
&vinced by those who are working for the
Bill.  We consider they ought tobe working
Tather for that which we all contemplated
at the time of Confederation, viz: the
8ving to the Provinces their rights and at

€ same time conserving those of
the Dominion.

. Hon. Mr. SMITH—It was not my
Intention to say a word on this matter,
and it was not my good fortune to be
Present in the House when the vote was
taken some two years ago. However,
Masmuch as I find that the law of the

hurch to which I belong has no particu-
ar objection to this measure, I have made
UP my mind to support the Bill. Iam
tmpelied to this course by the feeling that
. Want my people to have no greater
Nghts and privileges than my fellow-men
of other denominations in this country.

he last speaker said “refer this back to
the Local Legislatures,” but if you refer
It back to those Legislatures there are
Some Provinces in this Dominion that
Would very possibly suffer, in consequence
of a prejudice against "this measure; but
Y passing this legislation here as a united
arliament to-day we may do a great and
Proper measure of justice to many who
are now laboring under the disabilities
Which this Bill is intended to remove.
Cherefore I think it is but reasonable and
Tight that we should consider this measure
Carefully, and not force our views on the

12
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Protestant community by giving expression
to any sectarian feelingwhich might militate
against the passing of the Bill. I repeat
that the law of my church does not forbid
it and I say that in all justice to those
who are suffering under disadvantages at
present, we should do them the great
benefit which this Bill contemplates; in
following such a course I am sure we will
not be transgressing any law of God. If
we referred this matter to the Local Legis-
latures it is very likely that the people of
the Province of Quebec would not be
granted this relief, and my Protestant
fellow-men in that Province would be
laboring under a hardship perhaps for all
time to come. By my vote to-day I shall
be aiding to some extent in relieving them
from such a disability; it is my desire to

do so, and I shall therefore support
the Bill
Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER—It is

necessary to have discussion upon all
questions which are brought before Par-
liament, but I believe the feeling of this
House is, that after the discussions which
have taken place here and in the Imperial
Parliament upon this great public question
it is not desirable to have any lengthened
debate upon the subject. This question
has been before the Imperial House of
Commons seven times, and was carried
there by a large majority, being defeated
in the House of Lords on one occasion
by a majority of only eleven against it
On that occasion I happened to be pres-
ent in the House of Lords and by a
somewhat strange coincidence there hap-
pened to be eleven bishops of the Church
of England in their seats: if they had
been absent a bill almost the -same as
that now before us would have been car-
ried by both Houses of the Imperial
Parliament. I have no doubt that we
shall to-day have hon. members of this
House expressing their honest convictions
and especially the views of their churches,
of their bishops and their clergy, upon
this measure; and while there is no
member of the church to which I belong
who is disposed to treat with greater
respect the views of its bishops and clergy,
still as an humble member of this House
I conceive it to be my duty always to
adhere to my own convictions upon any
public question. Now let us look at
what has been the opinion of the churches
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in the past. In the eleventh century the
Council of London forbade marriage with
the kin of a deceased wife within seven
degrees: in the fifteenth century we find
that the Council of Westminster forbade
marriage even with the daughter of god-
father ! Such has been the opinion held
in past years, but we know that as the
world goes on, opinion changes with're-
gard to those great questions. Now what
the law should forbid, but does not—and
I take this opportunity of stating it—is a
man marrying any flesh of his flesh or
blood of his blood. *Such marriages are
forbidden by a higher power, and the evil
effects of them are frequently manifested.
I have witnesses of fthem in one of the Im-
perial families of Europe—in the house
of Hapsburg—where they have been mar-
rying and intermarrying for generations ;
and 1t is often the case that a man having
married his cousin it has produced imbe-
cility in the children. I have witnessed it
in one of the Emperors of Europe. We
have seen in private circles cases where
men have married their first cousins, no
doubt from affection, and most lamentable
results—not only imbecility but great phys-
ical defects—have followed ; to which I
need not more particularly refer. The
law should certainly prevent such marria-
ges; I wonder that the church does not
speak out on that subject, and that Par-
liament does not take action upon it and
decide that no man shall marry his first
cousin—who is blood of his blood and
flesh of his flesh. We should enact
human laws in this direction, for it is
manifest that it is opposed to Divine Reve-
lation and Divine Law, and it certainly
would be for the well-being, happiness and
comfort of mankind. Now, let us see
how this is likely to affect society in our
circumstances—the proposal to allow
a man to marry the sister of his deceased
wife. Let us take the circumstances of
society in this Dominion, because we are
differently placed here from the people in
England. I can quiteunderstand the preju-
dices which exist amongst the higher
nobility and gentry of England, and in the
state of society there, against the passing
of this law ; but the circumstances of our
civilization upon this continent are differ-
ent. We have seen some of the leading
men of this country, who, when they have
had the wmisfortune to lose their wives,
have been obliged to go to the United
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States to marry the sister of their deé
ceased wife, to whom they have been at*
tached. Those marriages have taked
place ; but we have seen no church in thi
country raise its voice against the practicé
and such families stand in the highest
position and retain the respect of thelf
neighbors. 1 have seen in my own neigh-
borhood wealthy, respectable and leading
farmers members of the Baptist and the
Wesleyan churches, both highly respect-
able bodies, go to the United States t0
contract such marriages ; and when they
have returned have they been less res
pected by their church and by thelf
neighbors? Why they have stood in 5o
ciety as if this Bill had passed. That 15
the position of things among the bettef
classes of society ; and if this Bill were t0
pass no evil results would follow, for W&
know that marriages contracted in th¢
manner referred to have been attende

with all the blessings of ordinary marriages:
Then let us look at the poor. We find the
poor struggling with troubles, and every
calamity in life. A poor man with ha

a dozen children may have the misfortuné .
to lose his wife, and perhaps there may bé
a sister of his deceased wife attached t0
the children; I ask what can be moré
natural than that the man should marry
the sister of his late wife who would take
a deeper interest in his children than any
other woman ? These being the facts with
reference to the state of society in the neWw
world, how can I bring myself to voté
against this Bill? Icannot see that it will bé
fraught with any evil to society, and theré
is no law either in the Old or New Test”
ament against it. It is perhaps true that
some bishops and clergy have recom-
mended their people to oppose the Bill ;
but we are acting simply as members O
the Senate, and citizens of the countrys
having the heavy responsibility resting
upon us of doing our duty here in our ju
dicial character according to our conviC-
tions, :

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH--I canno!
agree with the remarks of my hon. frien
who spoke last (Mr. Alexander) and who
thought that this House would not be dis-
posed to listen to any debate or to any
lengthened discussion, upon thismatter. It
is a subject of such vital importance, affect-
ing as it does our whole social relations;
that I hold this House should pause an
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consider well before it commits itself to
a A, many of us at least, consider to be
Violation of law, unscriptural and wrong.
Y contention, when this Bill came up
i° Us before, was that I believed it would
Nterfere with family relationships, besides
Ing unscriptural ; thatthoserelationships
chare at present shielded by law would
affected. * The sister-in-law would be
2° longer the sister-in-law of to-day; her
s°n§iuct would be open to suspicion and
t;l‘bJCCt to doubt. Those were my views
N, and after two years consideration,
discussion of the matter with persons
Various opinions, I have only been con-
.Tmed in my belief. It seems to me that
YOu pass this law you do away with that
Cordial, and close ~fiducial relationship
Which exists between families to-day, that
* connected by marriage. My hon.
.'end from Toronto, (Mr. Smith) who has
Just spoken seems inclined to support
1S Bill because of his sympathy for those
0 are now suffering from the alleged

. l’dships which the measure before us is
Itended to remove. No doubt there
Way be some cases of suffering, but I do
?Ot believe that this Parliament is right
l:l Passing an act to relieve those who
ave openly violated the law, and we
should not allow our sympathies to be in-
Uenced to the extent of legislating in a
Matter which many of us consider to be
of such vital importance. I must state
Y conviction that the very sympathy to
Whichmyhon, friend alludedhashada very
Breat influence, at least in originating the
OPposition to the present law. Considera-
On for those in that unfortunate position,
for the offspring of such marriages,

45 entered too largely into the arguments
Used in this debate both now and in the
f St ; and I feel we cannot be too care-
ul in giving our consent to any legislation
Which will have the result of changing the
W under which our social relations have
i €N so long preserved, and which I be-
€ve has been productive of so much
800d. There has been placed in my hand
L2y a pamphlet published in Montreal,
believe, by the Marriage Law Reform
:SSociation. No doubt that association
:Sa good one but it has originated from
hat feeling of giving relief to those
0 have placed themselves beyond
€ pale of the law. The society has for
object the legalising of marriages that
€reillegaland makingtheissue ofsuchmar-
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riageslegitimate. Itisverywellif wecando
that without violating what we consider a
solemn and binding obligation? upon®Jus
viz: —the protecting of society from what
we consider to be dangerous and wrong.
My hon. friend from Woodstock spoke
of the state of the law in England, and
went back to the eleventh and fifteenth
centuries. The spirit of that age seemed
to be that a person should not marry
even his god-father’s daughter, but we
must not consider ourselves the slavish
imitators of England, or the legislation of
England, in this matter. We find that
the law still exists there which was intro-
duced with Christianity into that country
prohibiting these marriages ; but the hon.
gengleman says if it had not been for some
reason—what it is I really forget—the Bill
which is now proposed would be the law in
England. Well, if it would be, the concen-
susof public opinion there would be directly
opposed to it, and I may just cite how the
votes have stood in the mother country
on this subject. The largest vote ever
given in favorofabill of this kind was 101,
in the House of Lords, whose full comple
ment of members is 460 ; and in the Im-
perial House of Commons, where it has
been passed on several occasions, the two
largest votes ever cast in its favor were on
one occasion 243, and on another 177—
while the full House contains 650
members.

Ho~n. MR. MACFARLANE—Has my
hon. friend the number whovoted against it?

Hon. MR. KAULBACH—When a Bill
of this kind is pressed upon in Parliament
it is presumed that all who have voted for
a bill are in favor of it, and all who abstain
from voting are against the Bill; therefore
it stands to reason that only one third of
the members were in favor ofit, and my
hon. friend cannot strengthen his position
by referring to the decisions or the argu-
ments made use of in England. We know
that as often as this measure has come up
it has been defeated, and that by decisive
majorities, and I cannot see, while we
take our rules and precedents and a great
deal of our legislation on other subjects
from England, that there are any different
circumstances to suggest to us that the
laws of England, so long established coeval
with Christianity itself, should be violated
and that we should set up a new code of
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laws regarding marriage which would be
opening the door to other evils of grave
1mport.

All parties agree that the Divine law
forbids blood relations marrying. That no
woman shall marry a descendant of her
own father or mother, or a man a descen-
dant of his father or mother. This is a
very plain principle and is sustained by
common sense and reason, Although the
Bible does not expressly forbid marrying in
all these cases, yet it gives examples
enough to show us this is the principle
intended to be applied to every case.

Yet we also find more cases of relations
by marriage or affinity forbidden and now
more strictly enforced under our Christian
dispensation. Under the table of degrees
and the ggth canon of the Church of
England a woman shall not marry those
blood relations of her deceased husband
whom she could not marry if they were
her own blood relations-—and a man shall
not marry those-blood relations of his
deceased wife whom he could not marry
if they were his own blood relations. The
principle is plain and clear that in marriage
the one to the other accepts a relationship
of blood kindred in the prohibited degrees.
There is no other rule or principle given
to us. It is a plain rule founded on plain
reasons, to depart from which would in-
volve many clergymen in harrassing diffi-
culties and conflicts with their church. We
should act and legislate on this Bill in
accordance with this Divine rule and
principle, or we act on no principle and
open the door to the legalizing of other
forbidden marriages, beside those named
in the Bill before us, and provide an excuse
for all persons to marry as they please
regardless of affinity—with the further
result or tendency to relax the principle
of consanguinity.

We ought to stay our hands and not al-
low this Bill to pass into law unless we are
certain that Christianity has always been
wrong in teaching that God’s law prohibits
this marriage, and that we are also certain
that this breach upon the wall of protec-
tion built around our social, family and
home life, and existing ever since England
was Christian, will lead to no injurious
effects andto noneof those miserableresults
which we see in other lands. Legislation
of this character, I am persuaded, tends
to social demoralization, loose marriages,
and easy divorces. We have to look no
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farther than the United States of Americ?
as a proof of the effect of such laws, Thi
is not a mere matter of sentiment as somé
allege—but of overmastering argument
drawn from social life supported by 1a¥
and common sense which sustains the sem”
timent. Yet it appears that to meet th¢
desires of a few, the whole edifice of soC*
ety and all that is blessed in domestic lifé
must be mmperilled without even an appal’
ent desire fully and deliberately to discusi,
and consider the principles and effects ©
such a measure. By civil and Divine 1a¥
the wife’s sister is the husband’s sister-1”
law. Nobody seems to deny this clos
relationship, and yet by this bill we arf
asked to destroy this time sacred relation”
ship and connection. I believe that every
body within the sound of my voice revolts
from the very thought of such a marriag®
and yet we are now asked to legalize I*
As T have already said, blood is not th€
only obstacle to legalizing indiscriminat®
marriages. 1f it wasso, why is the mal’
riage of a step-father with his step-daugh”
ter or of a step-mother with her step-so®
forbidden? Is there bloodthere or wher¢’
in consists the difference between marriag?
with a wife’s sister and a brother's wife?
Our nature abhors the latter! Does it not
also abhor the former? The affinity %
the same, and I would ask hon. gentleme?
if there is any, or wherein, is the differenc
Yet we are now asked to stamp the forme?
as holy and honorable—and ere long W¢
will probably be called on to brand the
other alliance I have just mentioned in th€
category of crimes, and legislate the per”
petrators thereof into imprisonment, fin€%
and other penalties. How utterly inco?
sistent this must seem, and its inconsist”
ency must tend to strengthen what I hop®
will be the conclusion of hon. gentleme?
around me, and of the majority here, that
by the Bill before us we are opening th®
door wide to graver inconsistencies af
flagrant offences against morals and soci?
life. I think if there is any matter that
comes before the House for legislation 0F
which we can act more in accordance with
the dictates of our own consciences tha?
any other, independent of public opinio®
it 1s this. I can see no reason advanc
for this legislation except that of sympathy
for those persons who have violated the
law. My own feelings and sympathi€®
are strong in the same direction, but they
cannot induce me to support a meast!
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that ; . .
at in eﬁ'egt will be most disastrous to
Ly relations, and I shall now as I have

One in the i
. ast, record my vote against
thls Blu, past, y g

X IiON. Dr. ALMON—1 am unwilling
bGCaeCOI'd a silent vote on this question,
wil g:e I feel that the vote 1 shall give
the against the wishes of the Bishop of
g church of which I am an unworthy
i€mber, a gentleman whose zeal, learn-
for and piety I have the greatest respect
Cle;» and against the petitions of the
bel ogymen of the church to which I
Whong’ many of them gentlemen for
res M I entertain the highest personal

Pect, and I am anxious to record

thz' reason for so doing. Although
u dlr action has not swayed my
gment, it has induced me to

2 carefully into the matter, and I
mee found nothing in the Bible to induce
. € to change my mind. There is nothing
. crlpturq relating to marriage with a
whgeased wife’s sister, except the passage
Dich says that a man must not take unto
elnse’lf his wife’s sister, to vex her during
3 !lf?tlme: That would clearly imply
lig t1tis a sin only to take her during the
flime of her sister, but polygamy was
of(t)}:ved’ or at least winked at by the Jews
on hat day as you will see, a little further
.» 10W a man is to behave who has two
Ves, one of whom he loves better than
me other. We may infer from the com-
‘an’d, that a man Is not to marry his
€'s sister while his wife is alive, but
iet € may marry her sister after his wife
thes' It is said that the Bible prohibits
of hmamage of a widow with the brother
be er late l}usbanfi. It cannot be said to
is a very heinoussin, asthe onlypunishment
that. they shall have no children. If a
AN wishes to take his deceased brother’s
€, 1t is an unclean thing, and the Scrip-
'chrifd goes on to say that they shall be
less. According to this, such a
l;;ansgl'es‘si.on of the law was considered a
in:re trivial offence, and a great many
Wa;ances are given in which the command
Sty broken through. Supposing, for in-
Nce, the husband died and left brothers,
rf)t}\;ﬂdow might masry any of these
€rs, provided she had landed estate.
h:d find, even now, that widows with
It tﬁd estate are very quickly picked up.
o e brother should be of the same

Plnion as my hon. friend from Lunen-
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burg, (Mr, Kaulbach) that it was a very
wicked and naughty thing, and should
refuse to marry her, she could go before
the congregation, and in return for his hav-
ing given her the mitten, take off his shoe
and spit in his face. From all that the
Bibleteachesus, we must therefore look up-
on the marriage of a man with the widow of
his deceased brether as a trivial offence.
We find also in the New Testament an
instance of seven brothers marrying one
woman, and there is nothing said in con-
demnation of the act. In another place
we are told of a man named Zelophehat
who died, leaving seven daughters and no
sons. The daughters were commanded to
marry within their own tribe, in order that
the land which they possessed from their
father should not go out of the tribe.
The deceased brother’s widow would have
had the same latitude given her, viz: to
marry any man in the tribe, had the mar-
riage with ahusband’sbrotherbeen a deadly
sin. They all married their cousins, and 1
think they did right in doing so. Let us take
the other view, and see what is the moral
effect of the existing law. A man leaves
Canada and goes to the United States.
He has with him his wife and his wife’s
sister. His wife dies there, and acting
within the laws of the cotintry, he marries
her sister. She is his honored wife there,
and his children are legitimate issue. He
returns to Canada, and what is the result ?
Some legal authorities tell him that his
second marriage is void ; others that
it is voidable; and his wife is no
longer the wife of his bosom, and a name
can be applied to his children which every
man shudders to think of. Are you going
to retain such a law on the statute books?
Take another case: Suppose a person of
the religious belief held by a large number
of the members of this House, who look
upon matrimony not as a civil right, but
as a sacrament, should marry his deceased
wife’s sister under the high authority of
the Church. What does the law say?
The law says, “No ; the marriage is void-
able,” and this woman, who has certainly
taken every precaution that religion allows
her and common sense will dictate, feels
that the marriage is not valid, and that
her husband can, on the slightest pretext,
throw her overboard. As far as senti-
ment goes, I agree with the hon. gentle-
man for Lunenburg. It is a thing I
should not like to do myself, nor to see
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any one very dear to me do, but am I
going to oppose a bill from a mere feeling
of sentiment! No; other members may
have different views on this subject from
what I have, and I am not going to tram-
mel them. If the Bible is to be taken
literally, I hold that according to St. Paul,
a bishop has no authority to marry more
than one wife; therefore I am not sur-
prised that the bishops should be opposed
to this bill, as they cannot derive any bene-
fit from it. The bill must eventually pass
this House, and why not let it pass now?
It has passed the Lower House; it is the
law of France and Switzerland, and must
eventually be the law of this country, and
why should we stop the way ; why should
we not keep pace with the spirit of the
age, and adopt this legislation.

