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House of Commons Debates.

FIRST SESSION—SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.

HOUSE OF COMMOXS.
vl“mh&\\". oth July, 1891
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o clovk.
PRAYERS
QUENTION OF PRIVILEGE.
Mr. CHARLTON. Refore the Onders of the

Day are called, I rise to-a question of privilege, for |
the purpwse of correcting a misstatement n @ ve- |

port contained in & very rexpectable journal indeed,

the Toronte Mail, and I have no doubt the wmisve. |
port was in consequence of an accident or misap- |

prehension.  The report is as follows :—

“Mr. BOWELL. That stxtement is made fors prrpose,
May I tell the hon, gentlemran it is just as filse——

“Atr, CHARLTON.  As false as hell? (Caughter)™

1 &id not use that language, and -1 do not wish to |

take from the Minister of

belong to him in that regard.
WAYS AND MEANX--THE TARIFF.

House resumed adjourned debate on the propuos-

ed motion of Mr. Foster: * That the Resolutions |

adopted in Committee of Ways and Means on
Tuesday kast, the 23ed ustant,
time : " and the wotion of Sir Richant Cartwright
- amendment thereto.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron),  Mr. Speaker, in
rising to address the Honse on a subject which has

engaged its attention for the last few days, I must !}
& A

claim the induigence of members on both sides

There has beex an exhaustive debate on guestions !

of particular interest to this country, on guestions
on which hon. members on both sides of the House
do not see eye to eye.
brought up in ditferent. atmospheres and wader dif-

ferent political circumstances, ad while the mew- |
bers of each party are endeavounring to do what they |

believe te be right and in the interest of the coun-
try we cannot agree, it is therefore important. that
a full, complete and ample diseussion shoald take

Customs the lanrels that |

be read a second |

‘Probably we have been|

 place om all these taportant gquestionss  We have
heard during the last few days many eloguent
' speeches from the other side of the Howse lawding
- the financial policy of the Govermment, amd pazti
- cularly arding the fiseal policy of the Government.
E We on this side of the House are opposed both to
the financial and fiseal poliey of the (Govermment,
believing they are both contrary to the best inter
ests of this country.  We believe that the tinancik
 administration of public atfairs by the Government
Fnow in power, has not been in the xterests of the
country.  We were told yesterday by the hom.
- member for Llstet (Mr. Desjardins) that the policy
Fof the Govermment deserved the endorsation of
every individual i the country, that, whencompar-
od with the tinancial policy of the Liberal CGovern-
| nrentt. ander the able leadership of the hon. mew-
ilrer for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) the Conserva-
tives had a vight to be proud of their policy.  The
- hom, wcmleman proceeded to show that during the
| Liberal Administration there was a succession of
 deficits, and he guoted from the Public Accounts
to show that, during four yvears out-of the five
vears the Liberals were in power, there was no less
 than S6.500,000 of deficit incurred.  In connection
with that statement he satd that during that thwe
the taxation of the people did not decrease. I the
hon, gentleman will turn up the Pablic Accounts,
Lon page 30, Roman numerals, be will find he was
fnn\\mken in that statement, and 1 am astontshed
' that he did not notice that the taxation of the peo-
 ple during those four years of deticit did decrease,
The hon. gentlewan has said that we had 86,500,-
OO0 of Jdeticits during the yewrs 187475, IRT5-76,
1ISTO-77, INTT-3S, and 187879, while the taxation
remained fuily as high ax before. The taxation
 Quring the first year of the Liberal Administration
was 220,644,878, and the average taxation of the
 other four years during which there were deficits
| was only S18,159,000, or more than $2,500,000 lees :
thai during the first year of the &ﬁln‘mn\m\wm of -
, the Liberal party.  But the hon. memlrer Qi not
tell thie House that there were dej' HES durmg the
{«lmmx\tmmm of hon. gent.emen opposite. He
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did not tell the House that during four years of
their Administration deficits occurred, not of
£6,500,000, but of £10,500,000, an average deficit
of $2,500,000, as compared with- one of 81,600,000
during the Administration of the Liberal party.
But the hon. gentleman did not tell the House
that the taxation of the people increased largely
when the Conservatives ha({ the deficits. The
average taxation during the Liberal regime was
818,195,000, but under the Tory Adwministration
during the years of their deficits the taxation of
the people was 324,317,000, or an increase of over
26,000,000, with a deficit of 810,500.000. I ask
the hon. gentleman to compare the statement in
that light, and he has the figures before him, and I
am sure he will conclude that I am giving a fair
statement of the facts of the case. But the hon.
gentleman, passing away from the deticit, sought
to prove that the debt of this country did not bear
more heavily on the people of Canada than did the
debt of the United States on the American people.
When we consider the cause of the debt of the
United States to be the great war which was com-
menced in 1861, and raged with tremendous force
for four long years, and increased the public debt
of that country to 82,700,000,000 odd, and when
we remember that during the last thirty years they
have reduced that extraordinary debt down to
£924,000,000, as it was on the 30th June, 1890, we
must see that this reduction is indeed remarkable.
If the hon. gentleman divides that debt amongst
the population of the United States, he will find
there is only an average of $14.60 per capite, or, if
he divides it as to famnilies, he will find there are
only 873 for each family in the United States ; and
if he takes the interest upon that debt, which
amounts to $36,000,000 at the present time, he will
find that the per capita rate is only 57 cents, or
$2.85 per family. Now, Sir, I will throw in the
State debt, in order to show you the extraordinary
difference Letween the rate per capita in this coun-
try and in the United States. This State debt of the
United States amounts to $229,000,000, the country
debt amounts to $200,000,000. and adding thereto.
the $924,000,000 national debt, it makes a total of.
$1,353,000,000.  But, Sir, if we divide that by the
population of the United States, we will find that
the per capita tax upon the people of the United
States is-only 821.50, whereas the per capita tax
on our debt in Canada amounts to 846 per head,
$230_per family, and the interest amounts to 21.85
per head, or §9.25 _
$2.85 per fumily in the United States.
gentlemnan made another comparison.

that the expenditure last year in the United States
was something like $346,000,000, but he must re-
member that he included in that $346,000,000,
$48,000,000 which was credited to the sinking
fund, so that if he subtracts 848,000,000 from 8346, -
(130,000 he will find that in all the other depart-
ments of the Government there were only expend-
ed 8297,000,000 by the United States. But he

The "hon.

‘told the House that we had a great many payments

in Canada which they had no corresponding pay-
ments for.in the United States, and, therefore, the
comparison ‘between the two countries, without
throwing. out these extra.expenditures, would not
Ye a fair and:just-one. :
throw .out from both accounts the expenditure
which. one bears, and which .the other does. not.
The hon. gentleman spoke'in regard to the subsi-
dies to the provinces-amounting last year to$3,905,-
Mr MacpoNaLp (Huron)

per family, as compared with.

He stated

Well, that is true. . Letus

—————— ——- -

000, and we will throw that out of the $36,000,600
of our expenditure. He spoke of the administra-
tion of justice, which was $700,000 ; but here I
must put into possession of the hon. gentleman
this fact : That if the Canadian Government spends
this sum for the administration of justice, the
United States Central Government spends a very
large sum for that same purpose. He will bear in
miud that the Supreme Court of the United States,
sustained by the Central Government, has eight
judges ; the Circuit Courts of Claims have five
judges : the Superior Court of the District of Col-
umbia has six judges; the District Courts, fifty-
eight judges ; and the Circuit Courts, nine judges :
making eight-six judges, ata cost of about $500,000
to the United States, as compared with the £700,-
000 it costs for the administration of justice in Can-
ada. The hon. gentleman told us also that the
Canadian (Government sustained the penitentiaries.
an item which did not appear in the expenditure of -
the United States; we will throw out that item
amounting to $404,000. We will also throw out,
our expenditure on the Militia amnounting to
$1,200,000, an expenditure which the Central
Government of the United States does not have,
becanse, as we know', the different States support
their own militic. And as I have thrown out the
sinking fund from the American expenditure, it is
right that I should also throw out the amount of the
Canadian sinking fund which amounted to $1,888,-
000 last year. That makes a total of about £8,000,-
000, and subtracting that 88,000,000 from the
$36,000,000 of expenditure in Canada, the ex-
penditure of our Government outside those expen-
ditures I have mentioned would be $28,000,000.
I think that is the sum which the hon. gentleman
stated we really possessed. The hon. gentleman
must remember, however, that, on the other hand,
the Government of the United States have large
payments for which we have no similar payments,
and if it is right and just that I should throw- out
those payments that they have not, it is but right
and just that we should throw out of their expendi-

‘ture the payments which we have not. The Unit-

ed-States pay for their navy %$22,000,000; we have

‘mo.navy to support ; their military establishments

cost:them $44,000,000, for.which we have no similar

-expenditure ; their pensions cost.them $107,000,000 ;

their diplomatic and .consular service in different
parts of the world cost $3,000,000, and the District
of Columbia costs themn . $2,900,000 over receipts.

‘Now; Sir, adding these altogether we have a total

of $178,900,000 paid by the United States on ex-
penditures, for which we have nothing similar in
Canada; or, in other words, we take away from
their total expenditure of $297,000,000 60 per
cent., and we take away from Canadian expendi-
ture 22} per cent., so that in Canada we have 78
per cent. of the total income to spend upon depart-
ments similar to those in the United States, and
the United States have only 40 per cent. to spend.
Therefore, we can conclude upon this basis that
the.per capita expenditure in Canada would be
$5.44, and the per capita expénditure .in the
‘United States would be $1.89, or a difference of
$3.55 per capita in the United States, accord-
ing £ this equitable bagis which I-have drawn up,
and the principle of which-has been admitted by
theshon. gentleman who discussed these -questions
yesterday. Now, Mr. Speaker, in passing from
that particular line of thought, it will-not be ex-
pected that I should follow the member for
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LIslet (Mr. Desjardins), who spoke for such
a long time yesterday, on the various ways in
which he presented his conclusions. It is not
likely that I will read to you from Mr. Glad-
stone’s answer to Mr. Blaine's letter, from which the
hon. gentleman read very copious extracts yester-
day. 1t is not very likely, oris it expected from me,
that T will follow him into the relations of the con-
tinental powers and spend half an hour talking on
that subject, as he did yesterday.
for the purpose of discussing the questions arising
in foreign countries, but we are here as practical
men for the purpose of considering the questions
Lefore us. in reference to the intevests of our own
country, and in reference to its advancement ; and
in order to be practical we must come down to
practical things.  We were told yesterday that the
National Policy had accomplished a great deal. We
were told that it had raised this country from a
period of depression to a period of progression. We
were told that it brought us from a condition of
despondency to a conditionof hopefulness. We were
told that it brought us from a condition of financial
stringency to a period of cash in abundance ; from
a period of declining foreign trade to a period of
enlarged commerce ; from a period of emigration
toa period of immigration, and from a period of
dependence on the United States markets to an
iudependence of the United States markets.  Sir,
we were told yesterday that we were brought from
a period of a desire for reciprocity, to a period of
repudiation of reciprocity even in natural products.
But, Sir, I want to examine this National Policy in
some of its details, and ascertain, if possible, if the
henetits attributed to the National Policy have heen
realized by the people of Canada. Wehave been told
frequently in eloquent language by the hon. Minis-
ter of Finance, by the hon. Minister of Agriculture,

by the hon. Minister of Justice, and by their fol-

lowers in this House and in different parts of the
country, that our foreign trade was being increased ;
that although the protective policy had tended
to prevent us réalizing the markets of the United
States to the extent we desired, yet in their
absence there were markets beyond the sea and in
other parts of the world which were being opened
up to the export trade of Canada. Let me read to
you some remarks made by Sir John Macdonald in
1882 in reference to this particular question. He
was pointing out the great etforts heing made under
the Nutional Policy to extend our trade with for-
eign countries. He made reference to the efforts
made by the Liberal party, and in asserting their
failure, he proceeded to express himself in these
words : :

*“1'am not aware—my memory may be at fault—that
those gentlemen opposite ever made a single advance to
any fdreign nation, or sought to develop the trade.of
Canada in_any port of the civilized or uncivilized world.
I believe it was inour time that the development and
extension of ourtrade was .commenced, and I am-proud
to say that our mother country is truly a. mother country
in the best sense of the word, always assisting us, especi-
ally of late, in any attempt or any expressed: desire of
Canada for the development of her trade with any and
every country in the world. * -* We commenced at
onee to oxtend our trade. In:the first place we'went to_a
nation on this side of the Atlantic, and we have got the
official, the not gstentatious, -but, to a greatextent, the
expressed assistance of ‘Her Majesty's representative .at
the Court of Brazil, and we have-now, a line .runring
monthly between Canada and Brazil, and although that
trade is in its infancy, I think the indications .are clear
that one of our best markets in the future will be Brazil.
The commodities of the two countries are of such diverse

Weare not here !

nature that we can profitably send our productions to
Brazil and receive hers in exchange.*’

Now, Sir, that was a very plausible speech. His
Government attempted to establish a trade with
Brazil, and what assistance had they in that
attempt ¥ First, they had the assistance of the
mother country ; secondly, they had the assistance
of the British Minister at the Court of Brazil ;
thirdly, they had a diversity of products to
exchange with that country, one product being the
complement of the other ; fourthly, they had a line
of steamers running between the ports of the
Maritime Provinces and Brazil at that time ; and
fifthly, they had the advantage of the National
Policy. Not a single word could be said against
that speech in 1882 when Sir John Macdonald
delivered it ; it appeared plausible from the tirst
line to the last. But eight years have since passed ;
and the course of that trade will show what hon.
gentlemen oppesite have accomplished during that
time under the National Policy and by all the
favourable circumstances to which Sir John Mac-
donald referred. Let us see. In 1882, when Sir
John Macdonald spoke, our export trade with
Brazil was $493,000. This was the trade which
he expected to enlarge almost beyond bounds.
Now, let us see what all this assistance has
brought to the Government during these eight
years.  Our trade last year with the same country
was 5352,200, or S141,000 less than it was when Sirv
John Macdonald made this speech, and our average
annual trade with Brazil for these cight years was
only 8352,700. T ask the members of the Couser-
vative party if they are satistied with the condi-
tion of this export trade, which has depreciated 30
per cent. during those eight years ¥  But, Sir, the
hon. Minister of Finance has been particularly
eloquentalsoinpointing out the prospects and possi-
bilities of trade in other directions. Hear what he
has said in regard to our trade with the West
Indies. On thatsubject he hasspoken eloquently in
every Budget speech which he has delivered, and 1
think I have heard them all. He says that the
West Indies produce a great many things which we
require in this country, and that we produce a
great many things which they require. That is
true. They wunt flour, but they go to the United
States for it ; they want pork, but they go to the
United States for it ; they want to sell sugar, but
they sell it principally i the United States; and
so on through all the lines of trade. But, Sir, the
hon. Minister said : '

“Thave had something to do with steamship lines to
the West Indies, and I am able to state that a very pro-
fitnble market stands open in that direction for nearly
every produet.’’

Now, what has been the result* When the hon,
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) was at the
head of the Government, it was said by Sir John
Macdonald that he was doing nothing at all in the
direction of extending our foreign trade. Now,
Sir, I ind thatin 1878 we sent to the West Indies
83,765,000 worth of goods. But inorder to consider
this question in a fair way, I have divided
the years from 1873 to 1880, inclusive, into
three periods of six years each. The first period
extends from 1873 to 1878, inclusive, the second
from 1879 to 1884, inclusive, and the third from
1885 to 1890, inclusive ; and when I speak of the
first, second and third respectively, hon. géntlemen
will know to what divisions of time I refer. In the
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first period our annual average exports to the West
Indies were $3,765,000—that was under the Liberal
Administration ; in the second they were $£3,239,-
000 ; and in the third period, $2,469,000 ; or a de-
crease under the administration of hon. gentlemen
opposite and the regime of the National Policy,
and with the advantages of two steamship lines,
one from St. John and the other from Halifax to
the ports of the West Indies, of 34 per cent.
Surely hon. gentlen:cn opposite are not satisfied with
such fruits of the National Policy. Then, Sir, we
have been told that our trade is largely extending
with Australia, that country far across the seas.
Now, Sir, in the first period our trade with
Australia amounted to 3160,000, not a very large
trade ; in the second period it amounted to
£268,000, showing an increase for which I give the
Government credit ; and in the third period
it amounted to S420,000). But, between the year
before last and last year, there was a decrease of
£190,000 in our export trade with Australia. And
you must bear in mind, Sir, that this export trade
is largely from one of the western provinces.
£170,000 of . the total went from British Columbia,
and not one single dollar’s worth of farm products
was shipped from this country to the markets of
Australia ; so that these narkets have mnot
heen opened to our farmers and do not furnish
an outlet for our agricultural products, which
can only find an embargoed market in the
United States. How often have you heard, Sir,
hon. gentlemen opposite speak elojuently of the
trade established, or about to be established, with
China and Japan. We were told, last year, and
the year before that, and then it was reiterated
this year again by the hon. Finance Minis-
ter, that. there are great possibilities of
establishing a permanent and profitable trade
with those countries across the Pacific Ocean.
Well, we find in the first period to which 1 referred,
that our average trade with those countries was
846,000 annually, and that was the period dur-
ing which we had not the facilities of to-day.
We had not at that time the Canadian Pacific
Railway spanning the continent, and the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway steamships crossing the
Pacific Ocean ; and, consequently, we cculd not
reasonably expect our trade to be, ten or twelve
years ago, anything like what it should be now.
‘But what is the result? In the second period to

which I referred, our trade with China and Japan:
was 564,500, or an increase of about $22,000. In

the third period, our trade amounted to $73,500 ;
an increase over the first period of only £27,500;

but.under the Administration of the hon. member:

for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), when we had no
communication with thewestern routeat all, we sent,
in 1878, from this country 3102,500 worth, although
we had not the Canadian Pacific Railway or a line
of steamers on the Pacific Ocean. This does not
show that the foreign trade policy of the Govern-
ment .has been a success to the country, con-

-sidering the advantages they had at their disposal,

which the ' Liberal Administration had not. But,

-again, look at the efforts made to establish
: ith France is a country with’
which we should have a large foreign trade. - She;
is a_country whose language, customs and manners’
are the same, and 'who worship-at-the same shrine'

a-trade with France.

as one-third of:our:people, and, therefore, it would

be reasonable to expect that we would send tolcy

Mr, MacpoxaLp (Huron).

France a large portion of the articles they con-
sume, and import from that country much of the
goods we consume. But what has been the result
of the Government’s policy in regard to France?
In the first period, our exports to France amounted
to £389,000, and in the third period to $365,000,
or a decrease of $20,000; and in 1878, when
the Mackenzie Administration was in office, our
exports to France were $369,400, whereas in 1890,
the last year of the present Administration, they
only amounted to $278,500, a decrease of $90,900.

ROYAL ASSENT TO BILLS.

A Message was delivered by the Gentleman Usher
of the Black Rod, as follows :—

Mr. SPEAKER,—

His Honour, Chief Justice Sir William J. Ritchie,
Deputy Governor, desires the immediate attendance of
sour Honourable House in the Chamberof the Honourable
the Senate.

Accordingly, Mr. Speaker, with the House, went
up to the Senate Chamber. And having returned,
Mr. Speaker informed the House that the Deputy
Governor had been pleased to give, in Her Majesty’s
name, the Royal Assent to the following Bills : —

An Act respecting Fishing Vessels of the United States
of America. . L :

An Act respecting the Canada and Michigan Tunnel
Company. . . . .

An Actrespecting the River St. Clair Railway Bridge
and Tunnel Cowmpany. . ]

An Act respecting the Lake Temiscamingue Coloniza-
tion Railway Company.

An Act further to amend the Act respecting Trade
Marks and Indastrial Designs. :

An Act respecting the settlement of Accounts hetween
the Domininon of {Canada and the Provinces of Ontario
and Quebec. and between the said Provinees.

An Aect for the settlement of certain questions hetween
the (Governments of Canads and Ontario respecting In-
dian Lands. )

An Act with respect to certain matters affecting the
Administration of Justice. .

An Actrespecting the Grand Trunk Railway Company
of Canada. o .

C,An‘ Act respecting the Niagara Gramd Island Bridge
ompany.

An Act to. amend the Act respecting the New Brunswick
Railway Company. .

_An Act to-enable the Victoria and North American
Railway.Company to run a Ferry between Becher Bay, in

British Columbia, and'a point on the Straits of Fuca, with-

in the United Stutes of America. . .

An Act to amend the Acts respecting the granting of
a.subsidy to ‘the Chignecto Marine Transport Railway
Company (Limited). . _

An Actto amend the Act to incorporate the Empire
Printing and Publishing Company (Limited).

An Act to'amend the Act incorporating the Canadian

.Power Company.

. An Act to authorize the London and. Canadian Loan
and Ageney.Company (Limited) toissue Debenture Stock.
An Act-to incorporate the MeKay Milling Company.

An Act to incorporate the Pembroke Lumber Company.
An Aet respecting the E. B. Eddy Manufacturing Com-
pany, and to change the name to ‘‘ The E. B. Eddy Com-

pany.”’

An Act to revive and amend the Aect to.incorporate the

‘Medicine Hat Railway and Coal.Company.

An Actto amend the ‘Act-to incorporate the Colling-
wood and. Bay.of Quinté Railway.Company. }
An Act to'incorporate the Buffalo Lake and Battleford
Railway, Coal and Iron Company. L
-An_Act respecting -the .Berlin and Canadian Pacific
Junetion Railway Company. ' L R
-An Act to revive and amend the Act to incorporate the
Red Deer Valley Railway and!Coal Compa_.zg; C
Railway Com-

. An' Act.respecting the South-Western
pany... - . C ) o i |
»An Act further to amend “‘ The Cenadian Pacific Rail-
way Act, 1889.%" : S

An Act respecting the Montreal and Ottawa Railway
mpany. '
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An Act to confirm a leaze made between the Guelph
Junction Railway Comvany and the Canadian Pacific
Railway Compuny, and for other purposes.

An Act to m(_:orﬁggaze the Peterborough, Sudbury and
Sault Ste. Marie Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany. . . . .

An Act respecting the Victoria, Saanich and New
Westminster Railway Company.

An Act to confirm an agreement between the Shuswap
and Okanagon Railway Company and the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company, and to grant further powers to
the Shuswap &nd Okanagon Railway Company. '

Au Act respecting the South Ontario
Company. . .

An Act respecting the Central Counties Railway Com-

pany.

An Act further to amend the Act thirty-sixth Victoria,
chapter sixty-one, respecting the Trinity House and
Harbour Commissioners of Montreal.

An Act for granting to Her Majesty certain sums of
money. required for defraying certain expenses of ‘the
Public Service, for the financial yearsendingrespectively
the 3)th June, 1891, and the 30th June, 1892, and for other
purposes relating to the Public Service. ,

WAYS AND MEANS—THE TARIFF.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I nrext come to
deal with our export trade with our sister colony
of Newfoundland. During the first period, our
average export to the Province of Newfoundland
was 52,064,000 ; during the second period it fell to
31,795,000 ; and during the last period of six years,
undder the influence of the National Policy, it fell
to $1,523,000, showing a decrease from the first
period to the third period of 26 per cent. But it
may be said by some of the supporters of the
National Policy that it increased our trade rela-
tions with Great Britain, the country with which
we are so intimately connected, and with which I
.. hope we shall continue to be intimately connected.
But even with Great Britain the National Policy
has failed to extend our trade. Let e draw your
attention to the following facts, which are at the
disposal of any one who will examine the record
pliced at our disposal by the Government. During
the first period, under the administration of the Lib-
eral party of Canada, our total average trade with
Great Britainamounted to $93,617,000, in the second
period it was 584,526,000, and in the last period it
was 584,419,000, or a decrease of our trade with
Great Britain from: the first period to the third
period of 59,198,000, or about 10 per cent. Now
we will take the-exports to Great Britain and see
how they stand.: In the first period the average
export amounted to 842,003,000, in the second
period to 545,312,000, and in the third period to
842,426,000, or an increase Lketween the first and
the third period of $423,000, or only 1 per cent.
Then take the imports from Great Britain, and you
find that dur g the first period they amounted to
$51,633,000, during the second period to$42,516,000,
and during the. third period to $41,996,000, or a_de-
~ crease from the first to the third period of$9,637,000,

or about 19 per cent. What was our trade with
the United States during the same - periods?

acific Rallway

Qur total trade with the United States in the.

first period ‘amounted --to. $81,670,000, in ‘the

second: period -to, $81,770,000, and in the third|
period to $88,172,000, so that the increase of our:
trade with the United States from the first to
the third: period was. $6,502,000, or. 8 per..cent.’

Then take our.export trade. -We exported .to
the United States in 'the. first period. $31,863,000,

in ‘the second . period *$37,639,000, and -in’ the|

third period $40,102,000, or: an increase from the

first to the third period of $8,239,000, or 25 per
cent. Then, if we take the imports from the
United States, we find that in the tirst period they
amounted to $49,823,000, in the second period to
544,434,000, and in the third period to $48,072,000,
or a decrease between the first and the third period
of 81,751,000, or about 3% per cent. Now let us
compare the condition of our trade with the
United States with the condition of our trade
with England by percentages. I have shown that
the decrease in our total trade with Great Britain
has amounted to about 10 per cent., while
our total trade with the United States has in-
creased by 8 per cent. I have shown that the
exports to Great Britain have only increased by 1
per cent., while there is an increase in our exports
to the United States of 25 per cent. Further, I
have pointed out that the imports from Great
Britain have decreased by 19 per cent., while the
decrease in our imports from the United States
only amounts to 34 percent. The English markets
are free. There is no barrier to keep us out. The
markets of the United States are barred against
the introduction of many of the products of Can-
ada, and yet in spite of the National Policy our
trade with the United States is growing, while
our ‘trade with free trade England is decreasing,
proving, beyond a doubt, that the United States
market is the natural market for Canada. My
hon. friend from Albert (Mr. Weldon) spoke the
other night in.these words :

*“ The National Policy is calculated to develop foreign
trade.” ) .

If it has been calceulated to develop foreign trade,
it has certainly come very far short of the calcula-
tion. Further, the hon. gentleman said :

“Its aim and purpose is to develop foreign trade.”

If that is so, it has come far short of its aims and
purposes.  In view of the figures I have quoted,
and in view of the returns which have been laid on
the Table of the House, I will ask the hon. member
for Albert if Le believes that the foreign trade of
our country is being developed. The hon. member
for Albert tells us what his impression is as to the
English markets. He says:

‘“ The English market for .our farmers, as every one
knows'who will study our statistical tables, has been a
growing market. We scll twice.the bulk’ of agricultural
products in the British Islands than we did forty years
ago, and during the same interval the American market
has shown no growth whatever.”

I do not think it is a very extraordinary develop-
ment of our foreign trade that it should be doubled
with Great Britain in forty years, but, when the
hon. gentleman says that our ‘market with -the
United States has been at a standstill ever since,
it is clear that-he has not understood the statistical

‘tables which show that our whole trade with-the.

United States derived from the fisheries, the

forests, the minerals and every other source of
‘export amounted to. only: §8,931,000 forty years

ago, while now inagricultural products alone our
export trade with them amounts to nearly $14;-
000,000. Yet, the hon. gentleman tells us that our
trade with'the:United States was practically at a
standstill. The hon. gentleman was not' satisfied

-with that,-and he thought hé might hold out-some
‘hope for the'future. He'says:

© “TFurther, I am:proud to say; there is.on the English
horizon & cloud the size_of a man’s hand; indicating.a
change of policy to our advantage.” -
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I supposc he taok this idea from what the prophet
of old saw after three years of drought. He goes
on: S
*“ That may not afford our hon. friends opposite as much
pleasure as 1t does us. nut it excites in some of usthe
hope that. before we are many years older, we may, by
means of new poiiitcal adjustments, find in the old coun-
trv, tor the products of our farms, a larger market than
we have hitherto tound, A very small difference of duty,
a duty of 3 or 7 per cent. in the English market in favour
of our wheat, and onr barley, and our_beet, and our mut-
ton, and our poultry,and our cggs, and our lumber, would
guarantee the very rapid building up of this country.”
Sir, he believes that the English people are going
to comne to the rescue of Canada. because Canada,
under its own fiscal policy, has failed to extend its
trade.  But, Sir, do you believe that such an event
willever transpire in Dritain?  Does the hon. mem-
ber believe for a moment that from that cloud will
come a party actuated by the protective spirit of
fossil Tories of fifty years ago, and roll back the
wheels of British progress tifty years* No, Sir, rain
will come from that cloud that will drown out every
one of those protectionists, and the English free
trade sky will be clear again, and a rainbow will
appear which willindicate that no such fossil Tories
will ever appear again.  And what does that policy
mean? Supposing that England adopted a policy
giving a preference to colonial goods i the British
market. It would mean an addition of £40.000,000
sterling to the price of the focd supply of the Eng-
lish people, o1 $200,000,000, 35 for every man, woman
and child in Fugland, 25 additional expenditure
every year for each family in England. Sir, what
- would be the consequence ¥ They say the English
farmers woulld be benefited by an incereased price of
farm products, and if there were an increased price
in England the colonies sending in their products
would receive the same price in the English
markets, and an increased price in the colonies
means an increased price to every man, woman and
child who consumes food in Gredat Britain. Sir,
what would be the consequence if the English far-
mers were more prosperous than they are now ? The
landlords would raise the rents, the farm labourers
would ask for additional wages.  The lubourers,
mechanics and factory hands of England, on
account of this additional expense -of living,
would demand from their employers additional
wages, and the manufacturers would have to
put on an increased price upon manufactured
goods throughout England, and then that.would
handicap the manufacturers of England in the
oreign markets in competition with the other
nations, of the world. Do you suppose that
England would ever. consent for a moment to con-
sider a policy that, from first to last, woulgl injure
every class of -the. people, and not only injure the
classes of people living in the country, but would
injure to.a great extent that renowned position
which England occupies in the various ‘markets of
the world But, Sir, that policy of Iinperial fed-
eration is not.entertained in England by the lead-
ing. statesmen of that country . : ’
deputation from the Federation League called upon
the Premier of England, Lord Salisbury, in refer-
ence to this policy, and he answered them in the
following words :—
‘““ The league, however, said:the Premier, must work

hard to convert their countr ]
thinking, for it was impossible .for;Englgnd to give pre-
ferential treatment to tho colonies at the expense of the

rest of the world. The league must first ascertain how.

Mr. MacpoxyaLp ' (Huron).

Afew days ago a-

men.to the league’s. way of

far the country would support the policy of which. he
imagined, 2 prominent feature was a preferentini tax on
grain, wool and meat. Englishmen, in hisopinion, would
never consent to legislation of a vague orindefinite kind,
especially where their dearest daily interests were con-
cerned.”

Still further, he says :

* The difticulties have been often stated. but I will just

refer to them again. 1If you give preferential treatment
to your colonies it must be, of course, as Sir John Mac-
donald said, that you tax the similar goods of the rest of
the world.  If you give a preferential treatment—that ig,
a better price—to your colonies, it must be a better price
than that which. with unrestricted competition, iz obtain-
ing now. A better price to the producer means a more
disagreeable priee to the consumer.”’
Nir, I do not see much hope for the hon. gentleman
in the cloud, and if he puts his hope and his aspira-
tions in a cloud that is rising over Britain, as a
means of improving the prosperity of the people of
this country. it is time that the party he is support-
ing on the Government benches should be placed
on the Opposition side of the House, and allow
abler and better men who can grasp the necessities
of the country, to formulate a policy better calcu-
lated to further the interests and the prosperity
and advantage of this great country. Now,
I think I have demonstrated :hat the National
Policy has not heen successful in establishing
a foreign trade, and I will next consider it from
another standpoint. The question may bhe asked,
why the Liberal party is opposed to the Nutional
Policy.  Well, the first reason is the one I
gave, namely. that the National Policy has
not been successful in establishing a foreign trade ;
in the next place the National Policy has heen
a failure becanse it hax not given to the farm-
ers of this country what was promised them in
1878. The National Policy, it was promised, would
benefit and foster the agricultural industries of this
country. Now, I ask, in presence of facts and
figures which cannot be disputed, if it has accom-
plished the ends which it had in view? Mr.
Speaker, there are only three ways in which the
agricultural interests of this country can he bene-
fited. The first, if the fertility of the soil can be
increased, the farmers of the country will he bene-
fited, and Ido not suppose the most ardent supporter
of the National Policy will say that it has ever in-
creased the fertility of the Canadian soil. The
second way in which the farming industries will be
benefitted and fosterved, is by giving the agricul-
turists a better price for what they produce.
Now, has the National Policy given a better price
for what they have produced ?

Mr. DAVIN. Yes.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). My hon. friend
from-West Assiniboia says ““ yes.” Now, I think I
can prove in a very few moments, from facts and
figures which cannot be disputed, that the prices
given to the farmers since the National Policy was
adopted have been far less than the prices they
have,obtained-under the tariff of the hon. member
for East York (Mr. Mackenzie). I have gone to
considerable ‘trouble in getting figures upon this
matter ; I have examined fyles of the papers for the

Jast. fifteen years; and I have taken the sume date,

mnamely, the 5th day of March each -year.. I have

‘exaniined fyles of the Globe, I have examined.fyles

of the Mdil, I'have examined fyles.of the Monetary
Times, .so that I might have correct state-
ments from the farmers’ markets. in the - city of
Toronto on the 5th of March of each of these
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years. I have taken the average price from 1874
to 1878 for five years, and I have taken the aver-
age price from 1878 to 1889, ten years, and I will
now give to my hon. friend the results of my hard
work in the following table :—

. Old National
Article. Tariff. | Policy.