Hon. Mr. ODELL—TI have no doubt
that the hon. mover of this Bill has given
it his support because he is convinced and
is perfectly sincere in the matter. But at
the same . time I must add, that in his
opening speech I think he implied that he
was still influenced by a great deal of
sentiment towards those with whom he
has been brought into closest association,
and I do not wonder at it. I have no
doubt that there is a strong feeling of
sentiment in his mind, but the hon. mem-
ber who last addressed the House has
told us that we are not to legislate for
sentiment at all. I believe there is quite
as much, if not more sentiment in this
measure than anythiny else. Iregret very
much that the Bill has been introduced at
all.  If there were a necessity for it I am
persuaded, in my mind, that a public
measure like this, affecting as it does the
whole community throughout the Domin-
ton, from the Atlantic on one side to the
Pacific on the other, ought to have been
a Government measure; and I believe
that when a Government undertakes a
measure of this sort they should bring to
this House indisputable proof that it is
one that is really required in the interest
of the people at large, and not merely in
the interest of a few individuals. Now
hon. gentlemen, 1 deprecate altogether,
any interference on behalf of either an in-
dividual or a Government with these
marriage laws. I think that it should be
avoided except in most pressing circum-
stances. We do not know what the
result of it may be. This measure is not
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a final one ; you may depend upon it it i
only the entering wedge and you will fin

session after session other bills brought in
by other individuals to extend the privlF
leges here granted. And after this so
called disabilities will be frittered away
one at a time until at last you will comé
almost to promiscuous marriages and 2
total disregard, perhaps, for the laws en-
joined by Scripture. Something of that
sort, I fear, is coming upon us-and there-
fore it is that I deprecate entirely any °
interference with the marriage laws at all.
Under the existing laws we have live

very contentedly and happily together, and
we have never heard of any strong public
exhibition of feeling with regard to it.
There have been no public meetings
There is no. proof that the country at
large requires this legislation. It is very
true that this law has been violated in 2
few instances, but these instances are few
and I believe one may almost count them
in any district upon their fingers. What,
I ask, has been the consequence? NO
real public inconvenience has arisen either
social or moral and in fact there have
been no proscriptions, no penalties nof
anything of that sort attached to these
things, and I cannot see that there is any
ground for the Act that is now proposed.
But in the remarks which I am about
to make with regard to it, I mean to avoid
altogether all reference to any theological
question. I think we had that on 3
former occasion, when it was pretty well
sifted, and I shall be quite willing to
leave the theological question to be dis-
cussed, ifit is thought necessary, by my
hon. friend from Belleville (Mr. Flint) who
expounded it to us last year.

Hon. MR, FLINT—I am not going
to cast my pearls that way this year.

Hon. MR. ODELL— I must say the
hon. ‘member, when he produced the book
from his pocket last year, reminded meé
very much of Mr. Bradlaugh the other
day when he produced the Bible from
his pocket to take his oath. I hope the
hon. gentleman will not quite rank me
with the animals.

Ho~. MR. FLINT—I make no such
allusion.

Hon. Mr. ODELL—I intend to base
my arguments upon the propriety of pass
ing sucha law underexisting circumstances,
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and T will call attention to the history of
IS measure. You are all aware, hon.
gentlemen, that in 1880 this Bill was intro-
asu‘}ied by a private member, influenced,
e himself admitted at that time, by
SYmpathy for a woman who had violated
E ¢ law. She had come to him and
Tough her influence over him this
Measure] was introduced. Now, it does
Dot appear to me that that is a proper way
9r' a grave and important question like
1S to come before Parliament. However,
Previous to this there was no public ex-
Pression of feeling ; there was not a peti-
'0n before either House, or any meeting,
Or any expression of sentiment whatever,
:}t:\t I am aware of, until the question was
>arted in this way by a private member
In the other branch of the Legislature.
N that way this Bill was sprung upon us,
and Parliament was called upon, without
Ay notice whatever, to consider the
Question. There was no opportunity
Elven to get up petitions against it, except
the time that intervened between the
Introduction of the measure in the other
Ouse and its discussion in this branch
of Parliament. Notwithstanding the fact
that the time was so short, petitions were
Tought before your honors to the number
of sixty-one, against the passage of the
Bill. "And what may I ask, was the num-
T before us to pass it? Only four, and
two of tHose four came from the same
Ocality, and really might almost be looked
Upon as the same petition. That, I think,
of itself would show to this House that
there was no public exigency for the
Measure, and the Senate wisely, under
the resolution which was moved by the
on. Senator from Amherst, said “No, we
Cannot pass such a measure under such
Circumstances.” And therefore, though
the majority was very small, we did very
8ood service. I think it was an act of
Wisdom and prudence on the part of this
ouse to defer the consideration, of that
Bill as it did. I will now read the
Teference to remind your honors why the
Consideration of the Bill was postponed.
On the 27th April, 1880, the hon.
Senator from Amherst moved

““ That the said Bill shall not be now read
the gecond time, bu: that it be resolved that
1t ig inexpedient to proceed with this measure

'uring the present session in order to aftord
lme to consider the various petitions to the
nate for and against the Bill, and to ascer-
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tain the sentiments of the people on the
question at the next session of Parliament,”
That was the opinion of the Senate when
this Bill came up in 1880. And here I .
would say that there was an opportunity
for the Government to have taken charge
of that measure, and in the meantime to
have ascertained clearly and distinctly
what the feelings of the country at large
were, and whether there was really any
necessity for it or not ; but that was not
done. I think there was an opportunity
which might well have been improved,
when the census was taken, to ascertain
how many persons there were in the whole
Dominion who had violated this Act.
We could then have learned whether there
was any real necessity for such a Bill at
all; because I hold that we are not here
to legislate for the relief of a few persons
who have violated the law against the
large mass of the community who have
rigorously obeyed it, and therefore I
should have liked to ascertain clearly
what number of people would be affected
by such a measure.

In the session of 1881 nothing was done:
we never heard of this Bill or of any
movement being made with regard to it
The consequence was that those who were
opposed to the measure thought that the
matter was dropped ; they were lulled into
security, and never took any trouble with
regard to it. When the session of 1882
commenced, this Billwas introduced in the
same manner. Under these circumstances
I think it was the duty of those in charge
of the Bill to take care to establish the
fact that it was a necessity. But nothing
of the sort has been done So far from
this being the case we have nothing con-
stitutional before us to that effect. We
hear from individuals that there' is a
feeling in certain districts in favor of the
measure, or that individuals in certain
places require relief ; but we have nothing
constitutional before us to show any neces-
sity for the legislation asked for. On the
contrary I contend we have the best pos-
sible proof that such legislation would be
imprudent and hasty. The weight of
public opinion, I think, is against the Bill
I am now going to appeal to facts, and 1
shall quote from the votes and proceed-
ings of the representatives of the people,
and then refer to the petitions which have
been presented for and against this meas-
ure, In 1880, at the second reading of
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the Bill in the House of Commons, there
were nineteen votes against the measure
and 140 in favor of it—that is, about one-
eighth of the whole House opposed to it—
and on one of the amendments the divi-
sion came to sixty-seven to sixty, and that
amendment the opponents of the Bill
carried. Then, the last division which
took place in the session of 1880 was 34
to 108, so that you see that there was one-
third of the vote against the Bill. In
1882 upon the second reading we had
thirty-four votes against the Bill and 171
for it—that is, one-fifth against it, so that
there has been an increase from one-eighth
to one-fifth in the opposition to the Bill.

Hon. MR. FERRIER—TI think it is
the other way.

Hox. MR. ODELL—You have in the
first place nineteen votes opposed to it in
the House of Commons, and this session
you have thirty-four votes opposed to it.
I want to know if that is not a gain.

Hon. MR. SMITH-—Instead of 140
you have 170 in favor of it now.

HonN. MrR. ODELL—This year when
the question came up on the six months
hoist there were fifty-one against the Bill
and 104 in favor of it showing another
gain in the opposition to the Bill in the
popular branch of Parliament.

I want now to call your attention to the
petitions, and 1 think that is a most im-
portant point, because petitions are the
only way in which we can constitutionally
ascertain the feelings of the people. But
before drawing your attention to the num-
ber of petitions presented to the Senate
upon the subject, I will refer to the speech
of the member who introduced the Bill in
the other branch of the Legislature. In
moving the second reading of the Bill
respecting marriage with a deceased wife’s
sister, he said :—

¢ After having seen, as we have to-day, a
petition from about 300 ladies of Montreal, for
the repeal of the prohibition of the marriage
with a deceased wife’s sister, we cannot post-
pone the passage of the Bill.”

I was a little curious to see that petition
and I applied to the proper officer at the
other end of the building, but it was a long
time before it could be found. At last I
found it and took the trouble to count
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the number of signatures. They all appear
to be ladies, but some signed as Mrs. and
some as Miss, and where there were
initials you could not be sure. However,
I counted the number of signatures, and
found there were only 125. I do not
charge the hon. mover of the Bill in the
other branch of the Legislature with any
intention to mis-state the case. No doubt
it was a very long petition, and he imag-
ined there were more signatures to the
petition than there really were. When
you come to find that instead of 300 there
were only 125, I would like to know how
many of these statements made by the
supporters of this Bill can be relied on.

Hon. MR. FLINT—It may be as bad
on the other side. ‘

Hon. Mr. ODELL-—I am coming to
that directly. What we have to look tois
the evidence before us, and I want to call
your attention to the petitions which have
been presented to this House against the
Bill. I have stated already that in 1880
there were sixty-one against the Biil and
four in favor of it. I contend that a very
short period has been allowed this year for
getting up these petitions, because as I
said before, the country was not prepared
for the introduction of the Bill this session.
It was supposed, as reference was made
from one session over to the next session,
that the Bill would probably have been
introduced in 1881, but it was not, and
therefore it was supposed that it was
dropped. The hon. Senator (Mr. Ferrier)
shakes his head, but 1 assure you that
was the feeling in my part of the country
at all events.

Hon. Mr. FERRIER—How many
circulars were sent around to members
during that year ?

Hon. Mr. ODELL—I do not know.

Hon. Mr. FERRIER—I got a large
number myself I know.

Hon. Mr. ODELL—During the re-
cess?

Hon. MrR. FERRIER—Yes.

HoN. MRr. ODELL—I cannot an-
swer the question because I got no cir-
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Culars myself. It has been suggested to
e by an hon. gentleman near me that
Probat?ly these circulars were sent only to
those in favor of the Bill and not to those
Who were opposed to it. This session
there have been fifty-eight petitions pre-
Sented in this House against the Bill and
OW many signatures do you suppose there
Were to these petitions ? I have taken the
trouble to count them and I find that
there were 3,369, of which 1,237 were
e{llales. The latter are underrated, for
this reason that in counting them I wished
to be particular so as not to overstate the
thing "at all and I omitted those who
Merely had initials. Now it is stated
the}‘q were 300 signatures attached to the
Detition presented in the other House and
have shown that there were only 125,
If we take the number which I have
Stated as correct and deduct it from the
Number of female signatures attached to
the petitions presented here you will
nd over 1,100 more praying that this
Bll.l do not pass than you find in support
of it. T can safely say that these numbers
might have been increased largely—quad-
Tupled, or even more if necessary. Not-
Withstanding all that has been done on the
Part of the advocates of this Bill, during
the short time that has been allowed its
Opponents, these fifty-eight petitions have
en presented. Nothing could more
Clearly demonstrate the growing opposi-
tion to the Bill though it has been most
Carefully drawn to avowedly catch votes.
It was openly stated by the hon. member
In the other branchof Parliament, whointro-
duced it that he had struck out the former
ost objectionable sections. The hon.
Senator from Belleville has said that the
figures may he incorrect on my side, but
the petitions are on fyle and he can ex-
amine them for himself. With these facts,
which cannot be disputed, on our records,
In response to the resolution moved by
the hon. Senator from Ambherst in 1880,
Wwhen he said the sentiments of the people
should be ascertained, I ask how, with any
show of consistency, we can pass the Biil
which is now before us? Whatever the
feelings of hon. members may be and
however much they may be influenced by
Sympathy for isolated cases of those who
have violated the laws, in view of the facts
Wwhich T have feebly endeavored to submit
and in justice to the petitioners, I hope
You will accede to their prayer and reject
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the Bill. You have asked for public ex-
pressions to guide you and you have 3,369
petitioners against the measure and only
thirty-seven in favor of it, and an increase
in the opposition to the Bill in the popular
branch of Parliament. I would earnestly
ask from your honors a verdict in accord-
ance with the evidence which I have en-
deavored to lay before you; and I trust
the resolution which has been moved by
the Hon. Senator from DeLanaudiére will
be adopted.

Hon. Mr. SMITH—What was the
majority in favor of the Bill, in the other
House, in 18807

Hon. Mr. ODELL—Sixty-two.

Hon. Mr. SMITH—And what is the
majority in favor of it this year ?

Hon. Mr. FERRIER—Seventy-seven,

HoN. Mr. SMITH—That is an in-
crease of 15 in the majority this year.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—I will take up
very little of your time, indeed, hon.
gentlemen, and I certainly shall not fol-
low the line of argument which has been
adopted by some hon. members to-day. I
do not think we should altogether vote
here upon what petitions may be sent in.
Petitions, of course, may have their
influence, and may show sometimes which
way public feeling goes ; but I know per-
fectly well that on a great many occasions
petitions have very little to do, indeed,
with public feeling. People will sign many
a time with very little thought, and very
little care, I am sorry tosay. Itolda
gentleman who wanted me to sign a peti-
tion once in Montreal, “Why, I could
go out, and in an hour get a petition
signed by fifty people to have you hanged.”
I believe occasionally you could do such
absurd things. But since the hon. Sena-
tor for Rookwood (Mr. Odell) has spoken
so much about the petitions presented to
Parliament, I have the very best and most
correct information that the petition which
was signed by the ladies of Montreal had
over 3oo signatures. Then the hon.
gentleman did not refer to the petition
that was sent to the House of Commons
this year, signed, if I recollect correctly,
by about 1,200 clergymen. If any peti-
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tion is of value at all, there cannot cer-
tainly be one of more importance than
that. I would not record my vote here
for all the petitions that could possibly be
sent in to this House, but would be in-
fluenced solely by what I conscientiously
believed to be right. I have come to my
own conclusions of what I should do:
they may be erroneous ; I do not pretend
to be infallible, but I have paid a good
deal of attention to this question since
ever it was first brought up in the House
of Commons in England, and I have seen
members of the poorest, of course, and
also of the wealthiest familiesin Montreal,
who went to the United States to get
married, and returned, and are residing in
Montreal to-day. If they are living in
defiance of the law, certainly their social
rélations do not find fault with them ; cer-
tainly it does not alter their feelings
towards them. . I think, in this age of
electric telegraphs, railways and steam-
ships, it is quite possible that we may be
able to improve even such matters as the
laws of marriage. The hon. Senator from
Woodstock has stated that many years ago
a man could not marry the daughter of his
god-father. I do not think any of us
would like to have that law in force at the
present time. Many of us have seen the
time when feeling ran very high between
the different religious denominations. I
am not a very old man yet, but I remem-
ber well where I was brought up, in a
totally French-Canadian country, where
the feeling ran so high between different
religious denominations, that they would
hardly associate socially with each other.
I am very happy to say that this has been
wiped out almost completely, and 1 hope
to live long enough to see the day when
religion shall not interfere with a person’s
social relations in the slightest degree.
That being the case I cannot see why we
should not improve the marriage law, if
this is an improvement; and I certainly
should not like, as a memberof this House,
that we should be called obstructionists
here. There is nolaw thatl am aware of
against people marrying their cousins. 1
do not say by any means that such mar-
riages are wrong; but, T think, if there is
nothing against the inter-marriage of cou-
sins, there certainly should not be any-
thing against a man getting married to the
sister of his deceased wife—I do not pro-
pose to quote the views of any of my re-
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ligious superiors or instructors on this
question, I exercise my own common
sense on the subject; if I am wrong in
my conclusions I must bear the disgrace
of it; but if I am right I will act upon
my convictions and nothing else. 1 feel
quite certain that if we could only give the
ladies a chance to vote upon
this question, notwithstanding  the
long petition which has been presented
here, you would find nine-tenths of them
in favor of the passage of this Bill. The
hon. senator from Lunenburg (Mr. Kaul-
bach) says they are against it ; but he did
not employ to-day the usually strong
arguments used by him when he speaks
on other subjects. I think it would be a
great pity, after what has taken place in
the House of Commons, if we should act
as obstructionists here to prevent the pas-
sage of a bill which we know is wanted.
The hon. senator from Rookwood (Mr.
Odell) has stated that there did not seem
to be any particular reason why this Bill
should be brought forward at the present
time, and he said it was sprung upon him
suddenly—that he had not had time to
see about it. It seems to me that two
years is a good while to think over it. It
was introduced first in 1880, and passed
by a large majority in the House of Com-
mons and it was defeated here by a very
small majority indeed. Since then two
years have passed, and I certainly think
that I am within the mark when I say
that the feeling is very much stronger
to-day in favor of the Bill than it was then.
I know that the majority in the House of
Commons was larger this time than it was
before.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Not at all.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—The majority
was 62 in 1880 ; it is 77 now.

HoN. Mr. SMITH—The majority is
15 more this year.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—Ifthatisthecase
we should at least concede that they know
something of public feeling upon the sub-
ject. We know that the members of the
House of Commons are somewhat parti-
cular about voting the way that the major-
ity of their constituents feel, if they can
possibly do so, and I think when they
have a larger majority there it is the best
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Criterion of how public feeling is upon this
Bill. Ido hope that this measure, more
than any other that will come before the
Senate, will pass by a good majority, and
I'shall be more than sorry if the public

have a chance to call us obstructionists
here. \

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—If I consulted
only my own inclinations, and perhaps I
ight add the inclinations of the House,
I should content myself with recording
my vote against the Bill, and not trespass
upon the time of the Senate by making a
Speech in reference to it. I, however,
feel very strongly indeed that by taking
such a course one sometimes lays himself
Open to the imputation, on the part of
those whose opinion he values, of being
lukewarm about the matter itself, or of
having changed his views, or in some way
or other altered his opinions. Now, for
my own part, ] desire to say very dis-
tinctly that I have not changed my views
on the subject of this Bill since it was in-
troduced here two years ago, and that 1
feel more strongly than I ever did as to
the mischief which I believe will follow
from its passage. I cannot forget, how-
ever, that when this Bill was introduced
here in the session of 1880 it had not
only been very fully discussed in the
House of Commons, but the subject of it
had been canvassed in the public press
and inh innumerable pamphlets; and not
only that, but as the hon. mover of the
Bill said in his opening address, on that
occasion no less than 19 members of this
House spoke on the subject. It would,
therefore, be very great presumption on
my part to suppose that I could put the
subject in any new shape before the House
which would be likely to convince hon,
gentlemen who, as I quite imagine all
have done, have made up their minds
either on one side of the question or the
other. I cannot suppose that I am at all
likely to bring forward any arguments
which would change their views, and
therefore I have no intention of trespass-
Ing on the time of the House with a long
speech. But I cannot help noticing one
appeal which has been made to us, which
was made very forcibly by the hon. mover
of the Bill, but which I do not think is
one that should have any weight what-
ever. It has been repeated again and
again; it is that we should regard the
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hardships to which those persons are ex-
posed who have entered into marriage
contracts which the existing law prohibits,
and that therefore we are called upon now
to relieve them from the disabilities under
which they are laboring. Well, if the ex-
isting law is wrong, if the restrictions
which jt imposes upon marriage with the
sister of a deceased wife be wrong and
contrary to the law of God, and undesir-
able so far as the happiness of the com-
munity is concerned, then by all means
sweep it away from the statute book. But
it is no argument to any of us who be-
lieve that the law as it now standsis
right, who believe that the doing away of
that law would introduce very great mis-
chief, and occasion much that we should
regret to see in this community—it is no
argument to address to us, that certain
persons have offended against that law
and are suffering great disabilities in con-
sequence of it, and that therefore we
ought to pass this Bill to relieve them.
Again, it has been said, and very truly,
by the hon. gentleman on my
left (Mr. Ogilvie) that, after all,
the number of petitions which may
be sent to Parliament for or against any
Bill is not always a safe gauge as to
public feeling on the subject ; and 1 am
quite satisfied on this point, that the great
majority of the people of this country
have felt no deep interest in this measure,
and are not in favor of it. Wherever
you find a certain number of people who
are deeply interested in having a parti-
cular measure passed, you will find them
the people who are likely to be always
most active in sending petitions and
doing all they can to work up public
feeling in favor of the particular measure -
they desire to see passed; and where '
there are parties who are laboring under

certain disabilities and who believe them-

selves that those disabilitics have been

imposed upon them wronnglly, it is most

natural that they should use ever endeavor

in their power to have them done away

with. Therefore we find that this agi-

tation has been continued, not only in

Great Britain but in this country, most

strenuously, from year to year. But 1 do not

believe, if the sentiment of the people of
the country could be taken—if it could

possibly have been ascertained in the way

suggested by the hon. Senator from Rook-

wood, when the census was taken—
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as to whether the present law should be
repealed, that a majority or anything like
it would be found in favor of passing a
measure like this. The hon. mover of
the Bill stated that he had been asked by
a member of this House whether he was
thoroughly conscientious in introducing
it. I venture to say that no one who is
acquainted with the hon. gentleman will
for one moment suppose that he would
introduce any measure which he did not
believe to be right, and for the benefit of
his fellow creatures. I thoroughly acknow-
ledge that myself, and I give him credit
for having done it with the most conscien-
tious feelings, but I think it is only fair
that those of us who differ from him
should be credited with being actuated
by the same feelings.

Hon. MrR. FERRIER—Surely.

Ho~n. MRr. ALLAN—While I think
that the opinions of the bishops and
clergy who have been referred to so

frequently in this debate are en-
titlted to the greatest respect, I
at the same time think that this is a

question which any man of intelligence
and education ought to be able to decide
for himself, and if, after having done so, he
comes to the conclusion that in the first
place the existing law is right and is
founded upon what, so far as he is able to
form any judgment on such matters, is
the law of God, and, in the second place,
believes that the law as it now stands
conduces to domestic peace and purity,
and to the promotion of happiness and
comfort in family life, then I say that he
is thoroughly justified in offering every
possible opposition to the passage of a
Bill altering those relations in the direc-
tion which%\e thinks most likely will be
disastrous to family life and the happiness
of the community. Believing most con-
scientiously that the Bill, if it passes, will
entail these unhappy results, I shall do as
I did when a similar measure was before
us two years ago, and record my vote
against it.

Hox. S1r ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the adjournment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

HoN. MR. TRUDEL—I moved the
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other day for certain papers relating to
HoN. MR. ALLAN,

Driocesan Synod.

this subject, and I beg to call the atten-
tion of the hon. leader of the House to
the fact that they have not been brought
down yet.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL —
Somebody drew attention to the subject
before. I find that the papers were pre-
pared but by some mistake were sent to
the other House. The return contained
what papers there were on the subject.

SASKATCHEWAN DIOCESAN
SYNOD BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL moved the second
reading of Bill (51), “An Act to incorpo-
rate the Synod of the Diocese of Sas-
katchewan, and for other purposes con-
nected therewith.” Hesaid : I need not
take up the time of the House in ex-
plaining this Bill. It is founded upon,
and, in fact, is almost identical with the
original act of incorporation to which it
refers, and, as the measure has been for
some time betore the House, I presume
hon. gentlemen are acquainted with its
contents.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I should like to
call the attention of my hon friend to
certain provisions of this Bill which are
of a novel character, and to ask if he is
prepared to submit any amendments. I
allude to the second section of the Bill,
which is as follows :—

2. The said Synod may meet and frame a
constitution and regulations for the general
management and good government of the said
Church of England in the said diocese, and
from time to time as they shall see fit,
alter and amend the same, and in such a
manner and by such proceedings as they
shall adopt, make regulations for enforcing
discipline in the church, for the appointment,
deposition, deprivation, or removal of any
person bearing office therein of whatever
order or degree, for the acquiring and
dist)sing of property, and for the convenient
and orderly management of the same and the
temporalities, affairs, and interests generally
of the church in matters relating to and
affecting the same, and the officers and mem-
bers thereof, and not in any manner interfer-
in% with the rights, privileges or interests of
other religious communities, or of any person
or Kersons not being a member or members
of the said Church of England.”

_ Now, there can be no possible objec-
tion to this incorporation for legitimate
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Purposes ; but is this House prepared to
constitute a church tribunal in the dis-
tant diocese of Saskatchewan, and to give
the sanction of the law to its decisions on
Questions of internal discipline? I have
always understood that these acts were
for the purpose of enabling parties to or-
ganize and hold property. In the Nova
Scotia Legislature, of which I had the
honor of being a member for several
years, a similar bill was introduced for
the incorporation of the synod of Nova
Scotia, and on that occasion we had a
fight which lasted for a week or two. I
took the ground then, and I take it now,
that it is not the function of Parliament
to interfere with the discipline of any
church, and to pass laws fcr enforcing
such discipline, and more especially when
it includes the power to deprive a clergy-
man of his sacred office. That view, 1
am happy to say, was adopted, and the
Bill was subsequently passed on my own
motion during the same session as a bill
for what I think this ought to be—for
regulating the disposition of property and
their own internal affairs without this
church court which,as I apprehend, is
for the first time asked in legislation.

Ho~N. Mr. VIDAL—I very cordially
and fully concur in the sentiments ex-
pressed by hon Senator from Amherst and
am quite prepared, when the Bill is in
committee, to assent to any alteration
which will bring it in harmony with any
legislation of a similar character, asking
no special privileges whatever.

The Bill was read the second time.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (13) “An Act to authorize and
provide for the winding up of the Domin-
ion Fire and Marine Insurance Com-
pany.”

Bill (45) “An Act to reduce the capi-
tal stock of the Ontario Bank, and to
change the nominal value of the shares
thereof, and for other purposes.” (Mr.
Gibbs.)

Bill (53) “An Act to amend the Act
incorporating the North American Mutual
Life Insurance Company, and to change
the name thereof to the North American
Life Insurance Company.” (Mr. Allan.)
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Bill (8) “An Act respecting the Com-
mercial Travellers’ Association of Canada.”
(Mr. Macfarlane,)

The Senate adjourned at 6.05 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, 29th March, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PUBLIC LANDS IN MANITOBA
AND THE NORTH-WEST.

L'HoNn. M. TRUDEL demande :(—

“Le gouvernement se propose-i-il de faire
traduire et imprimer en frangais pour Pusage
du public les réglements concernant la vente
des terres dans le Manitoba et le Nord-Ouest,
ainsi que les cartes et plans des terrains &
vendre ? ”

Hon. Mr. AIKINS—In reply to the
hon. gentleman I would state that the
land regulations are being translated ‘into
French. Itis not considered necessary
to strike off two forms for maps because
it would be merely the change of a few
names of rivers.

Hon. Mr. TRUDEL—If the hon. the
Minister will allow me, I wish to call his
attention to a fact that was pointed out to
me some time ago.” The names of certain
places in the North-West, which on recént
maps have been translated into English
from the French——some of them well
known names and are found in the geo-
graphies of foreign countries—have been
so changed in the translation that they
cannot be recognized, and I think this is
likely to lead to great inconvenience.
I would respectfully call the attention of
the hon. the Minister to this fact. Of
course, it might lead to large expense to
publish maps in two languages, but there
might be some translation of the most
important terms printed at the bottom of
the maps. That would be a guide to
parties who cannot translate the names as
they are. .

Hon. Mr. AIKINS—I will suggest it
to the officers of the Department speci-
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ally charged with it ; and, if it can be
done readily, certainly it will be attended
to. .

GOVERNMENT MEASURES IN
THE SENATE.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER moved—

To Resolve,—That in view of the position
occupied by the Senate, in the Parliament of
this Country, it is desirable that the Domi-
nion Ministers of the Crown should submit to
the consideration of this House all the more
important measures of Legislation in suffi-
cient time to admit of their being maturely
discussed and disposed of before the proroga-
tion of Parliament.

He said :—A strong sense of duty im-
pels me to present this motion for the
consideration of the House. It isa simple
matter of fact thatif we take the editorials
of the public journals as an expression of
public sentiment, the country is not sat-
isfied with the manner in which the
Senate is doing its work. There is a
feeling that we have degenerated into a
mere partizan body to serve b party.
Portions of the press charge us that we
make no adequate return to the country
for the indemnity we receive. A large
body of the members of this House feela
natural indignation that the business of
the Senate should be now so conducted
as to give rise to such public criticism.
Let us calmly enquire what grounds exist
for this disparaging criticism. What in-
fluence does the Senate (as now conduct-
ed) exercise in preventing maladministra-
tion by the present party in power?

Are the more important measures of the
Government brought before us in proper
season, I may ask, since the advent of the
present party to power ? Then again there
is a complaint that if any member of this
House desiring to serve his country, brings
forward an important motion—so impor-
tant that every memberof the House feels
its importantce, the, leader of the House,
with half-a-dozen of his partizan followers,
call out “Withdraw.” The motion be-
comes defunct and that is the last of it.
I have on former occasions again and
again shewn that no utterance of this
House now reaches the public, as far as
the people of this Dominion are concern-
ed, and any information they receive of
what is done within those four walls, we

Hon. MR, AIKINS.
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might be regarded as a thing of the past,
or perhaps occasionally a fear is expressed
that a certain Legislative Chamber will
obstruct some measure demanded by the
country. Some of the scenes that have
taken place recently in this House remind
me of a conversation which I had while
in England with Sir Robert Torrens, the
member for Cambridge, who had been
Prime Minister of the Colony of South
Australia, but which he left on account of
the manner in which party warfare was
carried on there. He observed to me
one day that no man of honor could re-
main there in public life. That the
unscrupulous cunning of political leaders
would shock the sense of any upright man.
They inspired the Press to misrepresent
and distort every thing he did. They
bribed pertions of the Press to omit his
utterances. They tried to damage him
by repeating and falsifying his private con-
versations. They influenced a certain
number of members by promises of
office, to join their cabal.  The system
of deception they practised was simply
ludicrous. They exhibited great skill in
keeping such members dangling in the
vain hope of getting offices, some speaker-
ships, some judgeships and others valuable
positions in the Civil Service. Sir Robert
said it reminded him of a basin of sugar,
with a cloud of flies hovering around.
But as he observed, the leaders kept all
the sugar for themselves and their own
kin, or some miserable servile and venal
followers. The poor flies lived in the -
vain hope of getting, but never got any of
the patronage. What a pitiable picture
of human cunning and human credulity!
Then of course there was the adjunct of
state dinners, given with the large official
salaries. The relation of my tale is fin-
ished. It has its moral.

I feel that in pursuing this subject, I
am treading on somewhat dangerous
ground. The lust of power would destroy
anything and everything that stands in its
way. Itis rapidly destroying the Senate
of the Dominion,

Let us see what the illustrious Washing-
ton said on this subject.  In his farewell
address he remarked:—

«“All obstructions to the free expression
and pnblication ef opinion by the ple’s
representations, under whatever Jnnsible
pretence or argument, with the design to
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Counteract or awe the natural deliberations of
arliament, are destructive of every hope of
good Government.”

Then again he says:—

“ However, partizan combinations may
now and then answer popular ends, they are
likely, 1n the course of time, to become en-
gines, by which cunning, ambitious and
unprincipled men will be enabled to subvert
the power of the people and use their position
or their own selfish ends.”

Now hon. gentlemen, is such a body of
men, as I see here before me, going to
permitthisdignifiedand useful branch of the
legislature to sink more and more in pub-
lic estimation till it becomes an object of
general attack, an object of public derision,
which I am sure every hon. memberof this
-House would desire to avert. (Here the
hon. gentleman quoted from the Stratford
Beacon, MontrealStar, BrockvilleRecorder
and British Whig). It onlyremains for me
tomovetheresolution of which I havegiven
notice, seconded by the hon. Mr. Read.

Tue SPEAKER—Who seconds the
motion ?