3 cta, S ets.
Wheat.......................... ... 111 0O 9%
Barley. .. e neeeenae . 9 55 065
ORt S e iier e 0 42 0 38
Pea=e. ... . Q 1 0 66
Dressed hogs.perewt............. .. 7 04 6 S0
Jutter...... oo 023 02
Apples, perbarrel.......... ... ... 269 23
Hav,perton......................... 18 00 11 00
Wool. .ot et e 034 022

In the face of these figures, and I guarantee their
correctness, I ask if under the National Policy
there has been an increase in the prices of those
principal agricultural products? On an average
crop each farmer of the Dominion will lose,
from the reduction in prices, about 200. Has
~the National Policy, in the face of these facts,
brought prosperity and advancement to the farmers
of this country” But I object to the National
Policy, next, on the ground that it does not keep
our people at home. I will be told by the hon.
gentlemen opposite that I am comwmencing the old
tirade against my country. Tirade against my
country ! How could I do that? There is no coun-
try under the face of Heaven so dear to me as
Canada, and if I am constrained to show that our
country is in a depressed condition, it is because I
feel that T have a duty to perform to Canada, the
conditionof our people commercially andfinancially,
and suggest a plan for the improvement of their
circumstances, and it is the present ‘duty of the
Government to discard the present policy and give

the country one more suited and benéficial to the-

interests of the people. How often have we heard
from the Treasury benches that we are disloyal to
our country, that we are tinpatriotic, that we declare
that our people remove.to_ a foreign.country to add
to its strength, dignity and advancément ; and that,
when these statements of - ours go before the world
and are read in Britzin, Germany and other coun-
tries, the people no lolger propose to c¢ome to
Canada, but turn:their facés to Africa, Australia,
or elsewhere. Then, we are told that we have sent
more people into the United States, by our speeches
and arguments, than have been sent there by
American agents; that those agents have taken
our speeches and printed them and circulated them
to people passing across the continent, many of
whom; . instead 'of settling in Manitoba; have
become settlers in Northern and Southern Dakota,
or other parts ‘of the Western States.
is unpatriotic, on our part; to
of our country, was it not equally unpat-
riotic on .the part of the late leader of the Gov-
ernment, who, in 1877-78, travelled from one
end of the country to the other, making statements
of a similar nature when the necessity for them was
not so urygent as at the present time ¥ He told the
people from every public platform, and from his
place in Parliament, that the country was going to
the dogs, and that hundreds and thousands-of peo-
66

If it
thus speak.

ple were flocking to the .\merican States. I am not
overdrawing the picturz, and in order to prove
that the Conservative party can he charged with
disloynlty and unpatriotic conduct if the Liberal
party can, I will read some extracts from speeches
delivered by Nir John Macdonald during that
period.
Mr. DAVIN. No.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). The hon. gentle-
man does not want me to read them because they
will not be palatable to him. Sir John A. Mac-
donald delivered a speech in Montreal on 7th July,
1877, to which I desire to direct the attention of
the Minister of Finance. I do not suppose there is
an hon. gentleman opposite who is more ready to
point out that we are decrying our country, belit-
tling our country, telling the world that our people
are going away, than is the Minister of Finance,
and [ ask him to listen to what his late leader said
so frequently. In that speech as reported in the
Mail, which at the time was a good Conscrvative
paper, Sir John Macdonald said :

“ Qur eredit was good in England, in the United States

and all the world over. but, gentlemen, what do we see
now? Instead of confidence there iz distrust. Instead
of solvency, look at the official Gazettex, and every Sutur-
day they show a long string of inzolvencies.”
I might remark there were one thousand more in-
solvencies in Canada during the last six months
than there were during the first six months of the
preceding year. He continued :

* Look around you, and you see the horny hande of
toil asking leave to labour. They are now heggars. They
do not desire to have silver spoons placed in their mouths,
but they desire to have a fair day’s wages for a fair day's
work.”

The poor Canadian people at that time were beg-
poor. peop 1 g
gars. What a splendid speech this would have
been to send to Germany and England to induce
immigrants to come here. He proceeded :

‘““But what do we see? . We see them drifting off to the

United States. "We see the skilled artizans, the strong-

"handed young men and the'active young women of Tower

Canada.. drifting-, off to- Lowell, to New Hampshire, to
Maine, to Connecticut, adding to the wealth, to the power
and the strength'of a foreign nation, and depleting poor
Canada.”

Great tears nodoubt dropped from theold man’s eyes
when'he had pronounced the words *“poor Canada.”
There. was the patriotism of the great man who has
lately, I am sorry to.say, left us; there was the
patriotism and spirit of loyalty that-permeated the
breast of the man who built. up and led the Con-
servative party for 40 years. Was he acting
as a disloyal man? And was he. the only disloyal
man among them'? . I do not think so. There was
another great man, who filled the position of Min-
ister of Finance several years, and from whom
great things were expected, Sir Leonard Tilley,
and it could scarcely be thought that he, too,
would be unpatriotic -and decry his country as he
did. It-is said that history repeats itself, and after
reading an extract from that gentleman's speech, I
will show how history repeats'itself. Sir Leonard,
in:his Budget speech delivered on March 14, 1879,
referring to what he had said in his Budget speech
of 1873, spoke as follows :—

“ I could point with pride and. satisfaction to_ the
increased capital of our banks and the. large dividend
they paid to-day I regret to say that we must point to
depreciated values and tosmall dividends, . Then' I could

point to the general prosperity of the country, To-day we.
must all admit that it’ is greatly depressed. * * *®
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‘“ Then we could point to the agricultural interest as
most_prosperous, with a satisfactory bome market and
satisfactory prices abroad. To-day they have a limited
n;)nrk(‘elt with low pnces,at.xythmg but f‘ansfactory r:mrket
2 ‘r("la“hén everything appeared to be prosperons. To-day,
‘although it looks gloomy, I think_there is a silver lining
to the cloud that we may yet see illuminating the whole
-of the Dominion and changing our present position to one
of happiness and prosperity.”’

If that were true in 1879, how trae is it now in the
light of the experience of the last ten years. It
possesses greater truthfulness and fairness to-day,
when we have this picture : Now, depressed
values ; 1879, greater prosperity. Now, depressed
agricultural condition ; then, a satisfactory home
market. His silver lining was the great National
Policy which has absolutely failed te benefit the peo-
ple. Our gold lining is brighter : it is that of broader
trade relations with the greatest market in the
world. Before long the Liberal party will change
seats in this House with thosewho occupy the Treas-
ury benches, because the people of the country are
comimencingto see the golden lining, and arestretch-
ing forth their hands to grasp it, and they will put
into power the party which they know is capable of
carrying out to full completion the arrangements
which will place at our disposal larger and better
markets, upon an equitable basis, with the great
nation to the south of us. We were told the other
night by the hon. member for Albert (Mr. Weldon)
that although our people were removing from
the country, it was on account of their no-
madic tendencies. He says: They were horn
80 ; they were born in one part of the east and they
were sure to wander westward. Do we not be-
long to the same class of people now that we
belonged to ten years ago? If that argument is
good now, it was equally good ten years ago, when
Sir John Macdonald charged the exodus upon the
shoulders of what he called the insane Government
of my hon. friend from East York (Mr. Mackenzie).
Now matters have changed around, and we are.-told

Ly gentlemén upon the other side that the éxodus’

is owing to our. peculiar nature : we'aré told that it
is the nature of the white people to go westward,
and that they are now taking thé advice of Horace
Greeley. when he said:: ** Young man, go'west.” It
appears to.me"that a-large portion of -the people of
Canada -are taking that advice aml*going west.
But’ the hon. member for Albert (Mr. Weldon) says,.
that although' the people-are'moving “westward,
they.have gone to Manitoba, to the Canadian North-
'West or to British' Columbia. 'Isthat the case ?* Do

-all‘our people go to the far West ;- do they take up’
their habitation-in Manitoba, -the North-West Ter-

ritories and-in British. Columbia%.” Why, Sir, there
are not over 200,000:in" the whole of the North-
West provinces, and  for the'last twenty-one years
the efforts of the Government_ have been directed

‘towards’-populating -those .territories, and they’

have spent over £3,000,000 in bringing immigrants

from the old country to' Canada and ‘the North-

West. “Where have those people gone ? o

'Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). They are like the blue
‘bonnets—over the border. N
.. Mr.. MACDONALD: (Huron). Sir, during the
last few. years the Government would.insist that
these people were all”’in the. North-West Territo;
ries, but it was shown by the last: census ‘that no

less than 123,000 people were lacking in the North-

-West Territories who were counted as. being there
"Mr.” MacpoxaLp (Huron). :

had only an exodus of 22,000 under the,

by the Government. Where have these people gone ?
We were told by W. C. B. Graham, immigration
agent of the Government in Winnipeg, that noless
than 10,000 of those, whomn we put there at a great
expenditure of money, had gone from British Column-
bia to the cities in the United States: to Seattle,
San Francisco, Sacramento, Tacoma and other
cities on the Pacitic. The people have gone
into the North-West, but they have gone again
into the United States: because they find it a
cheaper country to live in, and because those young
men and young women who leave us find better
prospects there for the future. Sir John Macdonald
told us that the National Policy, or, as he called it,
‘““a just and equitable adjustment of the tariff,”
would stop this movement. Has the exodus ceased
since the National Policy came into force? T call
upon any hon. gentleman in this House to say if it
has ceased. It is no use giving us learned disqui-
sitions upon political economy, but let hon. gentle-
men opposite come down to solid facts in con-
nection with our own country, and let them show
us that the National Policy has been beneficial on
the whole to the varied interests of the country.
How many of our people left our country during
the years of the Liberal Administration ? The high-
est estimate given by the Conservatives of that day
was 22,000 each year. No person was more sorry
than I was to see our able-bodied men and women,
the flower of our population, leaving us tofind ahome
in a foreign land. But, Sir, since the time of the
Liberal Administration there have been nearly four
times 22,000 leaving this country every year and
going to the United States. These figures may
be denied, hut it is the simplest thing in the world
to make a calculation to show as nearly as pos-
sible the exact number of people who have left
Canada for the United States since 1882. We know
that in 1881, the yeuar of the last official census, we
had a population in Canada of 4,345,293. The
natural increase in any country :should’ be nearly

two per cent. of -births over deaths, but I only es-

timated one and a-haif.per, cent., so as to be under
rather than - over the hunibér, and one and a-half
per cent. of natural increase would give us 651,784
persons’ of an increase since 1881. Now, by

turning up- the report of thé Minister 'of Agri-
culture, 1-find that'917,977 -immigrants came to

Canada .who stated- their intention of remaining

‘here. If we.add: these:numbers together weé should
have a'population.of 5,913,054, but the estimated

population to-day by the Governinent is 5,150,000,
H. you' subtract 5,150,000 from the population
which we should have of 5,913,054, we find that
there are 763,054 of our population unaccounted for.
Where are these people gone? They have left our
country, they are not here, and, therefore, we
have an exodus of 76,300 every year under
the influence of the National Policy, whereas we
, policy of
the Liberal Administration, led so_ ably and so
honestly by the hon. inember, for Fast York (Mi.
Mackenzie). - Father Hamon'lately placed a book
on the French Canadians before the public, and ‘in

| that book " hie states that not less than 400,000

French : Canadians ‘are in the Eastern States, and
that-. ‘theré are no less  than 200,000 - in
the ' Western States, making a total of 600,000
French Canadians who are now in the United
States and who ought to ‘be ‘with us here. :But,

Sir, when you find that the’ corner:stones of our
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whole national fabric have been leaving us to be-
come the foundation stones of a foreign country,
need we wonder that there is a depression in this
country, and that the policy which has been in-
augurated by hon. gentlemen opposite has been
a complete failure in keeping our people at home.
In fact, Sir, the lines of ‘“Fidelis™ addressed to
the Old party, are particularly applicable here :

“Ye send our best and brightest forth, our nation’s
hope and pride—
More precious to our country’s weal than all her
wealth beside— .
To be the strength of alien states, of empire not

our own, . . .
And all to ‘build the nation up’ without its
corner-stone !”’

. Yes, Sir, the corner-stones of our national fabric
are moving away from us. There is no expense
so great as the education of the young men and
women in this country. We give them an education
in our colleges and universities to prepare them for
the period of manhood and womanhood, and when
they arrive at that period when their influence
should be of vast importance to our country, they
move to a foreign state to add to the dignity,
power, wealth and moral character of a foreign
power, instead of using their influence to advance
their native country.

Mr. DAVIN. They were drawn away before.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron).: Not in such num-
bers. They are drawnaway more now ; the moving
power is stronger now. But, Sir, the National
Policy has not only failed in this respect, but it
also discriminates against the poor man in favour
of the rich man. When I say that the National
Policy discriminates against the poor man, I mean
this : that the primne necessities of the people are
- the articles on which the Government has placed
the highest tariff rates. But I know what argu-
men; will meet me here. I know that my hon.
friend from the far West, who islookingso intently
at me, .would suggest,:if he spoke his mind, that
these articles of prime necessity ‘are manufactured

in.our ‘country, “and that, : therefore, ‘not a single
dollar of duty. is paid upon them by the consumer. |

1 do not'say that a single.dollar of duty is paid on

them'; it’ would- be” better 'if duty were paid:upon.
them, because it would go into the public- treasury

to meet the expenses of the country.. Instead of
that the .amount- goes' into “the. pockets-of the

manufacturers, in: increased - prices’;. bus all the’
sanieé it comes, out’of  the pockets. of the con-

sumers. And, -Sir; .the. greatest ‘authority “on

finance whom the *Conservative party - ever.

had in‘ ‘this country; -is ' one _of my- ‘authori-

ties for - this, . statement. - Sir ‘A, T. "Galt,:
than 'whom_the ‘Liberal-Conservative party never:
had an abler man sitting on the Treasury benches;
stated that-whenever a tariff was levied, .it.in- |

creased the price -of everyarticle upon which .a
duty ‘was imposed,” whether imaported from’ abroad

or manufactured in the country. - I place on one |

. gide his authority, and on:the: other. side"Y -place
that of the hon. member for- West -Assiniboia (MF..
Davin), and.I
them.

Mr. DAVIN.
- lower. N ' T
.. Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Now, let-me give
youafew specimens of tariff discrimination against

60%

‘and

ask the country -to choosé.between,

I have, got a letter from Sir
Alexaiider Galt saying that the prices have been.

the poor man. If a poor man requires a few com-
mon pictures to put on the wall of his room, he
has to pay 20 per cent. duty on them ; but if my
hon. friend from West Assiniboia wants to import
from abroad a picture of high art, he gets that
picture free of duty. IfI want a cheap coatin which
to go into the country to see my patients, I take
Canadian tweed,on which I have to pay 45 per
cent., but if my hon. friend, dressing as well and
stylishly as he generally does, and as popalar
among the ladies as he generally is, chooses to put
on better clothing than I can afford, and, conse-
quently, buys broadcloth, he getsit at a duty of 25
per cent. I need a heavy overcoat because 1 have
to drive out in inclement weather, and I get
Canadian tweed, on which I have to pay 45 per
cent. ; but the hon. gentieman, who walks about
the streets of the great city of Regina, buys
a finer coat, on which he has to pay only 25 per
cent. Now, Sir, he being a rich man and I a poor
man, does not this prove that the tariff discriminates
against the poor? Then, the labouring man who
works on the farm, in the lumber woods, or on the
public works of Canada, needs strong shirting,
on which he has to pay 65 per cent., while my hon.
friend gets the fancy shirting which he puts. on
during the summer at 24 per cent. My musical
friends, if they cannot afford to buy grand pianos
like the rich people, but who nevertheless are fond
of music—because musical taste is not confined to
the rich— they have to buy a cheap organ on which
they pay from 50 to 70 per cent. ; but if my hon.
friend who is rich wants to buy a grand piano to
adorn his parlour and to afford amusement to his
daughters, he gets it at a duty of from 35 to 50
per cent. Now, he may be rich in daughters and
rich in many things, but the tariff discriminates
in his favour and against the poor man. The
poor men who go into the lumber districts want
heavy, grey shoddy blankets to keep them warm in
the shanties ; they have to pay upon thema duty of
from'80.to 100.per.cent.

Mr. DAVIN. They do nothing of the kind.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I beg: pardon.
Take one.of these. shoddy ‘blankets which-the re-
tailer buys for a-dollar, it.weighs 8 pounds. The
duty would be 16 cents for each’. pound in“weight
~ 26, per cent. on its -value.  Now, 8
times 10 are:80, so that upon that.blanket the poor
man has to pay 80 ents along with 20 cents on the
dollar, which amounts to’ 100 per cent. :There it

[is proved to you. .But if my:hon. friend . wants a.
fine, soft French. blanket of . great .value-but very

little. weight, for. his' delicate skin; he  pays on it
from 60 to 70 per cent.; whereas the poor man who
has to: lie on a board:in *the wilderness. covers
himself with a shoddy blanket on. which he has to "
pay 100 per cent. You cannot get over it, because
it is the truth, and. the man who. gets over the '

trath has.to do it in a dishonest - way:

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).

. ‘He gets under the
blanket. ‘

. Mr. MACDONALD (Hurcn).. Then, Sir; take

earthenware. - X am sure that the ‘hon. gentleman

-does not. sit down' to a breakfast table' on which

there'is common earthenware. I have no doubt he
sits down to a table furnished with China cups and

| saucers and dishes, which he gf‘t's for 30 per cent..; -

but the poor man has to pay 35 per. cent. upon his -
common crockery. I might go on almost ad in-
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finitum, giving item after item in which the;
National rf’olu,\ diseriminates against the poor and {
in favour of the rich man. Therefore it is a _policy ;
not adapted to this country. But, Sir, passing on,
I am opposed to the National Policy on the ground
that it increases the prices of the prime necessities
of the Canadian people, which I can prove, and 1
have the figures here to prove it. I have quota-
tions of prices which 1 have obtained from inde-
pendent parties who did not know for what purpose
I wanted to use them. I got a quotation from the
city of Detroit and one from the town of Windsor
on the same day, on the 5th of December last,
showing the price in the two places of a ‘clothes.
wringer, an article very largely used among the
poor people of this country to save manual labour ;
and the article which was 53.75 in Windsor was
selling on the same day in Detroit for $2.50, a differ-
ence of 21.25 on this single article of general utility :
aud if you estimate the number of wringers used in
this country at 200,000, you have \“’ 250,000 that
the usersof clothes-wringers in this country pay more
than a similar number pay in the American Union.
Now take the article of solid steel spades. I have
a quotation from .Jones, of Gananoque, in Decem-
ber, and I have an independent quotation from
Busy, Binns & Co., of Pittsburg. on the same day.
According to the quotation from Gananogue, spades
are sold there for £10.65 to the retailer per dozen,
and according to the quotation from Pittshurg
they are sold in that city at £7.80 per dozen to the
retailer. Add 30 per cent. for the profit of the
retailer, and a spade sells in this country for S1.16
which, with the same profit to the retailer, sells in
the American Union for 83 cents, or a difference of
31 cents in favour of the American article.
When we consider the number of steel spades
used in this country upon our public works and
canals and by every farmer in the community, we
will find that no less than one million are used,
which, multiplied Ly 31 cents, makes no less than
§310,000 Which' our people pay for solid steel
spades more than the same nnmg‘er of people pay.for
for a like number of these implements in the United
States. Yet, in the face of those fucts, we are
told that .prices have not ‘increaseil under the
National. Policy. Again, take the article of coal
oil. I have independent quotations of that,.too. I
have quomtlons from ‘Canada in the month of
January, showing:that coal oil sold in this country,
No.1 white Canadian'oil, tothe retailer for 13} cents
per imperial gallon ; and I have a quotatlon from
the United States, showm« that, at the same date,
a“better article was sold there at 71"cents per wine
_gallon. - Add one-fifth, being the difference between
the two' measures, . and. .you .have-9 cents for the
imperial . gallon in the United, States, as agamst.
‘134 cents in Canada. Give the reétailer 50 per
-cent. profit, and :you can ‘obtain in the -A'unerican
.market a: ‘much: ‘better: oil at' 134 cents than: that
-for'which you have to pay 20 cents'in Canada: We
consume no less than 20,000,000 gallons of 'oil ‘per.
year. Multiplying that by 63 cents, and you have
1o lessithan $1,300,000 : which ‘the people of this
country pay more for an inferior. article of coal oil
than the same number of" :people- in_the: United
States pay for a superior article. Yet we are told
by - those hon. :gentlemen '‘who give .us:learned
€ssays on protectlon, without coming down to solid
facts, that the National Policy lowers prices. But
that is not all.: - Take thearticle of barb wire, whlch
Mr. MACDO\ALD (Hnron)

‘pound, 2
'3 p(urs of shoes at 30 cents per pair, and he still
‘had.S1'left to pay his expenses.

-article of salt.

‘policy. in the west.

‘States,’and are prevented 'sen

is manufactured in this country and in the United
States. On the 5th of December T had a
quotation from the town of Windsor, giving the
price of bharb wire at retail, at £4.80 per “hun-
dred pounds, and I have also a quotation from the
city of Detroit on the same date, a city onl) a
quarter of a mile across the river, showing the price
there to be £3.30 per hundred pmmds. What made
the difference? It was the $1.50 per hundred
pounds of duty placed upon it by the Canadian
Government. Let me give you the e\pel ience of
two farmers in connection with ‘barb-wire. which
will show the great difference between living on
this side and the other side of the line—the great
difference between having free trade and a pmteu
tive policy. Farme:r A left his house, in the neigh-
bourhood of Windsor, on the ith of Decuubu,
1890. He wanted to buy 50 pounds of wire
te build a fence 80 rods long. He had no
ready money, so he put 50 bushels of barley into
his waggon and went to the market. Iie soid his
barley at the market price in the town of Windsor,
on the ath of December, at 30 cents per bushel,
reahzmg 25. He went then to a hardware store
and bought the 700 pounds of wire he required,
and for which he lrul to pay 34.80 per hundred
pounds, making $24, and leaving himn 81 to pay his
expenses and take him home. That was his ex-
perience. Farmer B, on the same day, required
500 pounds of barb wire for the same purpose, and
on the same day left his farm in the vicinity of
Detroit with 50 bushels of barley, as he had no
ready cash. That 30 bushels he sold in the market
at Detroit at 80 cents per bushel, or 240, and he
then went to a hardware store and boug__,ht his 500
pounds of wire at 53.30 per hundred pounds, mak-
ing $16.50 for the wire, and leaving him with a
balance of £23.50 in pocket. He purchased a suit
of clothes for himself at %12, bought stuff for a dress
for his wife at 85, bought 40 pounds of sugar at 5
cents per pound, 20 pounds of rice at 5 cents per
2 pounds of tea at 50 cents. per pound, and

There is a practical
fact. How did that come to be known? Farmer
A and Farmer B happéued to be brothers, ani they
corresponded,. and each gave the other his experi-
ence. [ would ask the hon. member for Albert

(Mr. Weldon) who he tths now, in view of these

facts; becaine the *“nomad.” T would ask the hon.
gem;le'nan which of those men took up stakes and
moved westw ard. Was it the Camuhan farmer or
the Michigan farmer? I need hardly say it was

the Canadian farmer who pulled.up his stakes and
went to-the ¢ountry where he could sell at the

hlghest price and buy at the lowest. Take the
The hon. Finance Minister proposes
to reduce the dnt) on salt. There has been a com-

‘bination among the salt men, not from any dishonest

motives, let me tell you, Sir, for I know every one of
them, but with the motive of saving their own pro-

-gerty and investments. Now,how does the National

olicy" destroy*the salt interests? I.come from a
county which'is the centre of thesalt interest. The
Government have two. policies with regard 1o salt
“a free . trade policy. in'the east and a restrictive
The. manufacturers'of Ontario
are prevented sending salt to the American market.
on:account of the duties im 1. by 'the United
ing their ‘saltto the
Eastern Provinces on.account:of the fre¢ trade
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?Olic.v of the Canadian Government in allowing salt
rom England and her colonies into this country free
of duty. Not only that, but they admitted
from other countries last year no less than 40,000
barrels free of duty, not from England and her
colonies, but from Italy, Spain, Portugal, St. Pierre
and other places, and no less than 600 barrels came
from the United States, free of duty, to the castern
market. How is it possible, our salt industries
being shut out of the western and eastern markets
by the policy of the Government, they can be suc-
cessful ¥ More than that, out of the consumption
of 800,000 barrels last year in the Dominion, 532,000
were admitted free into the markets of Canada, and
those 32,000 barrels carried west ward largely by the
Intercolonial Railwayatreduced prices. Nolessthan
224,000 barrels came free into Quebec, and 210,000
barrels into Nova Scotia, thus supplying the markets
in the east at the expense of the markets in the west.
But that is not all. The Nova Scotia coal mines
are protected in order to enable them to send their
coal as far west as possible. They never have sent
their coal as far west as the salt pits of the County
of Huron, or even as far as the city of Toronto, and
still the amount of 60 cents a ton duty is placed on

the importation of coal, and consequently the salt [

interests are to that extent embargoed, for the
benefit, it is said, of the maritime coal interests,
although no coal comes from Nova Scotia to west-
ern Ontario. The salt works would use about
20,000 tons of coal each year, and have to pay a duty
of 60 cents a ton on that, which means $12,000 a
year and which gives protection to the coal interests
of Nova Scotia, but, at the same time, burdens the
coal user in Ontario. The fisherman’s interests, and
the ccal interests, and other interests in the east are
protected, while the interests in the west are
allowed to languish under the policy which now
exists. Now, if we are to have protection, let it
be just. Let it protect all interests equally, for, in
the words of Sir John Macdonald : *¢ what is sauce
for the goose is sauce for the gander.” Another
matter tG be considered in connection with the'salt
manufacturers is that'they have frequently tc re-
place the evaporating pans, and each time at con-
siderable expense, which are composed of boiler
plate which is not. manufactured'in Canada, but is
imported from Germany, Scotland and ‘the United
States, and on which they have to pay a heavy
duty. [ think the Minister should’take off the
duty on that article,: and "place at’ the disposal “of
the manufacturers' of salt what.is a’ raw material
and that they cannot obtain in this country. The
cost of that duty comes to about 83,000 a year,
and the duties'they have .to pay on rivets and mat-
ters of that kind make up the total to over. 216,000,
which they have to pay, practically, on the raw
material. Is there any fairness in'such a policy as
this, which discriminates against the western salt
interests in favour of the people down by’ the
sea, and, at the same time, while we are paying 60
cents a ton duty on soft coal we cannot &etlthat
coal from Nova Scotia so far west ? “ The National
Policy has brought the salt industry into financial

difficulty, 'in the first place ; into.an ‘undesirable:
combination, in the second place; and.the con-

sumers’ ipto an-increased price of . manythousands
of dollars, in the third place. For.a time, in con-
sequence of the great competition, the J)rice of salt
was very much reduced. It was sold two years
ago for 50 cents a barrel, and everyone was ‘selling
it at a loss. The producers then said: Let us come

!

together and let us reason.  They came together
~and they reasoned thus. They said: It the farmers
~and the Iabourers and others who use salt in this
{ country are such confounded fools as to support a
| National Policy which is killing us, we will combine
and put up the price and make these men pay. as
, we are dissipating our capital at those ruinous
, rates at which we have been selling in our limited
: market. We cannot sell salt for 10 cents less than it
ccostsus.  They. therefore, agreed together, and the
i fifteen salt wells went into an arrangement.  This
j causes a difference of 30 cents a barrel on the salt
which was used, which amounted to 30 cents a barrel
on 232,000 barrels, or 363.600. which the farmers
had to pay last year which they would not have
had to pay if the National Policy did not exist.
They are nearly all Tories who are engaged in the
salt industry, but, beipg embargoed in this way,
being able to work only aboul five months in the
year, being shut off from their natural markets,
they say they must make reasonable profit fora year
in the five months, and the result is that the
National Policy has brought the salt interest to the
condition in which it is now. Let me read whatis
i said by one of the principal manufacturers. No
doubt 1t will be said that I am speaking for the salt
men, but I will give the House a statement made
by Dr. Coleman. who was a supporter of the National
Policy and is a member of the Conservative party.
What does he say ?

. “To recapitulate—Our capital is sunk or gome. Our
industry is tottering. It is unjustly discrimiaated against
by our tariff. Our labourers are leaving the country for
want of cmplorment. English zalt iz coming into this
country free of duty. or almost free, at the rate of 200,000,-
000 pounds a year, while all other goods, or 1early all, are
taxed to our detriment. The loyalty cry will not stop the
movement of the people across the line, and there must
be a halt or else there may be a smazh.”’

I think the halt is not likely to come, but the
smash is not far in the future. Speaking in re-
gard to the people who are leaving the country, he
Says :

“1It ix a sad sight for every thinking Canadian to wit-
ness, at we did a few dayx ago in this town, the exodus of
a large bateh of artizans, and mechanics to Alubama,
Dakota, snd other states, for the want of - employvment at
home, and to see the -town band at the station cheering
them oz their journey.  There were no tears or:lamenta-
‘tions such as I witnessed in other. lands where :men -are
expatriating themselves. . I venture to add_that where
the young go some of the 'aged will soon follow. ‘And
why shouid it be otherwise? ~They caanot purchasea
stove, a {gouud of 2oap, a' pound of -sugar,’a pair of hoots,
a yard of cotton, or a pound of oatmeal, that is not sub-
ject to a combine.” )

This was said before he went into a combiue
himself. —

‘“‘Iam, and have becn, a faithful believer in the Natioral
Policy, but I want to see it work e lllt:lblf forall. Whin
it leads up to anattack on the rights and liberties of the -
masses, it brings itself into contempt.”

That is the expression of one of the largest salt
dealers'in_the country, and I might go further, but
T will not delay the House. I suppose I have
given'a sufficient number of articles to the House
to convince the member for Assiniboia that articles
are dearer under the National. Policy than they
were before. It 'was announced the other day that
sugar was higher on account cf the National Policy.
It was acknowledged last year, when duties were
imposed upon pork, that the duties would increase
the price to the New Brunswickers, but that there
was a compensaticn -given by reduciug the duty
on molasses and allowing corn brought in .to
be ground to come in free for the people of
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those provinces. The price of pork was in-
creased on the one hand, and the price of
corn and molasses was reduced on the other.
I have an objection to the National Policy on the
ground that it &l&ces & very heavy embargo upon
the exports of the farm products of this couptry.
Now, the farmers of this country export a ]gse
number of potatoes, no less than 1,054,000 bushels.
There is a duty imposed upon potatoes of 25 cents a
bushel. Iam not going to argue that the Canadian
farmer loses the 25 cents, because that might be a
matter of controversy. I will divide the duty in
order to avoid that point of controversy, and I will
8gy that he loses 15 cents. Now, 15 cents on
1,054,000 bushels’ is $158,000, that, it will be ad-
mitted, the farmers of Canada lose upon their
potatoes, which they would save if we®had free
trade with the Americans. Out of that $158,000,
$112,000 comes out of the pockets of the farmers
of that little Island from which my hon. friend the
member for Queen’s, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies) comes,
or $1 for every man, woman and child in that
province. I cannot understand for the life
of me how that little province elected two
staunch Tories to support the Tory Government.
Their little province produces over 7,000,000
bushels of potatoes, for which they have no
other market in the world than the United
States, with the exception of a few thousand
bushels sent to Nova Scotia, when three-quarters
of a million bushels of those potatoes go into
the American markets npon which they cannot
help but admit that the farmers lose 15 cents
out of the 25 cents duty, and this encumbers their
prosperity to the extent of $112,000. Now, Sir,
" there is more, and I think the Minister of Finance,

although he is busy now chatting about somethinﬁ
else, would do much better to attend to some soli
sense when it is delivered from this side of the
House. Let me enlighten him in his further
advances along the line which he intends to, mrrsue

before long. I will call his attention to the barley
tion. Now, there has always been a dispute in
this House a8 to who pays the duty on ley.

That question has all been settled last fall. You
will remember when the McKinley Bill came into
operation on the 6th of October, that for a whole
month previous to that date, every farmer in this
country was quickening his steps in order to get
first to the owner of a threshing machine to engage
him to bring his machine to his barn to thresh out
his barley as early as possible. All the farmers
were vieing with each other as to who would get
firat to the owner of the threshing machine. y
any such hurry ? Because the McKinley Bill was
coming into operation on the 6th of October, and
they wanted to get their barley threshed in order
that they might get it to market before that date,
and before the McKinley tariff reduced the price of
their barley. That fact is enough to satisfy
every man as to who pays the duty on the barley.
These farmers were not acting from political bias,
they were considering solely their own personal
interests. Blind political partisanship. was wiped
away, they saw things in their true light, and
then they came to the conclngion that they were
losing that much money more on their barley than
they got for it previous to the 6th of October.
Barley in my town fell from the moment the Mc
Kinley Bill' went into operation, 20 cents a bushel
. in one day. But we are told : Oh, the price rose
afterwards and we got just as much after the Mc
Mr. MacpoxaLp (Huron).