Hon. Mr. READ—I suppose 1 must,
as the hon. member has asked me.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—The hon. mem-
ber leans upon Read, but it is a broken
reed.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I must rise
to express my views of the language which
the hon. senator fromm Woodstock (Mr.
Alexander) has just used, and 1 am im-
pelled to do so by a strong sense of duty.
I am told by my hen. friends on my right
and left that it is better not to notice his
remarks, but to let them pass without any
comment. The hon. gentleman has, how-
ever, quoted from several newspapers, and,
in doing that, no doubt he endorses the
sentiments therein expressed. I believe
there is no member of this House who has
done more to propagate such sentiments

“than the hon. senator from Woodstock
himself. I do not wish to impute motives,
but it seems to me that his whole course
has been, as far as possible, to get just
such expressions of sentiment as he has ut-
tered here to-day himself and quotedfrom
various newspapers published throughout
the country. With regard to the manner
In which the Senate does its work, I think
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each member of this body can speak for
himself ; but I contend that no body of
legislators has ever deliberated upon pub-
lic questions with better judgmentand less
partisan spirit. The Senate have not been
led blindly ; their judgment has not been
warped by partisan prejudices, and their
decisions have met not only with the ap-
proval of Parliament, but of the public
generally. It is not the fault of the Senate
that important measures come up to us late
in the session; it is necessarily so, and
cannot be helped. The Government have
no control of the general legislation of
Parliament. It is in the hands of mem-
bers, and when the measures come up to
us at the end of the session, it is no fault
of ours if the work crowds upon us. Every
attention is given to them, not only in the
Senate, but in its committees. 1 know,
as amember of two important committees
of this House, that every attention is given
to the legislation which comes to us; and
it is admitted, not only by members here,
but by members of the other House, that -
the Bills which come up to us receive
careful consideration; and the amend-
ments which are made meet with their
approval. In fact, those who are not favor-
able to this bodyadmit that our criticisms
and the amendments which we make to
the Bills which are sent to us meet with
their approval. I do not know what the
hon. senator from Woodstock has to com-
plain of this session, for all the measures
controlled by the Government which could
be initiated in this House have been in-
troduced here, and we certainly have not
delayed any legislation. As regards the
publication of the debates of the Senate, I
am fully in accord with the hon. gentle-
man in disapproving of the present system.
I stood by him fearlessly in condemning
it, though in opposition to the general
sense of the Senate, because I believed 1
was right ; but I cannot join him when he
endeavors to belittle this branch of the
Legislature. I find that his speeches in
this House have been quoted by certain
portions of the press to sustain the view
that this body is not doing the work which
it was intended to perform. Therefore, I
should not be doing my duty if I did not
express clearly my belief that, if there is
such a feeling in the country as the hon.
gentleman has stated, it has been produced
more by his own expressions than by any-
thing else.
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My hon. friend from Belleville (Mr.
Read) was quoted, as having brought up
a somewhat similar resolution the other
day. 1 consider that was a very impor-
tant resolution, one well deserving the atten-
tion of this House, and I supported my
hon. friend from Belleville in the remarks
which he made on that occasion. That
matter was properly brought before us,
and received all the consideration this
body could give it, and although we did
not come to a vote upon the resolution, I
am sure my hon. friend must have been
satisfied with the expressions of the leader
of the Government in this House, that
they were prepared to consider the matter
most carefully and give the utmost weight
to the expression of opinion which the
motion elicited from this Chamber. I
may say, therefore, that we have nothing
to complain of, and my hon. friend from
Belleville (Mr. Read) on that occasion
was evidently of the same opinion, for he
did not press his resolution to a vote, as
he otherwise would doubtless have done.
We all know the independence of mind
and action which characterises that hon.
gentleman’s conduct, and we may be sure
that not even the utterances of the
leader of the Government in the
Senate would have dissuaded him from
dividing the House if he had considered
it necessary in the interests of this country
to do so. After hearing the opinions of
many Senators, however, he was satisfied
that fair consideration would be given to
the subject by the Government, and he
allowed the matter to stand. Now, I
think it ill becomes any member of this
House to belittle the importance of the
body to which he belongs. The moment
I feel that this Senate is not doing its
duty, and is consequently fairly open to
the charge of neglecting the business of
the country, I shall retire from it: but I
do not think it right that any bird should
make its own nest unpleasant. We
should all endeavor to keep ourselves pure
and in a proper position before the House
and country : let us look at home first and
exercise that due government of ourselves,
that becoming deportment in the House
and in our utterances, which will com-
mand respect here and in the country
generally. I may say I am very sorry to
have had occasion to make these remarks,
but strongly as I coincide with the views
of my hon friend (Mr. Alexander) on

HoN, MR, KAULBACH.

in the Senate.

many subjects,—much as T believe that
the Debates of this House are not prop-
erly circulated at present, and that we are
not given sufficient credit by the people
for our action upon public questions,—yet
I cannot go with my hon. friend and
endorse the sentiments of certain papers
in this country, and say this Senate is
simply the echo of a certain party. I, for
one, must rise here and say that I always
exercise my judgment as an independent
member of this House upon any public
measure that comes before us, and I can-
not sit in my place and listen to the senti-
ments of my hon. friend, without giving
them my strongest condemnation.

Hon MRr. DICKEY—When I first
read the resolution which is upon the
paper, 1 was under the impression that it
was merely to give expression to an
abstract opinion as to the duty of this
House, and if my hon. friend had con-
tented himself with merely reading the
resolution without making any remarks
upon it, I should perhaps not have
troubled the House upon this occasion.
But he has given a gloss and colour to
this resolution which will make it impera-
tive upon the House to pass an opinion
upon it. My hon. friend has not content-
ed himself with merely placing that
apparently weak official resolution upon
the paper, but he has accompanied it by
remarks, and what, may I ask the House,
is the tendency of those remarks ? It is
to convince the House that the party in
power neglected its duty, and that especi-
ally the leader of this House has neglect-
ed his duty and-has not attended to the
business of the country. My hon. friend
has gone further ; he has alluded to ex-
pressions in newspapers which charge the
present Government with maladministra-
tion of the business of the country. He
has also referred to the ‘unscrupulous
cunning” presumably of the leader of
this House, and stated he is ready to
endorse—and I regret exceedingly that
he is—the opinion of any newspaper, that
has his imprimatur at all events, that the
leader of this House by name is content
to pocket his salary and leave the business
of the country to take care of itself

Now, I think that is a most unworthy
imputation, and it gives a character to
this resolution which requires the House
imperatively to express its opinion upon
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It. The hon. gentleman is not satisfied
With that, but he goes on to give the
Opinions of other newspapers, that the
members of this Senate are chiefly occu-
Pled with dangling after offices. Well I

0 not know exactly in what quarter that
may apply ; it certainly does not to me,
for T have never had, and never expect to

ve an office. But possibly there may

€ some gentleman in this House te
Whom that imputation may be applicable,
and T leave the hon. gentleman himself
(Mr. Alexander) to make the application,
If he chooses, to any gentlemen here, and
let that gentleman rise and defend himself.

say it is a most unworthy imputation
Upon his fellows, that he should endorse
an expression of opinion like that,—that
the occupation of the Senate is that of
dangling after offices. Now my hon.
friend has quoted the opinion of Washing-
ton, and he has gone a little further even
than that: he goes on and says that
Senators use their positions for their
own selfish ends. Now, I ask this
House if this is language that -should be
applied to any party in power. It my hon.
friend who sits at present below me, the
Jeader of the Opposition, (Mr. Scott) were
In the position which he once held, and
which he filled ably and well—the position
now occupied equally well by my hon.
friend the Minister of Justice—I should
Just as strongly object to the imputation
that is conveyed by that quotation. But
my hon. friend is not satisfied even with
attacking the leader of the Government
In this House, and throwing across the
Chamber the imputation on every gentle-
man that he is dangling after office; he
mixes up with this matter the question of
the reporting of the Debates. He has
expressed his views upon that subject, and
he has a right to them, and to enforce them
If he can, and he has taken advantage of
that right on several occasions during the
present session. But it is also part of his
complaint to-day, though it has nothing
In the world to do with the subject of
this resolution, which is applicable
only to the presenting of measures
to the consideration of this House.
My hon. friend seems to convey to the
House the impression that he has been
Inspired in this matter, because' he says
he is in a position to state that a gentle-
man, whose name we are not permitted
to mention here, has not had the Debates

13
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of this House forwarded to him. I
would ask by what authority does he do
that? Why should he import into this
debate the name of a gentleman who is
not supposed to be named in the discus-
sions in this House?

Hon. MR. ALEXANDER—Will the
hon. gentleman allow me to explain that
I went to our Post Office this morning to
inquire whether the Debates were sent to
a large number of journals, and it led me
to ask the question, whether they were
ever sent to His Excellency. The post
office here is my authority.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-—My hon. friend
might have ascertained, if he had taken
the trouble to make alittle further enquiry
that it is not perhaps the ordinary practice
to convey such documents to His Ex-
cellency through the post office; and 1
am quite sure the hon. gentleman will,
upon reflection, rather reproach himself
for making use of such an argument in
this House. He has thought proper to
bring the utterances of certain newspapers
into this debate but he is perfectly aware
that the papers to which he has referred,
and he might have amplified the list no
doubt—belong to the party in opposition
to the present Government, and I do not
see that we need be surprised at{the tone
of their articles. I do think however that
my hon. friend ought, in justice to this
body of which he is a member, to have
stated that he himself could not endorse
the sentiments contained in those papers;
for he knows that this House devotes
itself earnestly and thoroughly to the
business of the country, and from that
point of view the utterances of those
papers were most unworthy and I do not
think it is necessary to pursue that matter
further. Butthehon. gentlemanhasbrought
forward a resolution which, read bythe light
of his speech, and accompanied by the
remarks he has thought proper to make,
conveys an implied censure upon the
Government of this country and more
particularly upon the leaders in this House;
for I do not suppose that my hon. friend
for a moment intended to convey the im-
pression that the House of Commons were
to blame for not sending up their measures
in sufficient time. His complaint is that
the leaders of the Government in this
House do not bring forward these measures
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in ample time in order that they might be
fully considered. Now I do not contend
that in the past there has not been some
reason for that complaint, but it is due to
the Government of the day—of whom I
am quite as independent as my hon. friend
himself—to state that in the past session
and during the present session the Govern
ment have made a new departure upon
that point and they have brought forward
a great many measures in this House. I
do not intend to detain the House by
going into details of these measures, but
it must be within the recollection of my
hon. friends that a great many important
bills have been submitted to this House
at an early period of the session. There
has been a great improvement in that
respect, and the amendment which I shall
now propose to the House gives expres-
sion to what I conceive to be the general
opinion on this point, an expression to
which I think the Government are fully
entitled. Such an amendment would not
have been necessary had the hon. gentle-
man merely read his resolution, but under
the circumstances I think it is due to the
House that we should state clearly our
opinion as to the manner in which the
business is done in this Chamber. My
hon. friend has not tabled any statement
as to the manner in which this House
conducts its business, except in so far as
that part of his address which refers to
reporting the Debates, and upon that
part my hon. friend has expressed his
views ; but that is not sufficient and really
does not refer in any way to the resolution
itself. I therefore beg to move the fol-
lowing amendment :

To strike out all the words after the first
word “ resolved >’ and insert “ That many of
the more important measures of the Govern-
ment having at the last and during the pres-
ent session, been introduced in the Senate,
ample time has been afforded for their dis-
cussion; and that as the rules of the House
prescribe the mode in which business is to be
conducted, such time as the House desires for
the consideration of measures can be secured
by enforcing them.”

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—I rise, hon.
gentlemen, to express my regret that the
hon. mover of this resolution should in
moving it have made use of the observa-
tions and sentiments that he has uttered.
I must express my surprise that such ob-
servations should come from a gentleman

Hox. Mz, Dickey.
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who during the whole of his legislative
career in the Senate of Canada has talked
more about the dignity, and about the im-
portance, and about the influence of this
body than any other hon. gentleman ; and
I say, and say it deliberately, that no
statements that can be made in the press ;
no insinuations as regards the manner in
which the Senate have performed their
duty as legislators could have such an in-
jurious effcct upon the Senate, as the sen-
timents that have been expressed by
the hon. gentleman himself. It strikes
me most forcibly that the sentiments he
has given utterance to in moving this
resolution tend to destroy, and would des-
troy if they were at all correct, the in-
fluence, and would tend toimpairthe useful-
ness of the Senate in the performance of
its public duties. The hon. gentleman
does not see the force of this resolution.
An expression of opinion in accordance
with this resolution would take away from
this House powers and privileges which
we possess. It is not for the govern-
ment of the country to bring forward
all the important measures which may
be necessary in legislating for this
country. The Government have certain
measures which they agree upon, and
which they bring forward, but every indiv-
idual member in this House has the right
and the privilege of introducing important
measures for the consideration of the
Senate ; therefore the hon. member is
wrong in a constitutional point of view and
he belittles the powers and the privileges
which every individual member of this
House possesses. Now with respect to
the manner irr which the business of this
Senate has been conducted, I think that
hon. members will say that the sentiments
uttered by the hon. member from Wood-
stock are entirely incorrect. What meas-
ure has been brought before this Senate
that has not been dealt with in the manner
that a deliberative body should deal with
it? I should like the hon. gentleman to
point out where the members of this
House have been derelict in their duty,
and where they have neglected to debate
them when it was necessary to debate
questions ; to elicit information where it
was necessary to elicit information, or that
they have not intellige ntly and astutely at-
tended to the performance of their duties ;
looked to the manner in which the select
committees and the standing committees
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of this House have performed their duties,
ooked to the manner in which questions
of importance are debated in the Senate ;
ooked to the care and the precautions
which should be taken to see that all the
Tules and standing orders of the House are
enforced in order that no measure should
Pass hastily through this Chamber? So
ar as my knowledge goes I am quite satis-
fied that no true charge can be made that

the senators as a body have neglected their
uty.

Hon. GEnTLEMEN—Hear ! hear.

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—That I lay
down as a principle and hon. members
Who have long been members of the Senate
Will bear me out in that proposition. Now,

must confess that the Senate do not

esire nor have they ever made a great
display with respect to oratory. They
deal with measures in a quiet sensible
Mmanner. They do not make speeches for
effect and send them broadcast over the
Country. That is not the practice of the
Mmembers of this House. When important
Measures are brought forward the members
of the Senate are able to express their
Sentiments, and do express their senti-
Ments, in sound common sense language,
and debate such subjects in an able
Mmanner, but they do not make speeches
for effect. They do not make speeches
for Hansard, or for display. Therefore,
the observations of the hon. member are
entirely unjustifiable; they are unworthy,
I consider, of any member of the Senate,
and the hon. senator has made use of lan-
guage and has made quotations which dis-
Parage the Senate and he thereby gives'a
tacit consent to, and approval of those
sentiments. I must confess that if the hon.
Mmember talked less about the dignity and
Influence of the Senate in the country,
and would forbear from bringing forward,
resolutions such as this and some others
whichthe hon. member hasbrought forward
I think the Senate would stand in a better
Position perhaps than it does. With respect
to the hon. member opposite (Mr. Dickey)
he has commented very well on the mea-
sures which the Government have intro-
duced during the present session and last
session. It 1s quite within the knowledge
of every hon. member that the measures
of the Government were introduced earlier
- this session than they ever were before,
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and they were thoroughly discussed, de-
bated upon, and passed, and the hon.
gentleman is most unreasonable in bring-
ing forward a resolution of this kind this
session, because there never was a session
in which the Government have been more
prompt in introducing the measures they
had to lay before Parliament.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I do not intend
to trespass any length of time upon the
attention of the House. I am very unwil-
ling indeed to believe that the hon. Sena-
tor from Woodstock really sympathises
with the sentiments which he has read in
our hearing as extracts from the papers.
At the same time, I think hon. gentlemen
will admit that had he been employed to
give prominence to these sentiments with
respect to the Senate, it could not have
been done in a better or more effective
manner than in the speech which he has
delivered to this House.  The hon.
gentleman stands prominent among us in
his desire that the Senate should be res-
pected and honored in the Dominion.
I may be wrong, but I think the course
which he has thought proper to pursue is
well calculated to produce the opposite
eftect. While making his remarks he
could not resist the opportunity of having
a fling at the committee on reporting the
Debates, and I should like to say a word
for his comfort, on that all important
subject. He has ventured to surmise and
complain that the speeches delivered in
this House-—his own most eloquent and
patriotic utterances—do not find their
way to the ear of His Excellency, or even
those higher in position Now, I
venture to say that it is a very
good thing, for the hon. gentleman, if he
wishes to retain the respect and approval
of those high dignitaries, that the reports
of his speeches are not carried to them.
It was only yesterday that he ventured to
reprehend in the strongest terms and to
condemn in the most decisive manner the
course of action which has been pursued
by His Excellency’s most gracious mother-
in-law, our beloved Queen. How does
the hon. gentleman think their ears, their
eyes or their hearts will be touched when
they read his remarks of yesterday on the
impropriety of cousins marrying ? Does
he forget that his own most gracious

Sovereign married her cousin ?
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Hon. MrR. ALEXANDER~—The hon.
gentleman is in error on that point : the
Queen was not a cousin-German to the
Prince Consort.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—He was literally
her cousin-German.

HonN. Mr. VIDAL—The hon. Senator
from Woodstock is misinformed. The
introduction of a remark of that kind in
connection with the Bill, which was before
the House yesterday, was uncalled for
and could only be regarded by the dis-
tinguished occupants ot Rideau Hall as
an unnecessary and impertinent fling at
the gracious lady who reigns in the hearts
of her people. The hon. gentleman may
congratulate himself that his speech did
not find its way to Rideau Hall. The
hon. member is a great stickler for the
honor and dignity of this House and one
would suppose that he would therefore be
very careful to observe the rules of the
Senate. Yet, what do we find ? Almost
every address which he has delivered
during the present session has been in
direct violation of the rules of Parliament.
What is the custom as laid down in May?
“ A member is not permitted to read his
#speech but may refresh his memory by
“ reference to his notes. The reading of
“speeches, which is allowed in other
« deliberative assemblies, has never been
“ admitted in the British Parliament.” .I
hope that such a stickler for the dignity
and privileges of the Senate, as the hon.
gentleman is, will bear this in mind in the
future, I shall not further trespass upon
the time of this hon. House because I do
not think the matter is of sufficient im-
portance to receive the attention and time
which has been given to it.

Hon. Mr. READ—I should not have
risen to speak on this subject if I had not
felt it my duty, as seconder of the motion
to do so. On reading the resolution I
think it is a harmless one. The hon.
gentleman who moved the amendment ad-
mits that it is a harmless one, and if it had
not been for the speech and extracts that
the gentleman who moved the resolution
thought proper to give the House, there
would have been no occasion for the
amendment. For my own part I should
have preferred it if the extracts had not
been read. They were not suited to the
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time, place or occasion, but the resolution
itself contains nothing that is new to u$
here. To my knowledge we have hear
this complaint in the Senate from time t0
time. I have been long enough in Parlia-
meént to remember a striking instance O
it. A Government was defeated on 2
certain measure ; an election followed and
a new Government introdu¢ed a similar
Bill; when it came up to this House, it pas-
ed through all its stages in one day. Wa$
that consideration enough to give an im-
portant measure? Thisis an old com-
plaint. I have had occasion to speak on
the subject several times, and I think the
hon. Senator from Ambherst has had some-
thing to say about it too. In 1868 theré
were several Government measures throw?
out in this House because there was not
proper time given to consider them.
find by reference to the Journals that on
one occasion the Supply Bill, the Inde-
pendence of Parliament Bill and the Tar-
iff Bill were introduced in the Senate on
the 27th of April and on the 28th of April
Parliament was prorogued. I do not
think there is much cause for complaint
this year. The amendment states that wé
have certain rules by which we can securé
sufficient time to carefully consider the .
measures which come before us, but we all
know how the rules can be put aside. O
course, if one wishes to be troublesome he
can avajl himself of the rules.