‘

Kinley Bill took effect as we did the year before.
That is only ing the question. Barley
was scarce in the United States the year before,
the suppply was not equal to the demand, and
they were paying more on the other side than
they did in the previous year, and that in-

{ fluenced the price to some extent in the Canadian

market, and, therefore, to compare the price of -the
‘year before to the price of last year was no com-
rison at all, because the two prices were under
fferent conditions altogether. Now, Sir, how
much did the farmers lose on their barley * Count-
ing the loss at 20 cents abushel, in order to avoid
discussion upon the point as to who pays the duty,
they paid $1,987,000 to get their barley into the
American markets, or in other words the farmers
wonld realize that much less by the effects of the
McKinley Bill on an equal exportation to last
ear, namely, 1889-90. e’%hen Icome to eggs. We
ve heard a good deal about the egg market. The
Minister of Finance has sent a gentleman to the
old country to investigate the matter and to ascer-
tain if it would be a profitable market for Canadian
eggs. Ithink the agent brought back a favourable
report; of course he was told to bring back a
favourable report. But I am going to give you.
ﬁractica.l experiments. We have in our county the
rgest ¢; uyer, no doubt, in the Dominion of
Canada. He zi“ifsannnally 1,550,000 dozen. He
tried the English markets as early as 1878, when
he went there with 10,500 dozen, or over three
hundred barrels, and he found on taking them
there, that he lost $5 on every barrel, losing
$1,500 on the ‘experiment. A year ago last June
he sent to the British market a carload of
picked or selected eggs. Now, you will under-
stand by picked eggs that they are selected according
to size, the largest ones picked out and the smaller
ones left behind, in order to have uniformity in
size. Hesenta carload to England in June, 1890,and
he went to England so as to be there when the
eggs arrived and push their sale. He says they
came in good condition, there were very few
breakages, and he sold them and realized a certain
sum. On the same day he shipped a carload to
the city of New York, coriifned to hisagent there,
and told him to push the Henetted 4 cents &
dozen more on the mixed eggs he sent to New York
than he did on the picked eggs he sent to England.
Now, there is a practical experience, and it is
worth a whole ton of theory in regard to this matter.
Now, Sir, we are told that we are getting as high

-a price this year as we were last year for our eggs,

and the markets of Canada are quoted last year
and the corresponding markets this year. That is
begging the 'question. In order to ascertain
whether we are getting as much as we should get,
we should compare the markets of last year in
Toronto and in New York, and see the difference
in the margin. I find a difference in the margin
last year of from 2 to 2} cents, which is sufficient
to send them to market and dispose of them. In
the markets to-day we find the margin runs from
4} to 64 cents, making an average of 53. Taking
24 from 5% leaves 3 cents that the Canadian farmer
loses by the action of the McKinley Bill upon the
egg trade. Sir, I have here a letter from one of
tﬁg dealers in the County of Huron, and he says
that he sent one lot of eggs to the English market
this summer, but he has received no return yet.
He has sent several lots to the American market
this year, and he received 12 cents and 12%
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cents net, free on board, at Seaforth.  He tells me
that he was speaking to a Montreal buyver who
_sent several lots of egys to the English market this
year, and he netted on the first lot 9 cents a dozen
and for the second lot 11 vents a dozen, free on
board in Mentreal, and the western buyer realized
12 and 12} cents free on board in the town of Nea-
forth. 500 miles further west than Montreal.
tells me that if the McKinley Bill was uot in epera-
tion, instead of 10 cents, the average price paid this
vear, he could pay from 12 to 15 cents.  Three
cents a dozen en 1,LA3ML UG dozen would be 46,500
that egg buyers would be able to pay into the
pockets of the Canadian farmers more than they
are now paying for their eggs.  And does any hon.
gentlemarn tell me that in face of these substantial
and experimental facts, reported by men who have
been engaged in that business, that the English
market is as profitable to us as the American mar-
ket at the present time ? Aud what is the reason?
Why, we are told that the English market atfords a
very large demand, and we can find @ sale for eggs
in the English market at any time. But we canuot
tind a sale in the English market at as high a price
as we van in New Yeork at any time, and that is the
essence of the argument. It is estimated by the ey

exporters that it “takes from five to six weeks from |

the time the eggs are laid until they are laid down
in the English Tmarkets.  When these egys go into
the I‘,xwh\h market they are looked upon as stale
by consumers, and only second class prices are
obtained. Eggs from France, Portugal, and Ger-
many, are taken over .to England in two or three
days, and beiny cv msidered as fre~h, they realize the
highest prices, \\'lu]e I repeat, the (.umdmn eygys
are only reckoned as second class. Egg howe\ er,
can reach New York in a few days at mmt. and
sell there as fresh eggs and bring the highest price.
This is the condition of the ege business, and 1
challenge hon. gentlemen to (hepute *hese facts;
because I have taken the trouble to gather them
from parties w ho are thoroughly posted Then
there 1s the queatlon of horses. 1t is very well
known that E ngland is not the proper market for
our horses. We import horses of a_certain class
from England, but she imports very few from this
country. Several attempts have been made to ship
horses profitably to England, but they have proveda
failure.
raise here is not the class used there, and unless
we change our breed we camiot obtain a markét
for them. Instead of sending a large nuniber to
Ené,l‘md ouly 125 were shipped last year, while

about 17,000 went to the United States, showmg
thdt not\\'xthstandmg the high. tariff against our
horses, the mijommg Republu is our natural mar-
‘ket. The previous tariff- had. proved prejudicial
to the trade, but the McKinley tariff ‘has nearly
destroyed.it. Tam not a horse buyer or a horse
dealer, and I do not come before this House to
express my own opinion on ‘this matter, but the
opinions of practical men who understand their
business and know which market is the best. I
desire now to quote the opinions of some of our
Imme dealers. Mr. Isaac Rattenbury, of Clinton,
says

* There has been a drop in prices of $25 2 head at least,

and this during the last month’ or six weeks
\!cl\mley Bill menaced the trade.”

Let me give the opinion of another large horse
buyer in the County of Huron, A. M. Polley, who
eay :

Hel

The trutiis; that the class .of horses we

since the‘

H
H
H
]

‘refer toit with: pnde.
sent is on= of the finest in Canada, 1 behc\'e it is

** The MeKinley Biil has knocked the horse trade higher
than a Gilderoy Kite.  The new duty has put a dead stop
to the trade. I hare been doinge. and I ean do, nothing until
the farmers canbe Dbrought to see th.u t}w\- mus: sell for

320 or so less thanin previous vears.”
Let me now give the apinion of a very respectable
Conservative, an experienced horse buyer, John
\lc\l.um, who says:

** Each year there has probably zone out of this section
1.3% horses. which would average 3150 to 210 each, Now
those horses would not bring more than 125 to <139 each.
Ur instead of those 130 horses at the uld price putting
o the pocket= of the farmers say, 1%B50, az present
prices they would only bring 16250, or 833,590 Less”
Can hoa. gentlemen, in the face of that fact. stated
by a man who ierstands the subject. declare that
the National Policy has brought prosperity to the
farmers and filled their p(n.kct\ with sutlicient

i money to enable them to maintain their families in

comfort > Do not these facts prove that the Na-
tional Policy has largely injured the farmers
in respect to horses®  Take next the article of
wool. The hon. member for Albert. I think,
said that he remembered the time when our
farmers sheared sheep in New Brunswick. which
was equivalent to saying that it was not worth
while to shear sheep Tthere now. Before the
National Policy came into force it was worth
while doing so. becanse the farmers got 34 cents to
40 cents for wool, whereas last year they only re-
ceived from 20 to 22 cents. It will be remembered
how eloguent were tln, Conservatives in iX77-78in
telling the farmers: You are fools to \u]mmt the
Liberal party, for \‘ou are only getting 34 cents per
pound for your wool, whereasnndera national policy,
which we propose to introduce, all your wool will
be manufactured at yowr own doors, wdiding one-
third at least to present prices. The farmers,
always anxious to get money intotheir own pockets,
believed these assertions, and they are now sorry
they did so. At the present time, instead of the
farmers receiving increased prices under the Na-
tional Policy, their wool realizes only one-half what
it did at that time. Hon. "entlcmen will judge
from what I say that the National Policy is a two-
edged sword. It cuts into the farmer by prevent-
ing him obtaining as much for his products as he
otherwise would o, and it cuts into him also by
preventing him buying goods in the cheapest
market.

Mr. AMYOT. Thentheygo to the United States.
Mr. MAC DO NALD (Huren).  Why should they

stay in Canwida? Another objection to the Notional
Policy is that it has been one of the chicf caunses of

‘the depression in values in this country. 1 suppose

I am touching on another subject-in regard to
which it may be declared I am decrying the conn-
try. I bave facts on this subject, gz\tnerc'l from
my personal knm\'ledge not merely guesswork. I
know that the sum for which certain farms
were sold several years ago, and the prices they
have realized during the’ last one or two years, and
as I will give both prices, hon. members will obtain
an idea of the depreciation in farm pm{xert v in my
ueighbourhood. \When I say my neighbourhood, I
1 believe the county I repre-

the garden of the Dominion: and when I find that.
the ?armers even in the \ery best portion of this
country are failing to make both ends meet, and
have not five cents in their pmkets asa surplns at
the close of each year, there is something wrong in
the policy of the Government. When the indus-



2095 [COMMONS] 2096

]
trious farmers of that section, with the push and * for 5,340, two years ago it re-sald for SHL200:
eneryy they exercise every day. with the skill and ' Farm ** B ™ sold three years ago for 34,000, re-sold
talent they Jisplay in the management of their:two vears ago for 83,500 : Farm * C 7 sold four
farms. fall behind each year, they pick up stakes | years ago for 34,000, was re-sold two years ago for
and go to a foreign laml.  Has that been the case ¥ | 83,200 : Farm = D 7 sold five years ago for 5,10,
Yes. I have known farmers in thatsection, as every ; re-sold two years ago for 83.200: Farm “E,”
hon. gentleman has knownfarmers in some other sec- | comprising 214 acres, sold six years ago for 813,-
tions of the Dominion, to leave this country. Itis no , 000, was re-sold two years ago for $11,200: Farm
use keeping back the facts from the people. Itis|{*F 7 sold tive years ago for 7,30, re-sold two
just as well to tell the country that the people are | years ago for 36,200 : Farm ¢ G 7 consisting of 150
in a Jdepressed condition, and putting aside politics | acres, sold six years ago for S11,000, and was re-
and partisanship. we should come together and see § sold tweo years age fur 7,30 : Farm * H 7 seld
if we can devise some method by which the farmers © five years ago for 1,000, re-sold two years ago for
san be raised from the state of depression in which | $2.700.  The total aggregate value of the farms 1
they now are, and plwced upon a higher level of ; have mentioned sold curing the former period was
prosperity.  Well, Sir. the hon. member for Albert | $49.6M), and the total aguregate of their re-selling
(Mr. Wekdon) told us the other night thatwas $4L5700, or as near as possible, 1,000 loss on
property was net depreciating. and The took | each farm, or 210 on every acre.  Now, Sir, that
up a bouk and he read there the testimony from !is the condition of things in the best section in the
Mr. Blue, Deputy Minister of Agriculture in | Dominion of Canada, and -if such depreciation
Ontario, that in IS82—I think that was the | takes place in such a section as that. hoew much
year—the estimated value of lands in Ontario was | more the depreciation must be in the poorer sec-
SG32.000,000, and in the year 1888 the estimmated | tions of the country. In many places where far-
value wias 640000000, - That is trae, but the {mers are unable to make a living they sell
report for 1889, as the hon. gentleman said, showed | their farms for ahnest a bagatelle, and move
that the total value of land in Ontario in 1889 was | off to the Western States and settle on the praivie
only J12,000 more than it was eight years before. | lands of that country.  That is largely, although
Do you think that the 300,000 people, working day { not altogether, the effects of the National Policy.
in amd day out for eight years, going to their work | But, Sir, the National Policy has done worse than
early in the morning and leaving it late at night, | that. I am sorry tolearn from the oflivial records
putting forth their energy and skill for the!that the farmers of our country are mortgaginf
purpose of enlarging clearings. and improving | their lands and chattels to an alarming extent.
their farms and reclaiming waste lands during | am not one who woukd make incorrect statements
these eight consecutive years, do you think that the { before this House or any ether place. I know
efforts and energy of these 300,000 people|that every word I utter is taken down in
did not increase the value of their lands more! Hansard, and the public and the farmers of this
than 12,000 in eight long consecutive years?®!country can peruse these statements, and easily
Then, Nir, go up into the Rainy River district ; | correct them if they were wrong. If I feel that the
some of our people have gone there and made large ; Governiment should relieve the condition of the
clearings and extended the acreage brought under { farmers of this country in some way, then it is my
cultivation. Go into Muskoka and into Algoma, | bounden duty as a representative of the people to
and you will find some of our people who have| tell those in authority, that.the furmers are suffer-
wandered out there; and made new clearings. and | ing from over taxation, and if they can improve
cultivated the land in various wiys since I882. | their condition in any way, it will be a great
Can any reasonable. man contend that all' this [:blessing to the furmers. We have a statement
energy, all this skill and all' this application of ['of the chattel mortgages.in Ontario, prepared by
industry and ‘perseverance by 300,000 people, for i the various county clerks, as orderedby the Legis-
eight long years, only increased 'the value of -land ; lature of Ontario. Let me tell yon that a chattel
in Ontario. by S12,000.  Sir, if the value of ‘thelmortgage is about the verylast thing a farmer
land was 3632,000,000 in 18382, aud if you consider | or duybody else will give. .When. you find the
all the improvements which- have heen made, and | farmer. going into a store and baying his goods for
the expenditure which has beenr laid out on these! the yéar, and-at ‘the end of that yéar has-to give a
lands since then, you will find. that they have | chattelmortgage uponhispersonal property,it shows
depreciated nearly $100,000,000. from 1882.to 1889. | that the farmer is in a very bad condition indeed.
If the:land increased by that sum, theun the farms | If he had any credit, if the farm stood behind him,
of Ontario are actually. worth $100,000,000 less, | the storekeeper would not require a chattel mort-
and of .whatever proportion’ each farm his in that | gage because his credit would stand upon the
632,000,600 of total value, each farmer loses that | books, as the farm would be an equivalent for the
proportion as soon as the farm’goes into.the hands | debt. I was told recently by a.practical business
of another man. It may be said -that if a fariner is | man, not far from where I live, that he went to
left in possession of 'his farm, it is his homestead, | the registry office in the town of Goderich for the
and it is as good: for cultivation as it was many | purpose of ascertaining the condition of the farmers
yearsago; but whether that can be the case or|within a circuit of eight wmiles of the place
not; the fact remuins that the value of the farm {at which he was doing business. He examined
has decreased, and that if the farmer wants to|into the vircuwmstances of thirty-seven far-
realize upon it, he loses money. But, Sir, 1ét me ! mers, and he said to me: How many out
ive some of my own' knowledge as to the sales of | of the thirty-seven do you think have their farms
“farms which have taken placewithin a circuit of | mortgaged * Isaid: I cannot tell you; I sappose
thirty miles of the neighborhood from which I | half of them,and he replied: Well, thereare thirty-
come. I need not mention the names of the far- |six out of the thirty-seven who have their farm
mers, for it will suffice to indicate them alphabe- | mortgaged, and he told me further, that there
tically. Farm “A 7 sold fourteen years ago!|wasno mortgage standing agaiust afarm for less
Mr. Macpoxarp (Huronm).
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than {100 T said to him: The thirty -seventh
man must be a bappy man : but 1 discovered thas
he was only happy becanse he had not yet recerced
his patent from the Crownand he, therefore, could
not mortgage the farm. 1 was acquainted with

these farmers to which my friend rveferred, and | :
- on this great guestion is entitled to much weight, 1
have pleasure in guoting the opinion of the Hon,

nothing surprised e so much as when he told me
that such and such parties had mortgages ux)on
their farms, for 1 was always of the opinion that
they were ina prosperous condition and doing well,
Let megive youa few tigures here invegardtochattel
mortgages, which 1 take from the official statement
prepared by order of the Ontavio Government.  1u
the County of Brant, from which my hon. friend (M.
Paterson) comes. out of 437 chattel mortgages
there are 238 on the farms. In the County of Essex,
out of 320 chattel mortgages 345 are on the farms
In the Conaty of Grey—represented by the gentle.
man who speaks so eloquently from East Grey (M
Sproule), let him listen and learm—out of 1,130
chattel mortgages 921 are on the farms.  In the
County of Hastings, out of 833 chattel mortgages
380 are on the farms.  In the County of Middlesex,
out of 723 chattel mortgages 316 are on the farms
Middlesex is deing pretty well in compavison.  In
the Connty of Victoria, out of 332 chattel mortgages
237 are on the farms.  In the County of Wellington,

out of 497 chattel mortgages, 317 are on the farms, |

We, therefore, find that over 40 per cent. of the
chattel mortgages in each county rests against the
chattels of the farmers, and we find that on the
authority of an oflieial document. preparved by the
onder of the Legislature of Ontario,

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.
After Recess.
COXNSIDERED IN COMMITTEE.

Bill (No. 32) to incorporate the MacLeod Irriga-
tion Company.—-{Mr. Davis, Alberta.)

SECOND READINGS..

Bill (No. 128) to incorporate the Incorporated:

Construction Company of Canada.—{Mr. Wallace.)

Bill {(Neo. 129) to incorporate the Manitoba and
Assiniboia Grand Junction Railway Company.—
(Mr. Davin.)

Bill {(No. 130) to incorporate the Chatsworth,
. Georgian-Bay and Lake Huron Railway Company.
—{Mr. Taylor.)

Bill {(Ne: 135) farther to amend the Act respect-
ing the London Life Insurance Company.—(Mr.
Maoncrieff.)

WAYS AND MEANS—THE TARIFF.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron.) When you left
the Chair, Mv. Speaker, I was concluding my
arraignment of the National Policy. 1 will con-
clude that arraignment by a'corroboration from a
man who is wéll known te -every publie man in
this county ;. a.man who has been in public life for
many years, and whase ability is acknowledged by
friend and foe ; a man whose eloquence has often
been. heard inside of this House, -and whose
opinions have been quoted by both sides of. .the

ouse upon every great guestion upon which he
gave an opinion: a man who has received
particular prominence at the hands of the Literal.

Dy

i

————

- tion and & North-West empey stitl 3 with

Conservative  party,  especially  this  session:
a man whase abilities have been more  highly
appreciated by them this year than they have ever
been bLefore : amd 1 am sure that when 1 mention
the name of that gentleman, hon. gentlemen will
acknowledge that whateveropinion he has expressed

Edwant Blake uwpon the effects of the National

| Policy, in corvoboration of what 1 have said this

afternoon.  In lds letter to his late constituents in
West Durham, he set forth his views on this
subject in very plain and positive language. Npeak-

' ing of the National Poliey in that letter, he says @

*Its real tendenex has been, as foretold twelve years
agu, towards disintegration and annexation, instead of

- conselidation and the naintenance of that British eons
' nection of whieh they elaim to be the special guardians,

It has left us with a small population, a seanty immigra-
i enormons addi-
tions te our public debt and yearly charge, an extravagant
system of expenditure, and an unjust and expensive

- taritl’s with restricted markets for our needs, whother to

buy or to sell, and all the host of evils (greatly intensified
Ly our spoeial comditions) thence arising: with trade
diverted trom its natural into forced and, therefore, less
profitable channels, and with unfricudly relations and

" frowning taril walls, oven mare and more estranging us

from the mighty English-spesking nation te the south,

' our neighbours and relations. with whom we ought to

be, as it waz promised we should be, living i genervus
amity and li‘)oml interconrze, Worre, far worse, It
has left us with lowered standards of public virtue and
death-like ayathy in publis opinion: with raeisl, relis-

ous and provineial animosities rather inflamed than -

soothed 1 with a subservient Parliament, an autoeratic
exeeutive, debanched constituencies and evrrupted and
corrupting classzes: with lessoned selfreliance and in-
oreased dependence on the public chest and on legisla-
tive atds, and pussesses withal by a boasttul jinge spirit

 fur_enough removed from trie manliness, loudly pro-
| claiming unreal conditions and exazgerated sontiments,

while actual facts and genuine opinions are sappressed,
It_has left us with our hands tted. our future compro-
mised, aud in such a plight that, whether we stand or
move, we must run some risks which else we might havo

[ either declined or encounterod with greater prowmise of
' sueeesy™

Now, his arraignment of the whole National
Policy thoroughly endovses every paosition 1
have taken this afternoon. It only remains to me,
as far as my arraignment is concerned, to recapitus
late the points 1 have proven this afternoon. 1
have proven that the National Policy has not in-
creased our foreign trade. I have shown that it kas
not increased prives of farm products. 1 haveshown

| that it has increased the prices of many gomls manu-

factured in this country and largely used by the
wer classes. I have proven.that the National
*olicy has failed to prevent the exodus of our people
by thousands into the United States. ! have shown
that it prevents our farmers from selling in the
dearest and buying in the cheapest markets, and I
have proven that under it the value of farm lands
have greatly decreased. If that is not a sutticient
arraignment, supported by the best anthorities,
what more can be reguired to condenmn any system
or policy of such a character?  But, passing from
the consideration of the National Palicy, we are
frequently asked, what policy has the Liberal party
to present to theconntry t  Well, Sir, we have that
policy which is known as an enlargement of
the trade relations between this country and
the. United Statex That is our pelicy : we
do not detine it down to the very articles that
will'be perinitted to come into this country and to
go into the ather, but we, as a Liberal Frty, have
always proclaimed, on the public platform and in
the Legislatures of this country, that we are in
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favour of free trade in natural products : but if the | States.

United States refuse to graut us that, we are will-
ing to go further.  We are willing to allow a large
proportion of manufactured articles in the United
States to come into this country free, provided we
are given the same privilege of sending the manu-
factured articles of this country into their markets
freec. We do not say that we can formulate to the
very letter the terms of a treaty that might be
formed, after consideration of the whole question,
but we are liberal on this side of the House, and
if we were in power. 1 am satistied that, within
two years, we could place upon oar Statute-
books o treaty which would give us great
advantages in the United States’ markets, and
give the Awmericans great advantages in ours.
But we are told that we could not get that.
We do not know, we are not positive of anything
in the future. It wassaid in 1849 that we could
not get a treaty along the lines of the Treaty of
18534, It took us seven long years of continuous
negotiations every year to secure that treaty. We
were refused, year after year, and ultimately, after
a thorough consideration of the relations between
the two countries, we succeeded, in 1854, in getting
a treaty beneficial to Canada. But hon. gentle-
men opposite appear to think they can get a treaty
in one month. They dissolved Parliament last
winter at a verv unseasonable period. TFor what
purpose * For the purpose of having a Parliament
fresh from the people to cousider the treaty
they were to formulate with the United States;
and yet, in the face of that appeal to the country,
not a single step has been taken in order to secure
such a treaty. My opinion is, that hon. gentlemen
opposite are not in favour of a treaty at all with
the United States which will materially widen our
commercial intercourse. I make bold here to state
definitely, from my place on the tloor of Parliament,
that it is my candid opinion they have no
more intention of seeking a treaty with the United
States than they had of getting a treaty with the
Sandwich Islanders. Why,theirwholehistory for the
last two or three years proves that to a demonstra-
tion. We were tolid repeatedly, upon the public plat-
forms and in this House, that they have heen in
favour of reciprocity for the last twenty years, and
that they have placed upon the statutes of this
country an offer of reciprocity to the United States.
And what is that offer? They place a list of
scheduled articles on the statutes, and say to the
United States : If you will allow those articles to
go into your country free, we will allow similar
articles to come into Canada free; or if you will
allow them to go into your markets at a less rate of
duty than the ordinary duties charged, we will
lower the duty on similar articles brought into this
country. If these hon. gentlemen believe what
they have been stating for the last few years,
namely, that a treaty in natural products would
destroy the. farmers of this country, what are
they offering the United States to-day? They
are telling the United States that if they accept
that offer placed upon our statutes, it will
ruin our farmers, but, they say, we place the
ruination in your hands, and if you wish to ruin
the farmers of this country, all you have to do is to
accept our offer. Does the Conservative party to-
day say they are in favour of a treaty in natural
products? Not one of them does. I challenge any
hon. gentleman opposite to say that he is in favour
of a treaty in natural products with the United
Mr. MacpvoxaLp (Huron).

And if they are not in favou of a treaty,
and if they are not in favour of interfering directly
or indirecely with the National Policy—if, on the
one hand, they exclude raw materials or the natural
products of the country, and. on the other hand,
they exclude the manufactured articles of the
country, I would like to know what articles the
treaty is going to include.  But we were told that
Sir Charles Tupper, in 1888, made an unrestricted
offer, to the United States, of reciprocity.  Now,
Sir Charles Tupper never made a hond side ofter to
the American Government with regard to a treaty
atall. T make that assertion here. as 1 have
made it before, that Sir Charles Tupper never
made a hond fde offer to the commissioners
appointed by the Washington Government in
18887  And why did he not? He had no
power, he had no authority delegated to him
to make any such offer to the American Gov-
ernment.  Sir, previous to the appointment of the
commissioners for the settlement of the fishery
question in 1887, Secretary Bayard wrote to Sir
Charles Tupper in the month of May. His letter
congratulated Sir Charles Tupper upon his patriot-
isn—of «course he knew that was one of his weak-
nesses. He hoped he would be appointed as one of
the comnissioners who were to meet in Washing- .
ton the following fall, for which appointment Siv
Charles Tupper afterwards asked, according to his
own letter, and he was appointed one of the com-
missioners for Canada to settle the difficulties ex-
isting between the two countries.  Now, according
to the tenor of that letter, a private letter sent by
Mr. Bayard, who knew the policy and views of the
American Government upon the trade question, who
knew what they were willing to do at that very
time, Necretary Bayard suggested to him that the
whole trade relations of the country should be dis-
cussed when those commissioners were appointed,
and these are the words of his letter. After pre-
liminary congratulations upon his ability and
patriotism, &c., he says:

‘“ The immediate difficulty to be settled is found in_the
Treaty of 1318 between the United States and tGreat Bri-
tain, which has been a questio tecata ever since it was
concluded.

“ T am.confident we both seek to obtain a just and per-
manent settlement—and there is but one way to procure
it—and-that is by a straightforward treatment, on a liberal
and statesmanlike plan, of the entire commerecial rela-
tions of the two countries.

“T say commercial, beeause I do not propose to include,
however indireetly, or by any intendment, bowever par-
tial or oblique, the political relations of Canada and the
United States, nor to affect the legislative independence
of either country.”’

There was an offer just as if he had said to Sir
Charles Tupper : Yeouare about to be appointed
commissioner ; seek to impress upon your own
Government, and through them upon the British
Government, that they should give powers to the
commissioners to negotiate on theselines. Butthe
British Government did not give these powers at
all. I believe that Sir Charles Tupper was in
favour of more extended trade relations with the
United States, but the Government at Ottawa were
not in favour of that policy, and no such instruc-
tions were given. How do I know that ¥ Hereare
the instructions issued to the commissioners=

. ‘“ Whereas for the purpose of consideringand adjusting
in a friendly spirit with plenipotentiaries to be appointed
on the part of our good friends the United States of
America, all or any questions relating to righis of the
fishery in the seas adjacent to British North America and

Newfoundland, which are in dispute between our Govern-
ment and that of our said guod friends, and any other
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question that may arise which the respective plenipoten-
tiarics may be authorized by theirrespective Governments
to consider and adjust.”
“May be authorized.” That instruction was issued
on the 24th October, 1887. The United States
remained for eighteen days after these instructions
were issued to the British plenipotentiaries, and
then they issued instructions couched inalmost the
same language. and bestowing the same authority
as that which had been hestowed by Great Britain
on her plenipotentiaries. Therefore, the whole
trade question was outside of the authority which
the commissioners obtained from their respective
Governments.  Let me read the instructions which
were given to the Washington plenipotentiaries :
“To meet and confer with plenipotentiaries repre-
senting the Government of Her Britanpie Majesty for the
purpose of considering and adjusting in a friendly spirit
all or any questions relating to rights of fishery in the
seas adjacent to British North America and Newfound-
land which are in dispute hetween the Gevernments of the
United States and that of Her Britannic Majesty, and
any other question which may arise and which they may
be authorized by their respective Governments to con-
sider and adjust.”
You will observe that the language is nearly ver-
batim.  Sir Charles Tupper said that he made an
offer to the plenipotentiaries to settle the question
on a wider basis of the trade relations between the
two countries. He had no power to make such un
offer, and the offer nor the answer to the offer was
put in the protovols, It was said that it might be
found in these protocols, but, when the protocols
came down to this House, I found that the offer
-was printed on a fly-sheet and was not signed by
anyone, but was issued, az it was marked, ¢ By
the authority of the Privy Council.” Can it be
said that Sir Charles Tupper made a hond fide
offer How could he do that when on the floor of
this House every man who rose condemned,
at the very time Sir Charles was in Washington,

reciprocity, stating that it  wounld  destroy
the interests of the Canadian farmers? It 1s

true that, when Sir Charles Tupper came back
he knocked the bottom out of many of their
speeches. It was rumoured that there was:a fracas
in one of their cancus meetings and that Sir Charles
Tugpper said that, if the policy he advocated was
not in accord with the views of the Conservative
party, he would step down and out, and he
did step down and out and went back to his office
in England. At that time the party in
power in the United States-was in favour
of free trade. They were Democrats, and the
President and the Secretary of State were in favour
of extending their commercial relations, and many
of the Republicans of that day were strongly in
favour of widening the trade between Canada and
the United States. But it was not expected that
in 1890 a little star would appear from which the
Ministers here thought they could seea little light.
They found that the colony of Newfoundland was
trying to obtain extended trade relations with the
United States, and they decided that this great
Canada could not allow that little Island to settle
its own affairs without their interference, so they
wrote to ‘Lord Knutsford stating that they desired
that no further step should be taken by Newfound-
land in regard to that treaty, until Canada was

laced in the same position. Then Lord:Knuts-
ord was instructed  to inform Sir Julian Paunce-

fote, and by this side wind our Government tried-

to get an introduction of some scheme of recipro-
city. Then they went to the country.and told the

people that the whole of the negotiations were
initiated by the United States Government, and
Mr. Blaine gives the lie to that ina communication
which came from him and was placed on the Table
of the House. Let me vead what he said.  This is
in a letter which he addressed to Sir Julian
Pauncefote.  After referring to several other
matters, he says:

“In_view of the fact that you had come to the
State Department with these proposals, and that the sub-
ject was then forthe first time mentioned between us, and
in view of the further fact that I agreed to a private
conference, as explained in my minute, I confess that it
was a surprise to me when several weeks later, during the
Canadian canvasg, Sir John -Macdonald and Sir Charles
Tupper both stated before public assemblages that an
informal_discussion of a reciprocity treaty would take
place at Washington after the th of Mareh. by the initia-
tion of the Secretary of State, I detail these ftucts be-
cause [ deem it important, since the matter has for some
weeks been open to publie remark, to have it settled that
the conference was not ‘ initinted ” by me, but. on the con-
trary, that the private arrangement of which I spoke was
a modification of your proposal, and iu no scuse an
original suggestion from the Government of the United
States.”

That proves that SirJohnMazdonald and Siv Charles
Tupper falsiied the facts on the public platforms
of this country, and Secretary Blaine stated in an
open letter to his friend Mr. Baker that he was not
the first initiator of the interview that was proposed
to be held after the 4th March, showing that the
whole scheme from beginning to end was an elec-
tioneering dodge. I am informed on good author-
ity that bhefore the elections came off, one gentleman
was sent west to interview the leaders of the party
there and ascertain whether it would be wise to
bring on the elections a yeur before the
expiration of the constitutional limit of Parliament :
and that another was sent east to ascertain
the opinion of the leaders of the party in that direc-
tion ; and I understand that these two gentlemen
brought bick the statement that unless the Govern-
ment went to the country at once, the popularity
of the free trade policy would be such that they
would be swept from oftice. Then they said to
themselves : If we go to the country we must have
some plea along the lines of reciprocity : we will
make out that we are just about going to Washing-
ton to negotiate a treaty along the lines of 1854.
And what were the lines of 1854% That treaty in-
cluled the natural products of the farm. Now. -
Sir, I can prove from speeches of hon. gentlemen
opposite that nearly every single one of them arve
opposed to the establishment of a treaty along the
lines of 1854. Let me call attention to this fact,
that even during this debate, many of those who
have spoken upon the question have stated that
the United States are not our natural markets.
Why, then, seek to get our natvral products into
a market that is pot our natural market” The
Finance Minister stated in this House the other
day that the United States were not our natural
market. The Minister of Agriculture has stated
on different platforms, in various parts of the coun-
try, that they are not our natural market. Here
we have statements from prominent men in the
Government who have told us that the United
States are not our natural market, that their:
market is glutted, . that they have far more than
they can use of every particular article that our
farmers send there, consequently there is no use °
seeking a-market in that direction. Members and
followers of the Government have stated time and
again that = they were opposed to reci-
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procity in natural products. (
man opposite me, the member for East Grey (Mr.
Sproule), who, I am sure, would never support a
treaty along the lines of 1854. The hon. gentle-
man made an eloquent speech here last year and
the year before, in which he stated that it would
destroy the interests of the Canadian farmers if we
had a treaty in natural products. And in order to
enlighten him, as he has forgotten it, and in order
to enlighten his party, and to show the inconsis-
tency that prevails among them, I will read a few
-extracts which will edify him and instruct my hon.
friends on this side, as to the position that the
would-be Minister of Agriculture takes upon this
gquestion.  On page 3045 of the Hansard of 1890,
he suys:

* Twould like to ask the farmers of Canada whether they

would be willing to allow the bogus cheese and butter
that is made by millions of pounds over in that country,
to be sent into our own country to the destruction of one of
-our most important industries.”
Well, Sir, reciprocity along the line of 1834
would destroy that industry, according to your
«doctrine, and, therefore, you are opposed to the pro-
position of the Government. Then he goes on :

* There is no farmer in Canada to-day that could prose-

-cute that industry profitably as he now does, if we had
unrestricted reciprocity.”’
Now, unrestricted reciprocity would not affect
that more than restricted reciprocity, because reci-
procity, according to the principle of 1854, would
include this very article as well as the other, so
that he is opposed to reciprocity in natural pro-
ducts. Then, speaking of pork, the hon. gentle-
man says further on :

‘“ If the price advances only half a cent a pound, and it
‘will be that at the very lowest computation, it means on
15,000,600 pounds of pork, $76,030 for the farmers. Taking
other lines of products, and beef, on which there would

be a duty of three cents a pound, it is easily understood
‘what an important advantage is given to our farmers,”

Again he says:

.““In my part of the county there isa great deal of atten-
tion given to raising plums;. we ship about 10,000 bushels

a year, and if it was not for this duty of .30 cents a bushel,

-our orchard owners would be ‘brought in direct -compe-
tition with the Awecrican fruit raisers.”