In the course of this debate a resolution,
which I moved a few days ago was refer:
redto: Imustsay I am not satisfied
with the manner in which it was received-
I see no reason why it should have been
withdrawn. * Withdraw ” is an old story:
I hear it when an attempt is made tO
bring up almost any subject in this Houseé-
I remember once I moved a very impor
tant resolution, and a cry of *withdraw”
was raised. I did withdraw it after 3
long discussion had taken place upon 1t
because I am weak and good natureds
and can hardly refuse to comply with such
a request as was made on that occasionf
by my leader here. The resolution was as
follows :

“That in the opinion of this House, the
present and future interests of the manu-
facturing and agricultural industries of the
Dominion call for the adoption of 2
national policy, by which either reciprocity
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Of trade with the United States is obtained,
Or a reciprocity of tariffs is established by
anada,”
Llived long enough, at all events, to see
€ policy enunciated in that resolution
adopted by Parliament. I think that this
Tesolution is a reasonable one. It does
Dot reflect on the Government: 1 would
be the last to support the motion if it did
tsimply sets forth a complaint which has

often been made, with good reason, in the
Senate.

Hon. Mr. FLINT—I certainly think
that some steps should be taken to put a
Stop to those controversies which come up
Tom time to time through my hon. friend
f‘:°m Woodstock. I think, under all the
Circumstances of the case, the introduc-
ton of six or seven Government measures
on the second day of the session and the
Course pursued by the Government ever
Since—that no want of energy has been
shown in conducting the business of the
Country in this?House, and the hon. Sena-
tor should not have introduced his motion
Or spoken as he has done to-day. How-
ver, he has seen fit to press his motion,
and to read quotations from newspapers
Opposed to the Government of the day. 1
think it would be advisable for him to fol-
OW the course which he has stated a cer-
tain gentleman by the name of Torrens
took on one occasion—that is, to with-

faw from this corrupt body. If he will
Consult his own dignity, which is so very
Breat, he will certainly, after the exhibition

¢ has made of himself here to-day, sever

IS connection with the Senate. I am
Sure if he should intimate to the House
any intention to do so, we would all bid

Im God-speed. We would turn out in a

ody and escort him to his lodgings, or
€ven further if he required it. The hon.
Mmember seems to be anxious to immortal-
1z¢ himself in some way. I think that he

as, by his course here during this session
and one or two other sessions, done more
than all others to lower the dignity of this
body. If he wishes to retain his position
In this Chamber, he should pursue a dif-
ferent course for the future.

Hox. Mr. HAYTHORNE—In my
Opinion the motion is almost unobjection-
able. If T had to compose one myself, I
should make very small alterations in this
Tesolution. If the hon. gentleman had
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confined himself to pointing out the dif-
ferent ways in which the business of this
House has been heretofore, and has this
session, to some -extent, been obstruct-
ed, he would have done excellent service
here to-day. He had asplendid opportu-
nity, and I am bound to say he did not
avail himself of it: on the contrary, he
threw 1t away. I am myself of the opinion
that something more might be done to -
advance the business of this House by
bringing forward measures earlier in the
session. It is true the Government intro-
duced some in the Senate early this session,
but it was necessary from day to
day to postpone the consideration of them
because they were not printed. A little
pressure applied to the printing office in
connection with the business of the Senate
might have ensured more promptitude in
furnishing printed copies of the bills.
There was a point to which the hon. gen-
tleman might fairly have drawn the atten-
tion of the House. He might have shown,
as hisseconder did, the great inconvenience
caused by bringing important measures
before us late in the session, and if he, or
this House in debate, could have suggest-
ed any means by which they could be in-
troduced so as to afford ample time to
discuss them, I repeat, the hon. gentleman
would have done admirable service. But
he did not adopt that course. He thought
his object would be best served by retailing
to the House the ridiculous reports of
some local newspapers with reference to
this body. If that hon. gentleman or any
other thinks it necessary to combat in this
House the statements which appear against
us in the press, all I can say is, we shall
have a hard and odious task, and one I
should be very sorry to see attempted in
this House. There has been some expres-
sion of opinion here to-day as to the inex-
pediency of constantly withdrawing mo-
tions. If the motion is good and useful
in itself and unobjectionable, and if it had
not been supported by the arguments—
one can hardly call them arguments—by
the statements which the hon. gentleman
thought proper to make, I think in that
case it would have been wrong to with-
draw the motion, because, in my judgment,
it is a useful motion, and if I am compelled
to choose between it and the amendment,
I shall feel it my duty to vote for the res-
olution ; but the sense of the House is
evidently opposed to the manner in which



198  Government Measures [SENATE.]

it has been supported by the hon. gentle-
man. In my judgment, if an error has
been committed, the wisest course is to
retrace your steps as long as it is possible
to adopt that course. Fortunately it is
open to the hon. gentleman to ask leave
of the House to withdraw his motion.
(Cries of “No.”) Is it not open to the
hon. gentleman to withdraw his motion ?

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—Yes,
the consent of the House.

with

Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—-But if the
hon. gentleman makes the proposal, let
us see if the House will refuse its consent.
If T have any judgment as to what the
Senate will do, I think it will not adopt
that course. If the hon. gentleman will
accept the advice I tender to him, as an
independent member of the Senate, it will
be to this effect—that he ask the leave of
the House to withdraw that motion.

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—And make
an apology for the speech he has delivered.

Hon. Mr. BUREAU—I think it is
very unfaif to ask us to vote for the
amendment. It is a motion of confidence
in the present Government, and I think it
should not have been moved without due
notice. It does not bear on the same
subject as the original resolution, but is of
an entirely different character, expressing
confidence in the Government of the day.
I do not think the Opposition in the
Senate number one-third of the whole
body, and it is very unfair, without any
notice, to call upon us to vote upon such
a motion as this. We have acted in such
a manner as to deserve some considera-
tion at the hands of those who are in a
great majority in this branch of Parlia-
ment. This motion involves a discussion
of the whole policy of the Government.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—Not at all.

HonN. Mr. BUREAU—I am satisfied
that is not his intention, but that would be
the result of asking us to vote upon the
amendment. 1 hope the resolution will
be withdrawn. I do not approve of all
that was said by the hon. Senator from
Woodstock in introducing it: quite the
contrary. I think the press treats the
Senate unfairly. We are doing what we

HonN. MR, HAYTHORNE.
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can to transact the public business, and I
must say that the Government this year
have taken the proper course of introduc-
ing important measures early in this
Chamber, so that we are enabled to con-
sider them carefully.

I cannot understand why some news-
papers demand the abolition of the
Senate, for this reason: we, in the Pro-
vince of Quebec, were opposed to repre-
sentation by population, and Confedera-
tion would never have been accomplished
if the perfect equality of the two Provinces
in the Senate had not been guaranteed.
That is the reason why Ontario has no
more Senators than the Province of Que-
bec, and that equality must be maintained
as long as the union lasts. Some of us
were opposed to the Confederation
scheme, because we thought it was not
matured at that time for the benefit of
the country, and might result disastrously
if harmony did not prevail among the
different Provinces.

The Opposition in this House is small
in numbers, but it is entitled to some res-
pect, and I think it would be but fair
play to us to withdraw both of the
motions. I shall not ask the Speaker to
decide whether the amendment, of which
no notice was given, is in order ; but the
leader of the House will acknowledge, I .
am sure, that we have always pursued 2
course which entitles us to the respect of
the majority, and to him I appeal for fair
play. :

Hon. MrR. KAULBACH—I think the
amendment ought to be withdrawn. I
am not quite certain whether the motion
can be withdrawn, unless the amendment
is dropped. I am not so much opposed
to the motion of the hon. Senator from
Woodstock, as to his remarks, which I
think were uncalled for.

Hon. S;ir ALEX. CAMPBELL—In
answer to the appeal of the hon. Senator
from DeLorimier (Mr Bureau). I do ac-
knowledge with the utmost pleasure that
the course uniformly pursued by the oppo-
sition in this House has been perfectly
fair and courteous on all occasions, and
I should be exceedingly unwilling to see
them led, by a motion of this kind, to vote
in any sense confidence in the Govern-
ment. I am quite satisfied that the hon.
Senator from Amherst had no intention of
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€xpressing confidence in the Government,
and I certainly think no person who votes
for this amendment will do so. I appre-
hend that perhaps my hon. friend from
DeLorimier did not read the amendment,
or hear it read, because there is nothing
In it which, in the most remote way, bears
the construction which he has put upon it.
The first part of the amendment is “ That
Mmany of the more important measures of
the Government having at the last and
during the present session been introduced
In the Senate, ample time has been afford-
€d for their discussion.”

That is not an expression of confidence
—it is merely an assertion of the fact
that many of the Government measures,
during the last session and this session,

ave been introduced in this House, The
hon. gentleman from DeLorimier has just
Said that this is a fact. There is no ex-
Pression of confidence in the next sentence
“and that as the rules of the House pre-
Scribe the mode in which business is to be
conducted, such time as the House desires
for the consideration of measures can be
Secured by enforcing them.” So there is
Nothing even in the most indirect way ap-
Proaching an expression of confidence 1n
the Government, but merely the assertion
of two truths, both of which the hon. Sen-
ator for DeLorimier (Mr. Bureau) has eith-
er admitted or is ready to admit. I there-
fore can see no reason why any hon. gen-
tleman who desires to make these asser-
tions should not do so merely because he
longs to the Opposition ; because the
amendment expresses no such confidence,
and on the part of the Government I en-
tirely disclaim any idea that there is any
expression of confidence, and my hon.
friend who introduced it says that he had
no intention of expressing confidence. It
is a question of the mode in which the
_ Ppublic business is transacted in this branch
of Parliament. So far as my humble ad-
vice to the House is concerned, I would
say, if the member who introduced this
motion sees fit to withdraw it, I apprehend
the hon. Senator from Amherst would also
be willing to withdraw his amendment.
If the hon. Senator from Woodstock (Mr.
Alexander) does not see fit to withdraw
his motion—and it seems to me he should
withdraw it and apologise to the House
for the language he has used—then, I for
one would be glad to see the amendment
pressed. I can assure the hon. Senator
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from DeLorimier that I disclaim on the
part of the Government that it conveys
anything even remotely approaching an
expression of confidence in the Govern-
ment.

Hon. MR. POWER —There is a fur-
ther reason why the motion should be
withdrawn ; the result of a vote being
taken will be that this resolution which
the hon. Senator from Woodstock is
anxious to have adopted, will be voted
down. That is a consummation that, I
suppose, he is not anxious for, and there-
fore I hope the hon. gentleman will con-
sent to withdraw his resolution. 1 think
it is the more desirable for this reason;
although we have heard the disclaimers
of the mover of the amendment and the
Leader of the Government in this House,
that we might feel perfectly satisfied the
amendment is not a vote of confidence in
the Government, still it must be remem-
bered that in the journals of the Senate
these expressions of opinion will not
appear ; you will simply have a record of
the fact that Senator Alexander moved
this first resolution. Now that motion is
a perfectly harmless and proper one, and
I think so more particularly in view of
the discussions which have taken place
towards the close of the last three or four
sessions. I think that the season at which
it has been introduced is also a proper
one, but I regret that the hon. Senator
from Woodstock, through some unfortu-
nate knack which he seems to have—and
which I am glad no other member of this
House possesses—has the effect of making
a resolution (which would perfectly
harmless, and even desirable, if put before
the House by any other member) appear
most objectionable when coming from him.
As an independent member of this House,
I do not wish to be put in the position of
having my name appear in the journals as
having voted down what, in itself, from
our past experience we know to be a
reasonable resolution. If the motion is
pressed I shall be forced to vote for it, and
not for the amendment, for the reasons
which I have given.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—The amend-
ment, I think, is not a motion of corifidence
in the Ministry ; it isa motion of confi-
dence in the Senate. I am very sorry
that it has been introduced, and I think
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my hon. friend from Amherst (Mr. Dickey)
lacked his usual tact when he moved it.
T should rather have voted down the
resolution as it stands. However, as that
cannot be done, I, as a member of this
body, will not allow either the amend-
ment or the motion to be withdrawn.
Both of them having been moved and
seconded (one seconded in a very lame
manner, but still seconded) according to
the rules of the House they must be put,
and I think we would be derelict in our
duty to ourselves, after the statements
which have been quoted by the hon.
Senator from Woodstock (Mr. Alexander)
if we voted for that resolution. If I did
so I would follow the advice which the
hon. Senator from Belleville (Mr. Flint)
gave the hon. gentleman from Woodstock,
not only that he should go, but, if I ap-
proved of those sentiments, I should go
out with him. (Cries of “ withdraw.”)
If T bave a right to insist upon it, and I
think I have, I object to either the motion
or the amendment being withdrawn, and
I insist on their being put.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER—I have
no reason whatever to complain of the
tone of any remarks which have been
made with reference to myself as the
mover of this resolution, except those
which fell from the hon. Senator from
Belleville (Mr. Flint)—a gentleman whom
I respect very highly. It is simply absurd
to say that, on looking around me and
finding nine-tenths of the members of
this House, men of large estate and
independent fortunes, men of the first
position in the country, that I would
charge them with corruption. I have in
the discharge of my duty, observed that
the press all over the country, are
gradually gliding into the position of losing
all respect for this body. With regard to
the reply which has been made that these
extracts are from the Reform press, I say
that the fact of the Opposition newspapers
attacking this Chamber is a very powerful
argument in favor of my motion. A large
number of the members of this House
desire that it should stand as a high
judicial body, above party, and that it
should not be chargeable by the press of
one party or the other with being partizan.
I want this House to stand immeasurably
above party. With regard to the question

Hon, Dr, ALMON,
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itself, the matter rests with the House
(Cries of * withdraw.”)

After some discussion as to whether
the motion could be withdrawn, the amend-
ment was declared carried on a division.

SASKATCHEWAN AND PEACE
RIVER RAILWAY BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hown. Mr. DICKEY moved that the
House coucur in the amendments pro-
posed by the Committee on Railways,
Telegraphs, and Harbors to Bill (26), “An
Act to incorporate the Saskatchewan . and
Peace River Railway Company”. He
said—Having fully explained the nature
and scope of these amendments when the
report came in, as required by the rules
of the House, I have now merely to move
that they be concurred in.

‘The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was then read the third time and passed.

GARDINER’S RELIEF BILL.
FIRST REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY presented the
first report of the Select Committee on
Bill (L) “ An Act for the relief of Matthew
Gardiner.” He said—The report, which.
was submitted yesterday, is to the effect
that the practice followed in the House of
Lords in all these cases and which has
been observed by this House in the past,
when considering petitions similar to that
now before us, should be followed in this
instance ; and as the wife is a person with-
out means and having no separate property,
she may be allowed the expenses entailed
by appearing before the Committee. This
is in accordance with our past practice
and it is unnecessary to enlarge uponit; 1
merely express our cpinion that it is desir-
able to follow the precedent established,
and I beg to move that the report of the
Committee be adopted.

The motion was agreed to.

NORTH AMERICAN LIFE INSUR-
ANCE COMPANY'’S BILL.
SECOND READING.

Hon. MR. ALLAN moved the second
reading of Bill (53) “ An Act to amend



Commercial Travellers [Marca 29, 1882.]  Association Bil. 201

the Act incorporating the North American
utual Life Insurance Company, and to
change the name thereof to the Dominion
of Canada Life Insurance Company.” He
said: I took charge of this Bill when it
Came up from the House of Commons,
nobody else being prepared to do so, but
presume some other hon. gentleman will
Probably take charge of it when it comes
efore the Committee on Banking and
Commerce. As I understand it, the Bill
Is simply to enable the Company to change
Its name, and. also to make an alteration
In the number of its directors, to fix and
determine what shall be the qualification
of such directors, and what remuneration
shall be paid to them and other officials of
the Company. I beg to move that the
Bill be now read the second time.
The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time. '

COMMERCIAL TRAVELLERS
ASSOCIATION BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. MR. MACFARLANE moved the
second reading of Bill (8), ‘“ An Act res-
pecting the Commercial Travellers’ Asso-
ciation of Canada.”

He said : This is a Bill from a large
and important body that has grown up in
this country. It refers to the Commercial
Travellers’ Association, and an occupa-
tion that is extensively followed at the
present time, and to a fund that has been
estabiished for charitable purposes in
connection with the Association to relieve
cases of illness or distress. As commercial
travellers are a class who travel a great
deal by water and by rail, and are subject
to casualties, they take this means of
providing for their families. They have
already an Act of incorporation and the
object of the present Bill is to add a
mortuary clause to-it'by which the families
of commercial travellers who are members
of the Association can draw from the
large charitable fund already established,
and to enable them to depgsit their funds
with the Government so that members of
the Association can feel satisfied that it is
well secured.

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
Commercial Travellers’ Association is, I

believe, a society that is entitled to every
consideration as they are a body without
which it would be difficult to carry on the
trade of the country. As far as the Gov-
ernment are concerned we are anxious to
give the Association every assistance in
our power. The insurance clauses of the
Bill have received the assent of the Gov-
ernment in another branch of the Legis-
lature, and I do not think it is necessary
to draw attention to them, but in the
interest of the Association; I think it is
desirable to draw attention to one or two
clauses which, if the Bill goes through in
tits present shape, will only bring disap-
pointment to its promoters. One point is
that the Bill proposes to enact that a sum
which is payable to a beneficiary, that is,
not te the traveller, but to a person to be
named by the traveller, shall not be liable
to any execution against that person, and
the effect of that would be this: A travel-
ler might under the ,by-laws of the Asso-
ciation declare that a sum of say one
thousand dollars is to be payable in case
of his death to his son or his nephew or
any member of his family and supposing
that death occurs that sum is given by this
Bill to the beneficiary absolutely and is
not to be “touchable ” by an execution.
That is unfair in itself. It may be reason-
able for the House to enact—although I
do not say that it is—that a sum payable
to a widow or to children should not be
touched ; I do not say that that would be
reasonable, but I contend that it would
be unreasonable to say that a sum that
would become the property of a nephew
or grown up son shall not be touched for
a debt that that son or that nephew might
owe. There is another point more de-
serving of consideration ; I think, it
would be beyond the power of Parlia-
ment to say that a certain debt
shall not be collected against a certain
sum; it does not rest with this Legisla-
ture to enact such a measure. It becomes
the subject of provincial legislation, and a
subject altogether within their discretion,
and therefore I think we should not enact
it in this bill. Then the clause which
provides for the deposit of certain sums
of money in the hands of the Government,
seems to me to be imperfect. It merely
says that the money shall be deposited for
the purposes of the bill, which seems to
me to be very vague. It would be much
better to follow the language of the insur-
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ance bills, and to define accurately what
is the security which it is contemplated
this $50,000 should afford to the
holders of policies or whatever
they are called—what the security is and
how it should be collected. I think that
point should also be attended to. Then
there is another point which seems to me
to be somewhat unsound and dangerous.
Certain by-laws are attached to the Bill
in the schedule, and these by-laws are de-
clared to have the force and effect of al
act of Parliament. 1In addition to that it
is provided that the by-laws may be
amended,and altered, and that the alter-
ations shall also have the force and effect
of an act of Parliament. It is true it re-
quires that they shall be subject to the
approval of the Finance Minister, but it is
somewhat novel to entrust the Minister of
Finance with such powers, and it seems
to me desirable in all respects that the
attention of the Private Bills Committee
should be directed to these points, not
that I desire to interpose any obstacles to
the Bill, but that I desire that the legisla-
tion should be of a character not to dis-
appoint those who are looking towards
it with a great deal of anxiety, and in
whose anxiety I deeply sympathise.

202

Hon. Mr. MACFARLANE—I quite
concur in the remarks of the hon. Min-
ister of Justice. I have not looked into
the Bill as I have only taken charge of it
since it came up from the Commons at
the request of a friend. I have no doubt

when it goes before the Private Bills Com- |-

mittee the points raised by my hon. friend
will be carefully enquired into.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the second time.

Hon. MrR. MACFARLANE moved
that the Bill be referred to the standing
committee on Private Bills.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY suggested that
the Bill be referred to the Committee on
Banking and Commerce as it related
strictly to a commercial matter.

The suggestion was adopted.

The Senate adjourned at 5.45 p.m.
HonN, Sir ALEX, CAMPBELL,

[SENATE.)

Driocesan Synod.
THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, March 30th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three p.m. ,

Prayers and routine proceedings.

INSOLVENT BANKS AND INSUR-
ANCE COMPANIES BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL pre-
sented the report of the Select Committee
to whom was referred Bill (A) “ An Act
respecting Insolvent Banks, Insurance
Companies, and Trading Coiporations,”
with amendments. He said: This Bill
has received a great deal of attention at
the hands of the Select Committee to
whom it was referred, and in consequence
of the number of changes that have been
made, I thought it desirable, in order that
the House may have a clear comprehen-
sion of it, that it should be reprinted.
That has been done, and the amended
Bill has been distributed. I now move
that the Bill be referred to a committee of
the whole House on Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

SASKATCHEWAN DIOCESAN
SYNOD BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE, from the
Committee on Standing Orders and
Private Bills, reported, without amend-
ment, Bill (51), “An Act to incorporate
the Synod of the Diocese of Saskatchewan,
and for other purposes connected there-
with.”

Hon. Mr. VIDAL—There being no
amendments to this Bill, I beg to move
that it be read the third time presently.

Hon. MRrR. DICKEY—On the second
reading of this Bill I took occasion to call
the attention of the Committee to whom
it was referred to the extraordinary pro-
visions which it contained, and I should
like to have some explanation of the
reason why my suggestions were not con-



Chartered Bank of

sidered ; especially as my hon. friend
(Mr. Vidal) himself said that he entirely
concurred in my opinions, and assured
the House that they should receive every
attention at the hands of the Committee.
I must say that it is to meanovel principle
of legislation altogether that this House
should be called upon to sanction these
Church courts, and their decisions as to
the important matter of depriving a man
of his living and divesting him of his
sacred office—it is a novel principle that
they should be incorporated 1n the legis-
lation of this country. I speak strongly
on this subject, because my hon. friend
on my right (Mr. Archibald) and I were
both members of a legislature where it was
carefully considered, and where it was
recognized as a vicious principle which
ought not be admitted into our legislation
with regard to a church which is not estab-
lished in this country, and only stands
on the same footing as other denomina-
tions,

Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I called the
special attention of the committee to this
particular clause, and, also, took the
trouble to invite over to attend the com-
mittee the hon. gentleman who had
charge of the Bill in the House of
Commons. He very kindly came over,
and explained to the committee very fully
all the provisions of the Bill, clearly
showing that there was nothing new or
unusual in the wording of the clause—
that it was simply a transcript of the
clause as it exists in the former Act. It
was, therefore, considered unnecessary to
make any amendments to the Bill. How-
ever, if my hon. friend really wishes the
third reading to be postponed for any
purpose, I certainly shall not press it now.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I do think it is
the general sense of the House, the prin-
ciple is so unusual. Although, it may
have crept into former legislation, there is
no reason why we should keep it up any
more than we should keep up the amal-
gamation clauses which have been struck
out of bills during the present session.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL—Then, I beg to
move that the third reading of this bill be
fixed for Monday next, and I hope the
hon. gentleman will let us have the advan-
tage of his objections, in order that they
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may be looked into, and I may be able to
reply to them.

The motion was agreed to.

SUN LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY.
THIRD READING,

Hon. MrR. ALLAN, from the Standing
Committee on Banking and Commerce,
reported, without amendment, Bill (4),
“An Act respecting the Sun Mutual Life
Insurance Company, of Montreal.”

HoN. MrR. RYAN moved the third
reading of the Bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

PLANTERS' BANK BILL
THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN, from the Standing
Committee on Banking and Commerce,
reported Bill (52), “An Act to incorporate
the Planters’ Bank of Canada,” with an
amendment, which he explaired was not
of any importance.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE moved concur-
rence in the amendment.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was then read the third time and passed. -

MUTUAL LIFE ASSOCIATION BILL
THIRD READING.

®

Hon. MRr. ALLAN, from the Standing
Committee on Banking and Commerce,
reported Bill (27), “An Act further to
amend the Act incorporating the Mutual
Life Association of Canada, and to change
the name thereof to the ‘ Life Association
of Canada,”” with an amendment, which,
he explained, was unimportant.

Hon. Mr. HOPE moved concurrence
in the amendment.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was then read the third time and passed.

CHARTERED BANK OF LONDON
AND WINNIPEG BILL
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HoN. Mr. ALLAN, from the Standing
Committee on Banking and Commerce
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reported Bill (28) ‘“An Act to amend the
Charter of the Chartered Bank of London
and North America, and to change the
name thereof to the Chartered Bank of
London and Winnipeg with certain amend-
ments.”

HoN. MrR. GIBBS moved that the
amendments be taken into consideration
to-morrow. ]

The motion was agreed to.

MILITARY BARRACKS AT
WINNIPEG.

INQUIRY,

Ho~. Mr. GIRARD inquired:—

What measures has the Government seen
fit to take in order to afford shelter for the
numerous settlers who are expected to be on
their way this spring to Manitoba and the
North-West? And would it not be advisable
to place the military barracks at Fort Osborne,
within the limits ot the City of Winnipeg, or
such portions of the said barracks as are not
needed by the Government, at the disposal ot
the local authorities of Winnipeg for that pur-
pose? Also what does the Government intend
to do with these buildings?

" He said : I make this inquiry in view
of the numbers of people who are arriving
in Winnipeg every day, and I am desirous
to get information from the Government
if possible, as to what steps will be taken
to provide for their accommodation. From
a thousand to twelve hundred persons are
arriving daily in Winnipeg, and there is no
place to receive them. The hotels are
full, and many are camped in tents around
the city, exposed to the inclemency of the
weather. It has occurred to me that it
might be possible to place the barracks
under the control of the local authorities.
I do not know how far it is possible to do
so, but if it can be done, 1t will render
a very great service to the population flow-
ing into Manitoba. Itis to the interest
of the country that the settlers who arrive
there should be treated with care and at-
tention if possible. I also ask what the
Government intend to do with this build-
ing. My opinion is that in the course of
next summer it will be in one of the most
aristocratic quarters of Winnipeg, and that
it should be sold when it can be disposed
of to advantage. The land could be
kept and converted into a Champs de

Hon. MR. ALLAN,
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Mars, or public square. I have not
heard whether the Government has done
anything yet towards the improvement of
what will be perhaps the largest city in
the west before many years. Here is an
opportunity to do something for the im-
provement of Winnipeg. Without further
comment I begto put my question, and
I am sure that the answer will be favor-
able to the people of Winnipeg.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—In
reply to the question of my hon. friend I
beg to say that the Government does in-
tend to place the barracks at Fort Osborne
at the disposal of the immigrants who are -
arriving at Winnipeg, for the purpose of
assisting to meet the difficulties that are felt
there in consequence of the very large
number of daily arrivals. I do not say
that the barracks will be handed over to
the local authorities for the purpose, for
we have the means of doing it without
that, but the barracks will be put at the
disposal of the immigrants, and instruc-
tions will be forwarded to that effect.

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED
WIFE’S SISTER BILL.

DEBATE CONTINUED.

The order of the day having been called
for resuming the adjourned Debate on
the Hon. Mr. Bellerose’s motion in amend-
ment to the Hon. Mr. Ferrier's motion
for the second reading of the Bill (No. 9)
—Deceased Wife’s Sister Marriage Bill.—
viz., to leave out ‘““now ” and after “time”
to insert *this day six months.”

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said:
Although I moved the adjournment of the
debate the other night on this Bill, I had
no intention of doing so with reference to
my making an address to the House
myself. It was rather with the view of
adjourning the debate for the purpose of
enabling others to speak; but I desire
now to say one or two words, not so much
on the measure itself as on some of the
circumstances which have attended its pres-
ence here, and I will take advantage of my
motion to make these observations. In
the first place, I desire to say a word or
two with reference to the objection taken
by my hon. friend the Senator from
DeLanauditre (Mr. Bellerose), and which



Deceased Wife's

Induced him to make the motion which
Js immadiately before the House—that is,
the motion thatthe Bill be not nowread, but
that it be read this day six months. The
hon. gentleman explained to us that he was
driven by conscientious motives into
making that proposition, on account of
his conviction that this Parliament had
not jurisdiction to deal with this subject,
and he proceeded to enforce that view not
by means of the Confederation Act,
which governs our powers and - controls
our deliberations, but by reference
to a circumstance that had taken place
before that Act had become law.
That circumstance was a debate which
took place at the time in the Legislative
Assembly of the old Province of Canada,
and in which certain declarations were
made by a gentleman who was then a
member of the Government, speaking for
himself and on behalt of the Government.
In those remarks he held out the expecta-
tion that the legislation which was then in
contemplation, for the purpose of confed-
erating the Provinces, would, with refer-
ence to this subject, not contain provisions
which are now used for the purpose of
enabling the House to deal with questions
of this kind. I think I am stating the
hon. gentleman’s proposition correctly.
The speech to which he made immediate
reference, was delivered on that occasion
by a gentleman who is a member of the
present Government—Sir Hector Lange-
vin—and in the course of his remarks
he is reported to have stated that the
Act of Confederation (he was speaking
before it became law) would contain
provisions with reference to Marriage
and Divorce, but, as regards the first
part of the subject, only so far as to
indicate that a marriage in one
part of the Dominion should be valid in
all parts of this country. He said it would
also contain some other provisions of a
kindred character, which he described,
but would not make provision for such
legislation as is now contemplated. When
that speech was made, language was used
calling attention to the existing state of
the laws in the old province of Canada,
and either Sir Hector Langevin or another
member of the Government said that the
law as it stood then established would
remain ; and therefore my hon. friend
from DeLanauditre (Mr. Bellerose) states
that the legislation which has resulted
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since, and under which we are now sitting,
did not realize the expectations which
were held out on that occasion, by the
Government, with reference to it. All
that I need say upon that point I think is
this : that the time at which these expres-
sions of belief were uttered has gone by
and we are now to deal, not with what
was then expected, but with what has
since taken place. We cannot now inter-
pret the British North American Act of
1867, by referring to what was said by in-
dividuals either speaking for themselves
or on behalf of the Government of a time
anterior to that Act, but he must interpret
it by reference to the language which it
contains. I do not understand for my
own part that the Hon. Sir Hector Lange-
vin, who uttered these sentiments has de-
parted in any way from the pledge which
he then gave, or that he or Sir George
Cartier, who attended the London con-
ference, in the least drew back from the
position which they took. But my hon.
friend from DeLanauditre (Mr. Bellerose)
must bear in mind that the British North
America Act may have received a differ-
ent interpretation from that which Sir
Hector Langevin expected from it at the
time that he assented to it in London. It
would have been very difficult probably to
have used any other language than that
which is found in it, and the right to deal
with marriage and divorce must be vested
somewhere, either in the Parliament of
the Dominion or in the legislatures
of the separate provinces. My hon.
friend from DeLanauditre (Mr. Bellerose)
must not forget that there are other prov-
inces besides Quebec where the same con-
ditions do not obtdin, and where it might
be much more difficult to keep legislation
upon this subject within what I might call
discreet limits than in the province of
Quebec ; and that in the London Confer-
ence all these provinces were protected.
Therefore it was not exclusively the desire
or wish of Quebec that could be consid-
ered or her exclusive usages that could be
provided for ; but it was necessary to con-
sider the feelings, views and prejudices—
if 1 may so say—of all the provinces of
the Dominion, and in consequence the
language which is found in the British
North America Act may have been used.
I dare say, from what I know of the frank
disposition of my deceased hon. friend,
Sir George Cartier, and from my know-
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ledge of Sir Hector Langevin, that it has
been used in a sense which they them-
selves—speaking for Lower Canada,
and as Lower Canadians—may pos-
sibly not have expected; but of
that I cannot speak positively. 1 think,
undoubtedly, as regards the Act itself,
every one will say that the right to deal
with this subject is left with the Parlia-
ment of the Dominion. It says in so
many words that the question of marriage
and divorce is an attribute of this Parlia-
ment, and it says equally clearly that the
solemnization of matrimony, as distinct
from marriage and divorce, is an attribute
of the local legislatures. But .irrespective
of that my hon. friend, if one may judge
from his remarks, seems to suppose that
some stress must be laid upon the words
“civil rights” which always were given to
the local legislatures. The matter then
stood in this way, that not only the
solemnization of mattimony, but civil
rights, were given to the local legislatures.
This 1s true of civil rights in a general
sense, but they are limited by those powers
which were given to the gcneral Parlia-
ment ; because there are a score of attri-
butes given tothe general Parliament which
involve civil rights in one direction or an-
other, as for instance the regulation of trade
and commerce, census and statistics,
military and naval service, navigation and
shipping, currency and coinage, banking
and savings banks, bankruptcy and insol-
vency, naturalization of aliens, copyrights ;
all these subjects involved civil rights and
where the expression * civil rights” is used
as showing the powers given to the Local
Legislatures, you must take it subject
to the other languageesed, and subject to
the general effect of all the language found
in the Act. If we take it in that sense
then the meaning of the language that
jurisdiction in matters relating to civil
rights is given to the Local Legislatures
must be taken as it may be limited by
reference to all the attributes that are
given to the Federal Parliament, and
therefore, with proper deference to the
views expressed by other hon. gentlemen
upon this subject, I do not think that the
expression “ civil rights ” adds anything to
the argument, and notwithstanding the ex-
pression “civil rights” and notwithstand-
ing the expression * solemnization of mar-
riage ” the question of divorce is left to
this Parliament. Then this other fact is

HoN, Sir ALEx. CAMPBELL,
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left for consideration that the whole
act is one giving all power not
expressed to the general legislature, and
on that principle there was an intended,
and as far as it could be made, a marked
departure from the principle on which the
constitution of the United States was
framed. There, wherever the constitu-
tion is silent the power belongs to the
States; here whenever the constitution
does not expressly give power to the Local
Legislatures it is vested in this Parliament.
Then I say the power to deal with mar-
riage and divorce is not given expressly to
the Local Legislature, therefore it is left
with this Parliament, and I say moreover
that the power to deal with marriage and
divorce 1s left expressly with this legisla-
ture, and I do not think that upon the
matter itself—the right of jurisdiction—
there can be any serious doubt, at least
there is none to my mind. I desire, how-
ever, to speak always with deference to
the judgment and the views of others.
This very question was submitted to
the high authority of the English Law
Officers of the Crown some eight or ten
years ago, and with reference to it, these
Law Officers of the Crown, who are al-
most always gentlemen of high legal
authority, on this particular question of
jurisdiction used the following language :

«¢ Marriage and Divorce > which by the 91st
section of the same Act are reserved to the
Parliament of the Dominion, gignify in their
opinion, all matters relating to the status of
marriage, between what persons and under
what circuristances it shall be created and
(if at all) destroyed. 'I'here are many reasons
of convenience and sense, why one law as to
the status of marriage shall exist throughout
the Dominion, whic%l have no application
as regards the uniformity of tge proce-
dure whereby that status is created or
evidenced. Convenience, indeed, and reason
would seem alike in favor of a difference of
procedure being allowable in provinces differ-
Ing so widely 1n external and internal cir-
cumstances, as those of which the Dominion
is composed, and of permitting the provinces
to settle their own procedure for themselves ;
and they are of opinion that this permission
has been granted to the provinces by the Im-
perial Parliament, and that the New Bruns-
wick legislature was competent to pass the
Bill in question.”

So that there the opinion of very eminent
men of the legal profession is given in
express terms that this power of dealing
with marriage and divorce rests with this
Parliament and the power of dealing with
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the statutes under which the ceremony
shall take place rests with the local legis-
latures.