Now, see what he says. He takes up ‘butter and
.cheese and says it would destroy the interests of

the farmer in that trade to.have reciprocity. He

takes up pork and says.it would destroy the.pork
trade of our farmers if we had reciprocity. He
‘takes up the fruit trade and says-that reciprocity
would destroy the interests of our farmers:in-the
fruit trade. It shows to my mind that the hon.

gentleman is supporting a Government whose policy.-

he does not understand. But let.me quote from
-another authority on the matter. Last year; you will
remember, there was an able and popular gentleman
belonging to the Government. He represented an
-eastern constituency, he wasa very eloquent man, a
‘man very popular among his colleagues, and he was
“put up last year to propound the policy of the Gov-
-ernment upon the trade question. During that-elo-
quent speech he was asked a.question by .thé hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), and in reply to
.that question"he made use of these words:

‘I am sure the farmers of this country will endorse me
when' I-say .that free trade‘between-Canada’ and the
.United States in_all.agricultural products, would be the
worst possible thing that could happen-to the farmers of
our country,” - ‘ '
That was the policy of the Government last year.
They went betore the country this year saying that

Mr. MacooxaLp (Huron)..

- '
1 see an hon. gentle- .
 hbetween the two countries that he condemned last

they wanted that very policy to he established

year. But I will come still nearer to the Government
than that. We were told from platform after
platform that unrestricted reciprocity would destroy
our cattle trade ; we were told it would destroy
our flour trade, that it would reduce the price of
pease and oats to a corn standard by the intro-
duction of free corn. We were told it would
introduce cheap American flour and destroy the
Canadian market for flour, and we were told that
by supporters of the Government high up in the
esteem of the party. But the paper that supports
them, the organ of the Conservative party in the
city of Teronto, that great organ which is the
mouth-piece of Conservative public opinvion, the
organ that has been supported by the Conservative
party, yea, built up from its very foundation by
the Conservative party, and every word it says is
supposed to be the eche of the leaders of the
party—what has it said in regard to reciprocity in
cattle ? It said that such a policy would destroy the
cattle trade, and it published that announcement
in its columns with large display letters in order to
attract the attention of the farmers to that parti-
cular point. We saw an advertisement that was
put into that paper and kept there for weeks
during the election campaign, headed with large
display letters. Here is what the Empire says:

“ Facts !—Farmers !—It would kill the cattle trade!!—
This is no exaggeration, but a sober solid fact.—This is
exactly what unrestricted reciprocity would do.

“Why ? Because Canadian cattle are now allowed the
special privilege of enfering Great Britain alive and of
being taken into the interior of the countx;r' for sale.

‘ The United States cattle are scheduled, that is, must
be kiiled immediately on arrival, because there is cattle
disease in that countryand none in this.

** This privilege is worth to you, Canadian farmers, at
least 810 per head of eattle !! . .

** We could not keep out United States disease from this
country under unrestricted reciprocity, because we would
be virtually one country.

“ Great Britain for protection of her own farmers, and
through no ill-will jto us, would be forced to ‘schedule
,yourcattle. o
~** And you would loge over 3650,000 per year on your
:cattle alone !”’

Sir, now, in ‘face of all these facts, I ask hon.
gentlemen opposite how can they be consistent in
telling: the: people of this country that they are
going to Washington on the 12th of October, to
negotiate a -treaty along the lines of a policy
.which they.assert will destroy the interest of the
farming.community of this country? Sir, we are
not of ;that opinion on. this side. We believe that
‘a-reciprocity -in natural products would be a great
advantage:to our farmers, that it would give them
an open and a freer market, it would give them
two strings to their bow, the English market
‘for what it would take, and the American market
for what it would take, and in this way it would
largely increase the prosperity of the Canadian
farmer. That is one advantage coming. from reci-
procity in natural products only. But we go
further, and we say that if the manufactured
articles of the United States were permitted to
come in free and our own to go in there free, then
we would be able both to sell in the dearest market
for our products and buy in the cheapest. But, Sir,
is it possible that the Government ‘of the present
day are seeking to gull the people of this country ?
Is it posible they are telling the people in one
part of the country that the policy is recipro-
city, and they are telling the people in another
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part of the country that their policy is the
old National Policy ? Sir, that is the case.
The present Minister of Justice, when he de-
livered his first speech in the late campaign, said
they were going to enter into reciprocity with the
United States, along the lines of the treaty of
1834. Sir John A. Macdonald, in his letter
to the electorate of Canada a few days after-
wards, never mentioned, from one end of it to the
other, anything about reciprocity with the United
States. But he did say something in regard to
the National Policy. He said : We go to the
country on the same policy as in 1879, in 1882,
in 1887, and in 1891 with the samne policy also.
Here was the leader of the Government telling one
story and his first lieutenant another story, and the
people of the country waiting for the great meeting
to come off for the purpose of getting at the Gov-
ernment’s policy. In my own town a little occur-
rence took place, which I will mention. Just after
the Minister of Justice delivered that speech in
which he declared that the Tories were in favour of
reciprocity in natural products, a Tory in the town
said that his party had always been in favour of reci-
procity in natural products ; but, when Sir John
Macdonald’'s letter came out, he and several Tories
went back on their opinion and said they wouldstand
by the National Policy. It is our duty to ask the
Government for a declaration of their policy, be-
cause they are in a responsible position and we are
not. The people have a right to know from their
mouths what kind of policy they intend to pursue,
so that the people can judge them. We are often
asked what our policy is. Itisas clearand distinct
as the light of day. We want reciprocity of the
widest character with the United States. We do
pot want to hand over any of our legislative power
to the United States. What is reciprocity, as I
understand it—and I have discussed reciprocity on
the public platform before it became a political or
party question? Unrestricted reciprocity, to my
mind, means this : Our political position will remain
as at present, and .we will impose any duties we
please.on articles coming.from foreign countries,

and the United States will do the same’; but:goods-

from the United States will come infree, and the
same liberty will- be given to Canada to send her
goods free to the American markets. So we would
have complete control of our tariff ; we would place
any duties we pleased on goods from. foreign
countries, and- the .United. States would follow
" the same course with regard to .themselves. In
reviewing the wholé question we. must ‘come
to the conclusion, that the- policy. of the
Government is still the National Policy, and
that they are determined to stick by the manufac-
turers and the combires of this country who have
extracted millions from the .pockets of.the peo-
ple and -placed them in their,own pockets to'en-
rich themselves. Mr. Redpath, the great sugar
refiner, after he had made millions out of the Can-

adian.people,. did not feel disposed to remain  and.

spend the money here, but. he went to England,
purchased a great castle and is living there in luxury
on the inoney 'he.has taken out of ‘the ‘pockets of
the peoplé of Canada. So it is in regard to.many
other manufacturers of the country. The Govern-
ment stick to.the manufacturers because the{) have

lenty of money and are capable of contributing
arge sums to the boodle fund as has been proved this
session by the investigations going on. I predict that

the day is not far distant when all this corruption
will be unearthed, and that the characters of those
who have been guilty of corruption and dishonesty
will be exposed before the righteous indignation of
the people, and then more honest and better
men will be placed in positions to govern this
great country. The Liberal party has been ac-
cused of being narrow-minded. The hon. men-
ber for Albert (Mr. Weldon), in his speech
the other night, referred to the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), who is one
of the broadest and most liberal-minded statesman
of this country, and who possesses a greater grasp
and deeper insight into its affairs probably than
any other man in it, pointed to him with a finger
of scorn and said, referring to our party, and to
the hon. gentleman as one of our leaders, that the
political sky is too near his head and the political
horizon too near his fingers. What a charge to
bring against the Liberal party ! The hon. gentle-
man has studied the constitutional history of Can-
ada. Hashe not found therein the great works the
Liberal party have done ? Who fought in 1837-38-39
for the great principles of responsible government
against the strong arin of the Family Compact ?
Who was the party, with that spirit of broad liber-
alism which stepped into the breach, who fought
and won the great battle of responsible government
and made it one of the corner stones of the consti-
tution of the country? It was the Liberal party, still
further down in our history, that declared that the
various mnunicipalities should have local govern-
ment to manage their affairs, so that they might
expend their own money for local purposes and
assess themselves 1o meet their obligation for local
improvements ? The Tory party, ever lagging he-
hind, declared that the Liberals were opposed to
British principles, that they were seeking to follow
the customs and habits of the United States, and
the Conservatives went so far as to call the muni-
cipal institutions sucking republics, and they called
the Liberal party disloyal and unpatriotic. What
was the result? These institutions were estab-
lished, and to-day there is not a single Tory in
this country who would look back and say that the
Liberals of that day were wrong. Still further
down in the history: of this country which was the
party that first agitated and largely carrvied out
our system of . free education? It was the Liberal

‘party, and under our system the sons and the

daughters of the poor man are educated siile by side
with those of the rich, and are-educated to take
part in working -out the destiny of this country.
Again, it was the Liberal party that suggested the
‘confederation of the provinces, and. was largely
instrumental in its successful consummation. We
have often heard it from public platforms, as .well
as from the members of this House, that the late
‘leader of thie great-Liberal-Conservative party was
the father of Confederation. The Tories of that
day fought against, the principles of Confederation,
and when a dead lock took plice between the people
of Upper Canada and of Lower Canada, who was
the man who saw and suggestéd the remedy? It was
the late George Brown, the ;great leader of the Li-
beral party. . He came to the front ; he asked Par-
liament to appoint-a committee of twenty to take
into. consideration - the propriety of uniting- the
separate- provinces into.one great country. That
committee considered all the details of this question.
‘The' committee ‘was" directed upon  the question. .
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Two reports were submitted to Parliament in
favour of Confederation. The report of the
majority was signed by seventeen, the report
of the minority opposed to Confederation
was signed by three, and the first name on the
minority report was that of the Hon. Sir John
Macdonald, late leader of the Conservative party.
The second name was that of John Sanfield Mac-
donald, and the third name was that of Mr. Scoble,
who then represented Elgin. The next day after
these reports were presented, the Government was
defeated on a resolution moved by the Hon. Win.
Macdougall for paying in the interim of the session,
100,000 to the city of Montreal without the
assent of Parliament. Then came forth the mag-
nanimity of the Reform party in this country.
They might have taken office then, but George
Brown with that magnanimity of soul which
ever characterised him —and he was a fitting
representative of those who followed him—went
to the Conservative party and offered them
his support if they would take up Confedera-
tion and carry it out. After that, both parties
united together and made Confederation a success.
Tell me a%ter these great measures and these great
accomplishments by the Liberal party that our
political sky is near our heads, and that our
horizon is near the point of our fingers. Mr.
Speaker, I am sorry to have detained the House
so long. 1 thank hon. gentlemen on both sides of
the House for the kind attention they have given
me : and I thank you especially, Mr. Speaker, for
the cordial courtesy you have extended to me during
my remarks.

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Speaker, we have listened
for a good many hours to the remarks of the hon.
entleman who has just sat down. \Wehave heard
rom him the same old story, which we have heard
for a number of years past repeated on every plat-
form in this country. We have heard his denun-
ciations of. the National Policy ; a policy which has
‘been approved by the people of this country on four
different occasions, and a.policy. which I believe the
people would ugain .endorse to-day if the question
were submitted to them. We have heard fromthe
hon. member for Fast -Huron (Mr. Macdonald) that
the National Policy was a fraud, and - that protec-
tion was a delusion and a snare,.and had worked
reat injury to the people of this country. But,
Sir, after all his denunciation of the National
Policy generally he made one. little exception in
its .favour. That, Sir,.is. characteristic of hon.
gentlémen on the other side of the. House. He
went over a very.great variéty of arguments to try
to show that protection was injurious'to.the people.
of . this country, but when he came:to the question

of salt, he made s pause, and I believe he reversed.
-in this ‘particular the  decision he had given.on all

other mattérs.  Salt, according to the niember for

East:Huron (Mr. Macdonald), was the oné article in.

this country. that required protection, and-the only

denunciation that he could find for the Government:
_ in'reference to this matter was, because salt did not’

receive sufficient;protection. I believe, Mr. Speaker,

that other hon. gentlemen on that side of the House,
are in the sameposition as themember for Huron, .in'

regard to special commodities of their own. :The

‘hon./ member. for Queen’s, P.E.L (Mr. .Davies), for:

instance, was last year loud in his ‘contention that
pork and bacon should have a high duty piaced upon
- Mr. MacpoNALD (Huron). '

-gentleman  told

them, although, according to him, all other duties
were wrong. We have also the member for South
Brant (Mr. Paterson) in a similar position. Heis
not satisfied with the immense duties which are now
placed upon candies and upon biscuits. He is en-
gaged in that business himself and he is so badly
satisfied with the 25 and 35 per cent. duty on these
articles, that the hon. member for South Brant
(Mr. Paterson) himself goes into a combination to
increase the price enormously, in addition to the
protection received by this 25 and 33 per cent. duty.
The hon. member for West Lambton (Mr. Lister)
also denounces the National Policy. He denounces
all kinds of protection, but when he comes to the
question of oil, he says: Oh, 100 per cent. is too
little protection for oil. Then, Sir, we come to the
hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charl-
ton). He 1is against protection through and
through, but he is interested in the wrecking-tug
husiness, and he made a most vigorous speech not
very long a%() in this House, advocating that protec-
tion should be given to the Canadian wrecking tugs.
And so, Sir, it goes through all the lists, until we
come to-night to the hon. member for East Huron
(Mr. Macdonald) who after declaiming against all
kinds and forms of protection, says, that the arti-
cle of salt upon which we had a duty of 15 cents
per 100 Ibs., or 42 cents per barrel, is not sutfi-
ciently protected. Why, I remember that for many
years, salt was delivered on the cars at the railway
stations in the county which the hon. gentleman
represents, for 55 cents a barrel, and it was un-
doubtedly sold at a profit then, or else they could
not continue to sell salt for so many years at. that
price. Now, if there is one combination in this
country that is utterly indefensible, a combination
that is doing more injury to the people and making
them more dissatisfied than anything else, it is this
combination on salt, which the member for East
Huron (Mr. Macdonald) upholds and protects here
this afternoon. Why, Sir, what is the history of that
question ? Two years ago, salt was sold for 55
cents-a barrel delivered on the cars, but a combina-

tion was:formed—an illegal combination as I con-

tend—and salt ‘was raised first to £1 and then to
21.10 per harrel delivered. on the cars. The hon.
\ ld us that .there were about
800,000 -barrels of salt produced in his dis-

‘trict, and if salt could formerly be sold at

55 cents per harrel, then there was an illegal,
exorbitant and unnecessary profit to the men
engaged in this business, of at least $440,000

over-the old.price. Notwithstanding this the hon.

member, for East Huron (Mr. Macdonald) thinks
that-all protective duties are-indefensible, and he

‘gets up in his placeto-nightand upbraidsthe Govern-

ment-because.they have made salt from Great Bri-
tain free of duty. He says.that we have no pro-

tection for our salt.in the eastern part of this

Dominion. Well, Sir, we have a law which
operates .equally in every. part of the Dominion, to

‘the effect’ that 'salt from Great Britain comes in
duty free, and the people of every part of the
:Dominion -do, as they have a.right to do,.take

the advantage of having. the. British salt -free of
duty., I.presume that the objection.the hon. gen-
tleman makes is that the American salt is not
brought in free of duty, instead of the British salt.

‘We learned from his speech to-night’ that the hon.

gentleman is wholly American in his views, and
that his- sympathies are not with Great Britain,
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but entirely with the United States. I will refer
very briefly to one or two matters on which the
hon. gentleman dwelt in his speech to the House
to-day. He started out with the assertion,
which has bheen frequently made in this House,
and frequently made throughout the country,
that the duty increases the price of the ar-
ticle by exactly the amount of that duty.
T would ask hon. gentlemen opposite. if that is the
case, how did it happen that in the United States
for many years, while there was a duty of 328 per
ton on steel rails, they were sold there for from $28
to £30 per ton. If what the hon. gentlemnan says is
correct, the manufacturers of steel rails in the
United States prodiced and sold them for nothing.
I think that that one case is sufficient to dispose of
the argument of the hon. gentleman that the duty
imposed by the Government increases the price by
exactly the amount of the duty. The hon. gentle-
man went on to say that he buys Canadian tweeds
on which there is a duty of 45 per cent. I think
one does not need any particular intellect to know
that Canadian tweeds do not pay any duty at all.
They are made here. The hon. gentleman also
referred to Canadian blankets, on which he said
there was a duty of from 80 to 120 per cent. Why,
Sir, youcan buy a Canadian white blanket to-day at
40 cents per pound ; it takes one and one-fifth pounds
to make a blanket, which would cost about 26}
cents ; the cost of manufacturing added’ would
bring it to about 36 cents ; add the manufacturer’s
profit and the wholesale dealer’s profit, and yet
the blanket is sold for 40 cents. Now, I ask any
man in this House where does the duty of from 80
to 100 per cent. on that article come in? I
contend, Sir, that there is not a farthing of duty
upon it. The competition among the woollen
manufacturers of this country is so keen to-day
that there is not a farthing added to the
price on account of the duty. But, Sir, there is this
advantage in the duty, that it gives the Canadian
manufacturers the whole of .the home market. There
is no combinstion among thiese men; and the com-

petition has kept down'the price to the lowest point’

at which these articles-can be sold, 'I do not care
where théy aré made. The hon. gentleman says
that plain shirting pays a duty of 65 per cent. Mr.
SpeaEex', I can tell you'of iny own knowledge that
better shirting is.sold in Canada to-day at 124 cents
a yard than war sold for 22 cents a yard several years
ago, during the time-of ‘the 174 per cént. duty on
these goods. At the same ‘timne, these articles are
made in this country.and’give employment to our
own people. Another important consideration is
that the price of the raw material is not’materially.
advanced in.conSequence of the duty ; and.what is
known to evéry woman in this country who handles
these articles 1s that the Canadian manufactured

article is much superior in quality to .the imported
goods which we used to.have hefore the National
Policy was inaugurated. Thehon. gentleman went on.

to refér to some-other, articles. He said that-solid

steel spades are sold at Gananoque at $10.60.a

dozen, while those of the Pittsburg make are sold
there at 37.80. Now, we all know that there are.

a dozen different qualities of spades made, so that

to compare these prices without knowing anything
about the respective qualities of the two articles is
absurd. But under the impetus given to the manu-
facture of these -articles the National Poiicy,
we find that all articles of that kind are sold in

Canada from 25 to 35 per cent. cheaper than they
were before the introduction of the National
Policy, besides which they are of a superior quality
to what our people used before. The hon. gentle-
man refers to coal oil, and says that No. 1 white is
sold in Canada at 134 cents a gallon, while United
States oil is sold at 74 cents per gallon. There
are two or three points-that deserve consideration
in this connection. The wine gallon by which
American coal oil is sold, being one-fifth less than
the Imperial gallon, 7} cents per wine gallon would
be equal to about 9 cents per Imperial gallon.
Then in the United States the barrel is paid for
extra, while in Canada coal oil is universally sold
at 30 much a gallon, and the barrel is thrown in.