Hon.Mr. TRUDEL—What is the hon.
gentleman quoting from? °

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I am
reading from the opinion of the Law Offi-
cers of the Crown quoted by Mr. Blake in
another place in the debate of the 27th of
February 1880. Reported in the House of
Commons Debates for that year, vol. 1,
page 301, the opinion of the Law offi-
cers of the Crown is laid down in most
positive terms that the Parliament of Can-
ada has alone in this country the right to
deal with this question of marriage and
divorce ; so that it would seem that upon
grounds to be derived from the Act of
Confederation itself—upon the ground of
fair legal argument, deducible from that,
and upon the consensus of legal opinion
in this country, there is no reasonable
doubt of the right of Parliament to deal
with this subject. The other point which
I desire to mention is in reference to a re-
mark which was made by my honorable
friend from New Brunswick (Mr. Odell)
that this subject should have been dealt
with by the Government. Well, I was
somewhat surprised to hear that view ad-
vanced by my hon. friend, who is an old
parliamentarian, and who, I think, must
have known, but must have forgotten at
the moment, that this subject has been
again and again before the British House
of Commons during the times of the most
eminent Parliamentarians of our day in
the last twenty years. Session after session
it has been before the House of Commons
when that House has been led by the
most eminent men whom we have known
in our generation—during the time it was
led by Gladstone ; during the time it was
led by Palmerston ; during the time it was
led by Russell ; during the time it was led
by Disraeli. In the time of all those
eminent Parliamentarians a bill such
as this, or of the same character as this,
has been introduced and discussed in the
House of Commons for a series of nights
by all the most able men of the time, and
upon no occasion has it been a Govern-
ment measure, but was introduced by a
private member. It seems to me to be
the only sensible way of dealing with this
measure, one that is apt to create so much
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feeling amongst men of different religious
convictions. I do not think, therefore, it
could be expected to be a Government
measure, or that it is reasonable to
charge the Government with any derelic-
tion of duty in not making this matter a
Government measure. [ think it would
have been very inexpedient and very un-
wise for any Government to have done so.
Then, with reference to my own course on
the last occasion when this Bill was before
the Senate, when I voted for the six
months’ hoist, I did so in company with
several other gentlemen, not from any ob-
jection to the Bill itself, but with reference
to the delay. I was particularly induced
to vote as I did by the fears expressed by
hon. gentlemen in this House who come
from the Maritime Provinces, who con-
tended that no knowledge that any such
legislation was in contemplation existed in
.he provinces from which they came ; that
therefore these people would be taken by
surprise, and on their behalf it would seem
to be an unfair thing to endeavor to pass
through Parliament, the same session as it
was introduced, a measure touching so
many persons in so important and vital a
manner as this Bill was likely to do.
Therefore, in order that there might be
time for consideration, and in order that
we might not act hastily in legislation of
such importance, I voted with those who
desired time, at all events, to reject the
Bill. A large majority of this House who
so voted probably did so from other mo-
tives, some of them probably from a strong
conviction against the measure itself.
With their feelings I had nothing more to
do, but with reference to my own motives
for voting the same as those who voted
with me, the explanation is necessary that
I really voted on my own judgment for
further delay, that the country might have
ample time to deliberate on such an
important subject, and see whether the
desire for it was the earnest, settled cone
viction of the country, or whether it would
pass away in the course of a year or two,
The Bill comes again before us, after an
interval of two years, supported in the
other House by a larger majority than
originally voted for it, and, therefore, so
far as that House is taken as the represen-
tative of the people, we must take it as
coming again with an increased expression
of the desire of the people for this legisla-
tion. 1 am myself much impressed with
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that. It is very difficult to say whether
the great majority of the people are for or
against this measure. For my own part, I
should imagine that the great majority of
the people do not care much about it ;
that there are a great many people who
desire it anxiously, and that there are a
great many people who think it ought to
become law as a matter of theory and
philosophy, and that the great bulk of
the people are indifferent about it. I do
not think my hon. friend from New Bruns-
wick was right in laying so much stress as
he did upon the petitions. I do not think
that petitions indicate very accurately the
feelings of the people ; they indicate the
exertions that have been used in getting
them up, I think, more than the opinions
of the public; but, if we are to judge by
the majority of the representatives of the
people who voted for it in the other House
—if we are to judge by what we hear daily
in social life, and by what we read in the
newspapers, I should say that this Bill is
now desired more strongly than it was
when it first came under the notice of the
House. I wish to offer these explana-
tions on these three pqints : the first with
‘reference to the jurisdiction of the House,
the next with reference to the course
the Government 1is pursuing with
regard to it, and the next with reference
to my own course in voting now contrary
to what I did on the previous occasion.
As to the measure, itself I must confess
that I have no strong convictions as to the
impropriety of such marriages. I do not
think there is any improprigty in it, so far
as I am able to form an opinion on the
subject—and I should be loth to express
an opinion in very strong language because
there is nothing so likely to lead one astray
as to undertake to interpret a text of
Scripture or to pretend to doso. Cer-
tainly this text of Scripture which a certain
number interpret in one way and a cer-
tain number interpret in another way, and
on which it seems, as far as authority is
- concerned, such marriages are to rest I

do not myself take as an authority

on this subject. It does not seem to me

to apply to such a connection as this Bill

proposes to make legal, but to a connec-

tion made in the life-time of the first wife.

There is no physical reason why this Bill

should not pass, and then as to the feelings
- which may exist either during the life-time

of the first wife or after her death, it seems
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to me that the arguments are so divided
as to make it difficult for any one to form
an opinion who has no strong bias of his
own, or to say what the decision on this
point should be. The inclination of my
own mind would be to arrive at this con-
clusion: the arguments anterior to the
death of the first wife were somewhat
against the measure, and the arguments
after the death of the first wife are some-
what in favor of the measure.

I desire to speak with great deference
to the views and opinions of hon. gentle-
men, and not to assert my own in any
dogmatical way whatever; but I do not
think there is any Scripture rule or law
against this marriage ; I do not know of
any physical reason why it should not take
place, and therefore I think it should be
left to the good or to the bad judgment
of those who see fit to enter into such a
connection.  For these reasons I shall
vote for the Bill

Hon. MrR. POWER—I am very sorry
indeed to find that the leader of the
House has departed from the good path
he chose to tread two years ago. On the
other hand, we have this advantage from
the delay that was caused by the defeat of
the measure on that occasion, by the action
of the honorable Ministers, that the Bili
that is now before the House is an in-
finitely better one than the Bill we had
before us then. The most objectionable
feature of the measure of twe years ago
was that it allowed a man to marry his
deceased brother’s widow, and that objec-
tionable feature has been eliminated fr&m
the Bill now before us, owing to the action
of this House two sessions ago. I feel a
great deal of hesitation in undertaking to
differ on a constitutional point from the
opinion of the Minister of Justice; but
the very first question that meets us with
regard to this Bill is whether Parliament
has the power to passit! I think that
there is a great deal of force in the objec-
tion taken by the hon. gentleman from
DeLanauditre (Mr. Bellerose); but I think
possibly the position of the Minister of
Justice is correct in this way : If the Min-
ister of Justice were sitting as a judgeina
court when the question of the constitu-
tionality of this Act came before him, I
think probably that the view he has taken
to-day might be the correct one, but I
think the posiflon of a judge is different
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from that of a Legislator. As a judge,
the hon, gentleman would have had noth-
Ing whatever to do with the deliberations
t took place in Parliament when the
Constitution was being considered. I
think that, as a2 member who took part in
those discussions, as the colleague of
gentlemen who made pledges before the
Constitution was adopted, the hon.
gentleman stands in a totally different
Position from the position he would occupy
as a judge, But taking the hon. gentle-
Man’s own statement here, to-day, the
conclusion, one would naturally come to,
Would be that he would feel bound to
Oppose this Bill. He does not deny that
a gentleman, whooccupied a position in the
vernment of which the hon. Minister
of Justice was a prominent member, and
Which was led by the gentleman who now
leads the present Government, gave
Pledges with reference to this matter,
that they would prevent the passing of an
Act such as this. The hon. gentleman
In the latter part of his speech stated that
he really had very little feeling in the
Matter ; that the succass or defeat of this
ill was a matter of almost indifference
to him. One would suppose that, in a
Matter in which he is personally so in-
different, he would feel bound to carry out
the pledges made by his colleagues to the
rovince of Quebec a few years ago.
While it is true that possibly a court
Might not be bound to construe this Act
In the way that the hon. gentleman from
DeLanauditre would wish, I think that
It is not at all clear that the court
Would not construe it in that way.
I shall just call the attention of the
House to two or three points in connec-
tion with these two sections of the British
North America Act, and I shall first
read the sub-sections to which I refer.
Among the matters placed by the gist
section within the jurisdiction of the
general Parliament, we find ¢ 26. Mar-
tage and Divorce,” and, in the 92nd sec-
tion we find, among the subjects placed
within the exclusive power of the Provin-
cial legislatures, “ 1z. The solemnization
of the marriage in the Province,” “13.
Property and civil rights in the Province.”
I admit that at the first blush it would
appear that the matter of marriage rests
with this Parliament and not with the
Provincial legisiatures, but I think if we
80 a little further we will find a reason
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to doubt that. In the first place, recent
decisions of the Judicial Committee of the
Privy Council in England on questions
arising under the g1st and 92nd sections
of the British North America Act have
tended to give us altogether different
ideas as to the proper interpretation of
those sections from those which seemed
to prevail a little while ago. The ten-
dency of these decisions has been to
widen the sphere of the local legislatures
and to restrict the jurisdiction of the Par-
liament of Canada. I think the last
decisions we have had bearing on these
questions were the judgments in Parsons
and the Queen’s and Citizens’ Insurance
Companies. I noticed in reading over
the decisions in these cases that one point
upon which the Lords of the Privy Coun-
cil laid particular stress was the extent of
this thirteenth sub-section of the 92nd
section. They held that the effect of that
sub-section and of some others giving
power to the local legislatures could not
be avoided by giving an extensive inter-
pretation to the provisions in the gist
section. For instance, they held that the
words “the regulation of trade and com-
merce” did not refer to insurance at all.
Although the question before them was one
with reference to insurance, the language
and general wording of the decisions were
such as to limit very much, indeed, the
extent of these provisions under the gist
section. Now, I think that it is not an
unreasonable interpretation of the gznd
section, that under the term “solemnization
of marriage” you include not only the
actual ceremony, but everything connected
with the solemnization of marriage. It is
natural, when you give the local legislatures
jurisdiction over the solemnization of
marriage, that you should give them the
power to decide what parties should be
united in marriage. That, I consider, is
a reasonable interpretation of the clause.
Hon. gentlemen will remember that the
very nextsub-section after this twelfth, is
the one relating to property and civil
rights. As was made clear, amongst
others by the present Lieut.-Governor of
Manitoba, in the discussion previous to
Confederation, marriage is the very foun-
dation, particularly in the Province of
Quebec, of the whole system of property
and civil rights ; and if you take away from
the local legislatures the right to decide
who are to be married, and of declaring
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whether the offspring are legitimate or not,
you interfere with the most important
function fulfilled by a local legisla-
ture. I think we ought to be slow
in a matter of comparative indifference, as
the Minister of Justice admits this to be,
to do anything calculated to interfere with
the rights of the Provinces. The fact is,
if you pass this bill you repeal one or two
2ctions of the civil code of Quebec. Then
again, with reference to the interpretation
of the expression “marriage and divorce,”
in the g1st section. I think it is a prin-
ciple that is not altogether uncommon in
the interpretation of a statute, that where
you find words together, as in this case,
the one is to be taken to a certain extent
as cognate to the other, and I think, when
the terms “marriage and divorce” are
found there, the natural interpretation is
that this Parliament has the right to deal
with divorce and, and it has a right also,
to deal with the marriage sfatus as re-
gards the sundering of the tie.
1t is further reasonable to look at it in
the light of the meaning given to it by the
Solicitor-General of Lower Canada during
the Confederation debates. At any rate,
there is some reasonable doubt as to the
interpretation of this British North Amer-
ica Act, and I think that it will be
admitted that, at all events as legislators,
if we should not have the right as judges,
when we find doubt as to the interpreta-
tion of this statute, we have the right to
go behind the Act itself and see what were
the intentions of those who passed it. I
will, with your permission, refer to one or
two points in connection with the Confed-
eration debates. In the first place let us
look at the resolutions which were adopted
at Quebec and upon which the British
North America Act was based. Thesecond
section, in the address to the Queen, sets
out the kind of constitution the delegates
proposed to frame, and its language 1s as
follows :— A
“1n the federation of the British North
American Provinces, the system of Govern-
ment best adapted, under existing circum-
stances, to protect the diversified interests ot
the several Provinces and secure efficiency,
harmony and permanency in the working of
the Union would be a general Government
charged with matters of common interest to
the whole country, and local Governments for
each of the Canadas and for the Provinces ot
Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince
Edward Island, charged with the control of
local mattersin their respective sections, &c.”

Hon. MR. Power,
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This matter of the status of the people
in the Provinces, the legitimacy of child-
ren is hardly, I think, a matter that would
be left to the general Government. It is
not a matter of common interest to the
whole country ; it is a matter of interest
to those individuals themselves, and their
neighbors, and the Province which has to
deal with property which they may own.
Then I find this other fact in connection
with the terms aggreed upon at Quebec:
I find that while the powers given to the
general Parliament with reference to mar-
riage and divorce are worded exactly the
same as in the British North America
Act, in the section of the address to Her
Majesty which defines the powers that are
to be given to the local legislatures there
isno mention whatever of the solemnization
of marriage. Immediately before * prop-
erty and civil rights” comes the sub-
section dealing with the incorpora-
tion of companies, and there is
nothing dealing with the solemnization
of marriage. The question that naturally
suggests itself to one is, why that change
took place. My impression is that the
reason of that change was just the discus-
sion which wasreferred tobythe hon.Senator
fromDeLanauditére.  Theoriginal articles
contained no provision directly giving
power to the local legislatures to deal with
the question of marriage at all. It was
contended by the Solicitor General for
Lower Canada and other gentlemen, that
under the title of property and civil
rights they had the power to deal with it;
and I have no doubt it was with the view
of making this point clear that the dele-
gates representing the provinces in Loendon
provided thatthe solemnization of marriage
should be dealt with by the local legis-
latures. That is merely my impression,
but it is one which I think is highly prob-
able. I shall not quote the very eloquent
speech of the hon. gentleman who is now
Lieut.-Governor of the Province of Mani-
toba, with reference to the position of the
family, but I shall quote again the declara-
tion made by the honorable the Solicitor-
General of that day, Mr. Langevin. His
language was as follows:—

¢¢In order that I may be better understood
by the hon. member, I will read the written
declaration which I communicated to the
House the other evening. This declaration
reads as follows:

‘The word marriage has been placed in the
¢ draft of the proposed Constitution to invest
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‘the Federal Parliament with the right of
.declaring what marriages shall be held and
. ‘deemed to be valid throughout the whole
. &xtent of the Confederacy without, however,

interfering in any particular with the doc-
‘trines or rites of the religious creeds to
‘ which the contracting parties may belong.” »

That is the declaration; then he
continues,— )

““The hon. Member for Hochelaga will
please to remark that I have been careful in
reading this declaration, and, in order that no
doubt may exist respecting it, I have given to
the reporters the very text of thedeclaration.”

Nothing could be more solemn than
the pledge here given as to the meaning
of this provision.

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—Can those
declarations change the constitution as
we have it?

Hon. Mr. POWER-—I have already
said that, if we were sitting as judges in a
court where a question of right came up,
and where we had to interpret an Act al-
ready passed, I thought very possibly
we would not be justified in going behind
the statute ; but we are not acting in that
capacity here. We are now asked to pass
an Act taking this question out of the
jurisdiction of the local legislatures, and, I
think, looking at the solemn pledge made
by the Government of 1865 as to what
the provisions of the Union Act were to be,
that we would be breaking faith with the
Province of Quebecat any rate, if we were
to pass that Act. If there is not a strictly
legal obligation, there is a moral obligation
on the House not to do that. So much
with reference to the provisions which di-
rectly affect marriage ; but it seems to me
that, under the other sub-section as to
property and civil rights, we are also in-
fringing on the domain of the local legis-
latures, and we should not do that. I
think that this is not an improbable result
of our action—if we pass this Bill, our
legislation will be in conflict with two or
three articles of the Quebec Civil Code.
This question will come up in the Courts
of the Province of Quebec, very probably,
in a little while, and it is not unlikely that
the Courts will hold that our legislation
is wultra vires, and instead of putting an
end to the confusion which issaid to exist,
the probabilities are that that confusion
will be increased. It happens that one
Province in the Dominionfeels more keenly
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about this question than the others, and I
think that, in a case of this sort, in view
of the solemn pledge to which I have-re-
ferred, that this question would be left
within the domain of the local legislatures,
we should not pass this BilL. Everyone
knows how jealous the people of Quebec
are about all those questions of a quasi
religious or moral character, and I think
we 'would be acting very unfairly in now
undertaking to deal with the matter in
violation of the pledge that was given at
that time. It is just one of those measures
calculated to create dissatisfaction in the
Dominion. If we are in a position now
to interfere with civil rights in this
way, and with the status of individuals
in the Province of Quebec, or any other
Province, we may hereafter interfere fur-
ther with their civil rights by a forced
constructionofthe Union Act. But,leaving
the constitutional question, which, I think,
is one of very great importance, there are
two or three other questions which arise.
Supposing we have the power to pass this
Act, that there is nothing unconstitutional
about it, is it such a measure as we should
sanction? Does it recommend itself to
the moral sense of hon. gentlemen?
(Cries of “Yes”) I mean, is it one that
there is any sort of moral obligation on us
to pass?

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—YVes.

Hon. Mr. POWER—With all due
deference to the hon. gentleman behind
me (Mr. Ogilvie) I think the moral obli-
gation is the other way. I agree with the
honorable the Minister of Justice that so
far as marriages of this particular kind are
concerned, there is not much to be made
out of the Scriptural argument: textsmay be
construed in either direction ; but we have
this fact which there is no gainsaying—
that whatever the practice may have been
under the old dispensation, whatever the
correct interpretation of the Old Testa-
ment may be, there is no doubt whatever
that under the Christian dispensation, from
the beginning, these marriages were for-
bidden everywhere throughout the Chris-
tian world. (Cries of, “No, no.”) I
presume that hon. gentlemen on all sides
agree that at all events during the first
ten centuries, the Christian Church held
none but sound doctrines, and during all
that time those marriages were forbidden,
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One of the changes made by the new dis-
pensation was that a man and his wife were
one “flesh for all purposes, and her rela-
tives were his relatives. That law was
rigidly enforced. That is not only the
general law of the church to which I
belong, but it is the law of the Greek
Church, which has preserved almost all
the old practices of the early church. The
rule is very strict in the Greek Church.
We find that the same rule has existed
from the beginning in the Church of Eng-
land. The same rule is laid down by the
Presbyterian Church. Those marriages
are forbidden by all these Churches, and,
consequently, whatever the doctrine laid
down by the Old Testament may be, we
have the fact that all Christian denomina-
tions, up to the seventeenth century at all
events, concurred in forbidding those
marriages. The hon. gentleman from
Montreal (Mr. Ogilvie) said the other day
that in these days of steamboats, tele-
graphs and railways, we ought not to be
restricted in this way. I regret to say
that a great many of the old limits which
did restrict and control people in morality
and order are giving way at the present
day, and I think it is very much to be
regretted. This Chamber should be one
of the last bodies in the world to remove
any of the barriers which still exist. The
hon. gentleman, I presume, does not
wish to see Canada in the same position
as a great many states of the Union,
where the barriers have been swept away
to a very much greater extent than here,
and where the family has been almost
destroyed.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—If the hon.
gentleman is referring to me again, 1
think it might be as well for him to be
correct in his statements. When he said
that I spoke as if I wished to have these
restrictions removed, he is totally wrong.
I said that in this age of telegraphs, rail-
ways and other great improvements,
there was no reason why we should not
have improvements in the marriage law as
well as in other things.

HoN. Mr. POWER—TI think the prob-
abilities are that if the improvements go
on in this direction for any length of time
we shall not have any marriage left. That
is really where they have got to now ina
great many States of the America Union.

Hon. Mr. Powsr.
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In some of the States I think the propor-
tion of divorces to marriages is one to six ;
and a little further progress in that direc-
tion, a little more improvement out of the
way of the restrictions which now operate
toprevent marriages, will bringthem downto -
pretty near the level at which the South
Sea Islanders were when first discovered.
There are very strong moral reasons why
we should not do away with the present
restrictions.

But putting aside the constitution-
al and religious objections, I think
there is a very serious question whether
this is such a measure as we should pass.
When any small number of petitioners
come to this House, and ask us to alter a
system which has existed from the begin-
ning of the Christian dispensation until
the present time, and which has worked
very satisfactorily on the whole, they
ought to make out a very strong case on
their own behalf. Another thing must be
remembered—they are asking us to alter
our law so as to make it unlike that of the
Mother Country. With all deference to
the ability of gentlemen who have spoken
with reference to this Bill, no strong case
has been made out for such a change.
That is not because the hon. gentlemen
are wanting in ability, for they are full
of it; but it is because there is no
strong case to be made out on behalf
of the measure. The hon. member
who had charg: of the Bill, and one or
two others who followed him, undertook
to show cause for its introduction. One
of the principal reasons was that it was
necessary, because of the great hardship
suffered by persons who had contracted
these alliances and who had found them-
selves in a very embarassing position. 1
cannot sympathize with those people as
much as these hon. gentlemen do. 1
think if a person sees an article of furni-
ture, or a purse of money belonging to his
neighbor which would suit him very well,
and he annexes it, the law is apt to visit his
offence with very serious consequences;
but I never heard much sympathy express-
ed for people under such circumstances.
Then as to. the difficulty which arises
about property in cases where these alli--
ances are contracted, that is one of the
inconveniences of contravening the law.
Where the law has been contravened and
property has to be disposed of, a man can
get over that difficulty by making his will.
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One argument has been used by the hon.
gentlemen who have spoken in favor of
this Bill which was used beforegand has
appeared in the press a great deal—that
1s, the argument that the best person to
take care of the orphan children is their
mother’s sister. Now I think there
Is a great deal of truth in that statement;
but I do not at all agree in the conclu-
sions that the supporters of the Bill draw
fromit. The fact is that, while a man looks
upon his wife’s sister in the same light as
he does on his own sister, there is no
reason why she should not stay in his house
even after his wife’s death, and act the
_Part of a mother to her nephews and
nieces : but if you pass this Bill and place
her in the same position as any other
woman, she has to leave the house at once;
and the effect of passing the Bill would be,
instead of giving the children their aunt’s
care, to take that care away from them.

HoN. MrR. ALMON-—Might I interrupt
the hon. gentleman to inquire whether a
widower is allowed to have a governess in
the house to look after the children, even
when she is young and good looking ?
Is it wicked or wrong, or does it lead to
immorality ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—If I were any
friend of the governess, I should sooner
not have her there.

Hon. MR, ALMON—You have a very
bad opinion of mankind in general.

Hon. MR. POWER—As to the argu-
ment of convenience and propriety, there
is no preponderance of argument in favor
of the Bill, and consequently it would be
our duty to reject it. In the absence ot
any preponderance of argument in support
of the measure, those who ask us to pass
it should show that there is a strong popu-
lar feeling in support of it outside. There
has been no evidence of the existence of
any such feeling; on the contrary, the
popular feeling, so far as we have evidence
of it, is hostile to the measure. The hon.
gentleman from Rookwood (Mr. Odell)
pointed out that while there have been
only two or three petitions in favor of the
Bill there have been fifty-eight against it,
and that while the signatories to the pe-
titions for the Bill have not amounted to
more than 200 or so, at the outside, the
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signatories against the measure have
amounted to 3,369, of whom 1,237 are
females. These petitions against the mea-
sure come from all parts of the Dominion
—from Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia,
New Brunswick, and Prince Edward Is-
land; while the petitions in favor of the Bill
come from Quebec only. I think the falt

Jhat there are so few signatures to the pe-

titions in favor of the measure is the best
evidence in the world that the popular
feeling is against it.

Now I presume the House will be rather
pleased to hear that I have nearly finish-
ed ; but I must refer to the last argument
to which hon. gentlemen are driven who
support this Bill. It is that if there is no
other reason for agreeing to it there is
the fact that the House of Commons has
passed it a second time. Now I do not
think there is any hon. gentleman here
who looks with more respect on the deci-
sions of the House of Commons than I
do, but I think at the same time that we
should not sacrifice our independence as
a House. If I felt that there was a pro-
portionate majority of the voters outside
sustaining the majority of the House of
Commons on this question, I should
not dream of voting against the Bill; but
as I have said the evidence is the other
way ; and notwithstanding what has been
said by the hon. Minister of Justice, the
fact is that the majority in favor of the
measure this year was less than on the
previous occasion. . The division which
tests the feeling of the House for or
against a measure is on the second read-
ing, and two years ago there were nine-
teen members of the House of Commons
who voted against the second reading,
and one hundred and forty voted in its
favor ; the opponents of the Bill number-
ed on that occasion only one-eighth of the
House. This year at the second reading
in that Chamber thirty-four voted against
the Bill and one hundred and thirty sup-
ported it—out of a House of one hun-
dred and seventy-one members; so that
one-fifth of that House voted against the
second reading. Now I think that shows
a very decided growth of sentiment in
the popular branch of Parhament, in
what I consider a proper direction, and
my impression is that if we postpone this
measure for a couple of years more we
shall probably have a majority in the
House of Commons taking a proper and
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have tried to show, there is no very strong
argument in favor of this Bill, and I for
one fail to see that there is any pressing
reason why we should passit. No one
has attempted to show that any very
serious consequences will result from let-
ting it stand over, which I think would be
the better course to pursue. In the first
place it is questionable whether we have
a right to pass the Bill, when we look at
the wording of the British North Ameri-
ca Act and at the discussions which took
place in connection with that Act or with
the Quebec scheme, and the pledges
given by the Government at that time.
But even if we have the power, it is not
this sort of measure that we should pass.

Hon. MR, FLINT—When I was a boy
1 used to obey the school-master, but it
seeems that we have a school-master in
this House who, upon every occasion,
lays down the law in connection with all
business matters which come before us;
I refer to my hon. friend who has just
taken his seat. No doubt his great legal
talents entitle him to give his views upon
all occasions and there is perhaps no objec-
tion to that, but when we remember
that we have in this Chamber opinions
of our own it is not to be expected
that we shall all agree with him. I cer-
tainly differ from him very materially
in the question which is now before us,
and after listening to his address I must
say that he might have said in five or ten
minutes all that was to the point, instead
of consuming so much of the time of this
House as he has done.  However, as he
has got through, I shall thank the House
if I am permitted to speak for a few min-
utes, and I am sensible of the attention
which is always accorded to me when I
do speak. I am very much obliged to
my hon. friend the Minister of Justice
for the very lucid manner in which he
gave us to understand what he believed
and what I believe is the law on this
matter of marriage and divorce. I fully
agree with him, although I could not
have got up here and given the full expo-
sition which we have heard from him on
this subject ; and I think the thanks of
this House are due to that hon. gentle-
man for the course he has taken in giving
us that enlightenment, after the action of
my hon. friend just below me (Mr. Belle-

HoN. MR. POWER.

and made a very labored speech yester-
day. New I differ from that hon. gen-
tleman, and take objection to his motion
for this reason : while in Quebec a man
may marry his deceased wife’s sister by
means of a dispensation, we in Ontario
and in many of the other Provinces on
the contrary have no such course open to
us, and why should we be deprived of
marrying our deceased wives’ sisters if we
choose? The hon. gentleman went so
far as to say he would be very glad if he
could give us the Bill, but it was from
conscientious motives and because of
what he considered was a legal point in
reference to the British North America
Act that he opposed it. Now I maintain
that, if the hon. gentleman was so anx-
ious to give us the Bill, he should have
lent his aid and co-operation to the meas-
ure instead of moving the six months
hoist ; and he should have left it to those
who are opposed to the Bill to test its
legality before the courts. I think that
would have heen a fair and generous
course, because the people of the Prov-
ince of Quebec are in a much better posi-
tion in the matter of marrying the sisters
of their deceased wives than we are in
Ontario and the other provinces ; and if
my hon. friend had considered a little
longer he perhaps would not have offered
the motion which is now before the
House. Leaving this point, I might re-
mark that my hon. friend just below me
(Mr. Odell) in commencing his speech
yesterday seemed to address the first part
of it tome. Now I have no objection
to that, but he rather took me by sur-
prise, for I did not suppose that an indi-
vidual so humble as myself would com-
mand that attention from the hon. gen-
tleman which he gave me yesterday.
He spoke of my holding up the Bible,
and seemed to wish to know if I was go-
ing to do the same thing on this occasion.
I replied in a very few words that it was
not my intention to cast my pearls, but I
did not intend to convey what I think the
hon, gentleman took as my meaning, in
speaking in that way. I meant that I
was not going to cast my pearls away by
taking my Bible and reading from it on
this occasion to hon. gentlemen here who
jeered and laughed at me when I had it
in this Chamber two years ago.
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Hon. Mr. ODELL—Does the hon.
gentlemen say I did so?

Hon.
Swine ?

Mr. DICKEY—Who are the

Hon. MRr. FLINT—So far as that goes
there was a general laugh and I thought
that some hon. gentlemen were inclined
to jeer at me for having used my Bible.
The reason why I brought that Bible and
Placed it on my desk was this ; that I had

eard passages in reference to this matter
from Leviticus which were quoted wrong-
ly; and I was prépared with the law and
the testimony that I might quote correct-
ly. It was not because I set myself up as
a priest or bishop, for I am only a hum-
ble layman ; but still I trust when I read
my Bible that I can understand it as well
as if I went to a clerical gentleman and
asked him to explain what the meaning
of the words might be. In a conversation
with a clergyman just before I came here
he gave me to understand that I did not
know the meaning of the Scriptures, but
I told him that I thought I knew as much
about them as he did, and at any rate 1
can take a common sense view of the
case. I wish to say here that there is not
to be found in the Bible anything that
goes to shew that a man may not marry his
deceased wife’s sister. Now, as to these
petitions, my hon. friend from Montreal
(Mr. Ogilvie) stated I think that twelve
hundred clergymen had petitioned——

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—I stated that I
had the best information for saying that
there was a petition handed into the
House of Commons with the signatures
of twelve hundred clergymen in Canada
attached to it.

Hon. Mr. FLINT—It has beenremark-
ed that most of the fifty-eight petitions
which have come here have been headed
by clergymen, but I say that we stand in
a vast majority in this matter so far as
regards the number of people upon those
petitions. My hon. friend from Rook-
wood (Mr. Odell) belittled one petition
from the ladies of Montreal in favor of
the measure, and stated there were not
three hundred but only one hundred and
twenty-five names upon it ; but let us take
his own petitions in opposition to the Bill
and how do we know how those names
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were obtained; how do we know that
some one has not taken them into ladies’
schools and got every little girl to sign
them? I know how petitions are got up ;
the hon. gentleman said that a man
might get up a petition to hang himself

if he chose, and there is no doubt of it.

There are plenty of ways of getting up
petitions and I have seen enough of that
kind of business. I had the honor of
over-hauling one petition which came
from a certain constituency in Prince
Edward on which there were many names
of persons who had left the country years
before, and many others who had actually
died and gone to mother earth ; that peti-
tion was rejected, and very properly, by
this House. I am stronger in my opinion,
in reference to the question which is now
before the House—that this Bill should
pass in its present shape—than I was last
session. I reiterate now what I then said,
that when a woman dies she is no longer
the man’s wife and she is no longer the
sister of the one who is left. Then let
us take the Episcopal Church: when they
marry they say “until death do them
part,” so it follows that when death parts
them they are no longer connected. If a
man is not connected with the dead body
of his late wife surely the sister of that
woman is not connected with her. I think
that is fair and logical reasoning; at all
events I have always held this view, and
shall keep to it unless some hon. gentle-
man convinces me to the contrary. 1 do
not wish to take up any more time, but I
must express the hope that this measure
will pass, and if any parties feel aggrieved,
let them go to the higher courts and see
if such legislation can be successfully op-
posed. I am satisfied that it will be
better to pass this law rather than to have
those of our people who wish to marry
their deceased wives’ sisters, going over to
the United States for that purpose. I say
let us save the money, and keep it in our
own country; let our own clergymen
have the benefit of it. In every respect I
would follow that principle, I do not want
to go the United States for anything; I
am satisfied it is a wrong course, and one
which does not tend to the advancement
of this Dominion.

Ho~n. Mr. TRUDEL—The hon. gen-
tleman who last spoke, has alluded to the
time when he was a boy, and I may re-
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mark that we old people are generally in-
clined to refer to the time when we were
young. I shall myself have to allude to
some important facts which occurred, not
perhaps when I was a boy, but still many
years ago, and which are still fresh in
my memory. Before doing so, however
I must refer to something which was said
in connection with the religious belief to
which I belong. When a similar Bill
to that now before this House came up
two years ago, I thought it my duty to
oppose it on two principal grounds. My
first objection was to the form of the Bill,
which was in direct opposition to the law
of my church. The second objectionable
feature was what seemed to me the un-
constitutional character of the measure ;
but I must say at once that I do not think
the present Bill is so objectionable as the
one which was presented two years ago—
at least in a religious point of view. The
measure under consideration is not now
in flat contradiction to the law of my
church, but still I think it is objec-
tionable to a certain extent. As to the
constitutional reason it has not in any
way been affected but it remains as strong
as it was in the past, and has been placed
squarely before the House by the hon.
mover of the amendment (Mr, Bellerose).
I may say I think the country is greatly
indebted to that hon. gentleman for hav-
ing raised the constitutional question so
fairly on this occasion. As to the reli-
gious question, there seems to be a mis-
apprehension upon the part of some hon.
gentlemen in this Chamber. It appears
to be the general belief—and it has been
expressed by the hon. gentleman who has
just spoken (Mr. Flint)—that there is
some law in Quebec which places the
people of that Province on a footing
different from that of those in the other
provinces of the Dominion. This is en-
tirely incorrect, for we in the Province of
Quebec are under the same prohibition
as that which obtains in the other parts
of Canada ; but there is this difference
between Catholics and people of other
denominations,—that in the Catholic
church, though such marriages are pro-
hibited, there is reserved by the church
the power to grant dispensations in extra-
ordinary cases, when the authorities of
the church believe. there is good reason
for such a course. And here I would
say that this rule applies equally to the
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Catholics in all the other provinces, and
there is not the slightest difference be-
tween. their position and that ot the peo-
ple of the same faith in Quebec. I ask
the hon. gentleman to remember that the
prohibition exists by a law of our church,
and it is incorrect to say that these mar-
riages are permitted by the Catholic
church ; but there is a special pro-
viso if you like, and it is to the effect
that they may be allowed under excep-
tional circumstances. To say that these
marriages are permitted by the law of
our church would be the same as to say
that the rules of this House allow a pri-
vate bill to be presented before being
preceded by a petition—that it is per-
mitted by the rules of this Senate to have*
the three readings of a measure during
the same sitting—or something of that
kind. Now any one who would make
such an assertion, would at once provoke
a denial from the members of this House,
and he would be told that on the con-
trary our rules prohibit the three read-
ings of a bill in the same sitting ; that a
bill could not here be introduced unless
a petition to that effect had previously
been presented. It would, however, be
explained to him that there are certain
cases where the House, for good reasons,
may dispense with those rules; and it is
the same with the Catholic church. My
hon. friend from Halifax (Mr. Power) has
properly stated that in all epochs of the
Christian era those marriages have been
looked upon with disfavor ; it has been
the general rule and policy of our church
to discourage them, and I may say that
such is even at the present day the
tendency of all religious denominations.