An hon. MEMBER. No, no.

Mr. WALLACE. The hon. member who says
“no” does not know anything about it. No man can
show an invoice for Canadian oil in which the bar-
rel is charged extra. I have dealt in it for 24
years, and I have never heard of sucha case. The
barrel costs about 3 cents a gallon, and if you add
that to the 9 cents, that brings the cost of Ameri-
can oil up to 12 cents a gallon ; then add the freight,
which will be a cent or two, and you will find that
the price of American oil is really higher than the
price of Canadian oil, which costs from 123 to 13}
cents per gallon. Then, Canadian oil had to pass
two tests which American oil is not subjectedl to.
To salt I have already made some reference. It is
most preposterous to think that an articie of con-
sumption in every house in the country, particu-
larly on every farm should be increased in price
from 55 cents to 21.10 per barrel. It is an inde.
fensible impost on the farmers of Canada, resulting
from an illegal combination ; and yet we find the
hon. member for East Huron justifying that com-
bination and the exorbitant prices which it has
exacted. But the Government have come to the
rescue of the people, and have reduced the duty one-
half ; so that instead of being 15 cents per 100 bs.,
it is now- 7} cents per 100 Ibs. ~And.what is the
result? On the 2nd of July a circular was sent out
by this illegal combination saying that the price
of $1.10 a iar,rel; has been reduced to 83 cents a
barrel. I think the Government would have been
justified in going still further and abolishing the
duty altogether; in'that. way to ‘teach -these men
that' they cannot defy the laws of Canada with
impunity. The hon. gentleman refers also to the
question of sugar, saying:that the duty was im-
posed on account of the National Policy. Now,
everyone knows:that the duty-on raw sugar was
imposed for revenue purposes, and brought in

‘several million dollars a.year to the treasury. But

the Government felt this session that their surplus

was, large enough to enable them to abolish the

duty on’raw sugar, which was no protection to the
manufacturers whatever, because while the duty
on raw sugar is abolished- the protection to .the
Canadian ‘manufacturer remains. What is that
protection? The hon: member - for South” Brant
{Mr. Paterson) represented most unfairly that the

cost of the raw sugar, with the duty added,

amounted to $4.40 per 100 lbs., and then he
made the assertion that the average selling price

in Canada during the year ending 30th June, 1890,

was $6.64 per 100 lbs., and he asked: Who gets
the balance of $2.24%? He did not say that the
refiners’ pocketed ‘that money, but he left that in-
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ference and made that insinuation. Does not that
hon. gentleman know that the difference is not
£2.24 at all? .The hon. member for Halifax (Mr.
Stairs) gave the figures here, and he is in a position
to know them, being interested in the sugar busi-
nes himself and having an accurate knowledge
of it ; and he showed that sugar, instead of cost-
ing the refiner $4.40, cost him £5.14 per 100 1bs.
He insinuated that $2.24 per 100 Ibs. go not into
the Dominion treasury, but into the pockets
of the refiners. \What are the facts * Does the
hon. gentleman not know that the prices quoted
are the prices at the place where the sugar is
grown? Does he not know that a hundred ships
are employed carrying a thousand tons each, or
carrying one hundred theusand tons of sugar into
Canada? Does he not know still further that
there are §00 men employed in the manufacturing
of this sugar, and there are 800,000 barrels requirec
to hold it, costing 32 cents per barrel, mnaking a value
of $256,000. Does he not know that 5C,000 tons
of coal are used in the refining of that sugar,
" making an additional value of $200,000 to this
country, representing the wages of the men em-
ployed in the mines less the profits of those who
employ them ? These enormous sums are to be de-
ducted out of the imaginary £2.24 which the hon.
gentlemanmentioned. More than that, does thehon.
gentleman not know that the prices he quoted are
the prices at which sugar is sold by the wholesale
dealers, and we bave sworn evidence to prove that
the profits of the wholesale dealers are from 40
to 50 cents per 100 Ibs. I believe the hon. mem-
ber for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) is one of
tie rmen who pocketed these profits, and when, in
making that quotation, he did not state that 40 or
50 cents out of the $2.24 went partly into his own
pockets and partly into the pockets of those who
were with him in the combine, I do not think he
was treating this House fairly. The hon. member
for Huron (Mr. Macdonald) says he is opposed to
the National Policy because ‘it promised a market
to the farmer and presumably did not give the
farnier that promised ‘market, and e returned to
the question of- wheat. He said that wheat was
dearer between the yedrs 1873-74 than it has been
since. Well,'if it was dearer then, that was due
tothe fact that the markets of the whole world
were higher ; but I say we have in this question of
wheat thisadvantage: Last year there were about
207,000 barrels of flour exported from this country
to Great Britain, and there were imported’ from
the United States almost exactly the same quantity,.
or 205,000 barrels. The imports-of and exports of
wheat flour being about ‘the: same, it- follows that
the whole production of the wheat.of Canada was
consumed in Canada. How much is that? It is
estimated that it requires 27,000,000 bushels of
wheat to feed the people: of Canada, and we have
this gratifying fact, that out of that:27,000,000
bushels at’least 26,000,000.were supplied by the
Canadian farmers, 'so that we have almost. the
full control of the Canadian ‘market. It is the
more gratifying to_find that although last year
there were about 167,000 barrels'of flour imported
into ‘the country, that from the nine months up to
the first of April of the: financial year the return
show ‘45,000 ‘barrels imported into this:country.
That would be for the whole year 60,000 bar-
rels, while for the previous year there. were
200,000 barrels imported, including wheat, showing
Mr. WALLACE.

almost exclusively.

that this 15 cents of duty on wheat has given almost
entire control of the Canadian market to the
Canadian farmer and miller. But these gentlemen
will tell you that has raised the price of flour to
the consumer, and I will quote what the hon. leader
of the Opposition has to say on that point. These
gentlemen are always very solicitous about the
interests of the farmers. They claim that the
manufacturers are robbers, and that the farmers are
their own special care. Here is what the leader
of the Opposition said last .July at Ste. Anne, in the
County of Montmnorency, Quebec :

_*‘ This tax, however, was not imposed of public neces-
sity, as it is alleged that there is a surplus of 37,000,000, but
rather in the interest of the Ontario and Manitobx farm-
ers, who raise wheat in great quantities. In other words,
it takes the money out of the pockets of these who bay the
flour, and puts it inte the pockets of those who producc it.
These are the tactics of our Tory Government.’

Now, these gentlemen, when speaking to the farm-
ers of Ontario, ridicule the idea that the protection
on wheat is of any benefit to the Canadian farmer.
But when they come to the Province of Quebec
where the farmers are not straight wheat-growers,
but are consumers of flour, we have the leader of
the Opposition saying that this tax is put on for
the benefit of the Omtario and Manitoba farmers.
In reply to the assertion that the duty increises
the price to the consumer in the Provinee of Que-
bec and the lower provineces, T would say that there
are 1,200 to 1,400 flour mills in Ontario alone, that
these millers have no combination of any kind what-
ever, for it would not be possible for them to have
a combine. They are competing with each other in
buying wheat as cheaply and selling flour as dearly
as they can. There is no combination among them
but the strongest competition, and, therefore, the
consumer in Quebec and the Maritime Provinces
gets the article at the lowest price. Then they
ask, what benefit is the duty to the Manitoba.
and Ontario farmers? It gives to the Canadian
farmer the control of the Canadian market,
. The returns .show- this year
that there will be about. 60,000:barrels of flour,

-or less than 300,000 bushéls of wheat, tinported into

this country, while the consumption being:27,000,-
000 bushels, we control almost the entire supply of

‘the -products of wheat to the people. What we

have always contended for, and what we can dé-
monstrate. from history, is-that the home market is:
the best, not only in‘the case of ‘flour and wheat,
but for every other product of the far:z; and by
keeping this'home market. for the benef:t of Cana-
dian farmers, we are helping to enrich an impor-
tant industry of .the country. I will read what
evidence was given by Mr. W. G. Blaney, a miller
in the city of .Boston; before the Committee :

“The general tenor of the evidence may be gathered
from :-W. G. Blaney’s testimony.. He said: ‘ Until the
Canadian Government placed a duty upon flour and giain
wehad a very large and profitable trade with the prov-
inces. At that time there were a number of merchants
in Boston engaged in business with the provinces. At the
‘present .time there are but one or two.  We, shipped

argely flour, provisions and other merchandise,and in re-
turn received their produete.” There are one or two firms
who do a large business now with the provinces, but it is
in Canadian flour.  They handle somewhere in the neigh-
bourhood of 200,000 barrels of Canadian fHiour, which is.
brougbt here in bond and afterwards forwarded to-the
provinces. Altogetherthere are some 500,000 barrels of
flour shipped through Boston to the Maritime Provinces,
from Canada. Should we have free trade.with Canada,
the larger part of that flour would be American flour.””
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Now, the National Policy, as we have it here to-
day, prevents that from being American flour, and
keeps the supply of this article in the hands of the
Canadian farmer, and therefore henefits the Cana-
dian people. As with flour, so with all the other
products of the farm: but the hon. member for
South Oxford, like all hon. gentlemen on the other
sidde of the Hotme, is continually inveighing against
the manufacturer. The most polite term he can
apply to them is that of legalized roblers. In a
speech delivered at Chatham not long ago he said :

¢ We pay 331,000,000 or 232.000.000 of taxesevery year in-
to the treasury 'and we are re: uly taxed 350,000.000 or $60.-
030.000 a year, counting what we pay to y the legalized rob-
bers whose hands are never out of vour pockets at your

downsitting or your uprising :—whether yon eat or drink,
or work or plav or sleep or fall sick, even.”

In the same speech he went on further to say :

* King Solomon would have said: Let me have famine,
let me have pestilence, let me have red wiar—nay, it I must,
let me have all three togctber. but spare me! oh spare
:ne :},hlgh protective tariff! (Loud cheers and laugh-

er;.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I represent a constituency
which had a population of 18,800 according to the
last census. We are confident that the census for
1891 will show~ that, with the same geographical
boundaries, that constituency will have a popula-
tion of over 40,000 people, or an increase of 22,000,
The hon. member for South Oxford says the agri-
cultural population is decreasing. If that is so,
these must be manufacturers or those who depend
on manufacturers. The hon. gentleman says that
manufacturers ave legalized roltbers.  How, in that
case, could I go back to my constituents, if I sup-
ported the hon. gentleman, and tell them that
22,000 of them were legalized robbers? But it is
not only the manufacturers who have protection
given to them. Gar taritf shows that the farmers
are also protectesl. They are protected by a duty
on wheat of 15 cents, flour 75 cents a barrel, oats
10 cents, corn 73 cents, pork 14 to 3 cents, beef 3
cents, cheese 3 cents, butter 4 cents, lard 2 cents,
cattle and sheep 30 per cent.; live hogs 20 per cent.,

and all other-animals 20. per cent.; tomatoes 30
cents a 'bushel'and 10, per cent., apples 10 cents. a
barrel, végetables in general 25 per cent. Every
prodnct, of the farm receives a pretty fair protection,
and if the manufacturersare legalized robbers it fol-

lows that the farmeérs-are leg&hzcd robbers also, so.

that instead of having 22,000 legalized robbers in
my ndmg we, must have. over 40 000.
legalized robbers, auwrdlng to the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). I
state that the best market in" this country was the
homne market, and I say that for many reasons.
There are many products of the farm which cannot
be exported, but w hich are consumed by the home

market, where better prices are obtained. We find
that the ploducts of the farh amount to about
£400,000,000. - - Suppose the farmers consume half
of . that themselves, what becomes -of the other
$200,000,000? We export-.to. Great Britain

§22,000,000 worth, to the United States $13,000,000,.

-and- to .other countries 5,000,000, maklnv alto—
gether $40,000,000 out of the smplus of the. pro-

ucts of the farni which are e\poyted to foreign

countries. \What becomes of the $160,000, 000 Worth,
which is the balance of the $200,000,000? Through
the National Policy we have built up manufactures,
and those engaged in. mmmfacturlng those engaged
in lumbering, those engaged in ¢ommercial pursuits

67
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and in all the other pursuits in this unum\ who
have been assisted by the National Policy consume
£160,000,000 worth out of the S200.000,000 of the
surplus products of the farmers of this country. If
that be the case, it is evident that our home market
is enormously the best market we have. It has
been computed by Mulhall that in lSSU the total
production in Great Britain was S172 per capita, of
which $136 was consumerd there and =36 exported.

Nimmo, in the United States, considers that :the
produce of that country is S200 ger capita, of which
S183 goes to home consumption and only $17 is used
for export. Evidently the home market in each
country is the hest market. We produce many
articles which cannot be exported to other countries,

and, therefore, we have endeavoured to build up
other industries in this countr y. If the census of
1881 showed that there were 254,000 people employed
in mechanical operations, I h’ne no doubt that the
census of 1891 will show an increase of 100,000 peo-
ple engaged in manufacturing pursuits, and repre-
senting a total population engaged in and depending
on mechanical pursuits of one million and three-
quarters or two millions of people. Hon. gentlemen
opposite say that we want free trade with the United
States, that we want our most valuable. markets
thrown open to the American farmer as well as
our own. I donot believe in that. I think we
should keep our own markets for ourselves as far
as possible.  Of course, there are two or three
articles that we could send to the United States
with advantage to ourselves, but any Government
should be exceedingly careful before making any
bargain which will throw open our markets to the
American farmer and drive the Canadian farmer
away from his home and from his most profitable
market. I read in the speech made by the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
a number of most extraordinary statements. He
was quoting ostensibly from the trade returns of
Jast year, and he said :

*“ We sold to the United States 9,939 000 bushels of bar-
ley on-which the duty, the’ tnﬂmg duty. amounted to
32,982,000 :*of heans .and- pease_we sold; 710,000 bushels,
on which the dauty. amounted to $234,600.”

The duty on barley was 10 cents, and he makes
it out to he 30 cents. I-think he was going a year
or two ahead of time. The duty on beans and pease
he makes out to be 40 cents a bushel. As the

‘McKinley Bill only puts a duty of 20 cents-a bushel

on pease, and pease form the greater portion of this
export, he is evidently getting ahead on that also.
Then he says :

“.0f . horccs we sold 16,000, on which the duty was
$566,000.”"
How does he know that? We know that a large
pr oport,lon of the horses that we send.to the Dmtcd

‘States are for breeding purposes, and they enter

Where did he get his figures 2 He

freé of duty.
He says ful ther

drew them from his imagination.
that :

¢ Of the article of eggs alone, we sold 12 ,335,000 dozens,
on which the duty amounted to 3640,000.”

The duty did not,amount to any thing, because
at that time there was no.duty.on eggs. The duty
was not imposed until about four months after these
got in there. He says further :

“Of huy we sold 113,000 tons, on which the duty was

We dld not export the whole of that amount of
115,000 tons to the United btates, because we sent
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some 10,000 tons tu Great Britain. The hon. gen-
tleman ridiculed the idea of sending any hay to
Great Britain, but we sent that amount last year,
and it is now an established fact that we can pro-
fitably send hay to England.  He makes the duty
out to be 34 a ton, whereas it wasonly $2a tonany-
way. Then he says:

Of sheep we sold 2231.000, on which the duty was

$502,(00."
Where did he get the duty of 52 apiece on sheep *
The old duty was from 15 to 20 per cent., and the
new duty is S1.50 for sheep and 75 cents for lambs.
When we consider that these 251,000 sheep that
are recorded were sold for 760,000, which is $3.02
apiece, we musi conclude that they were not very
large-sized sheep. especially when we consider that
the sheep sent to England during the same year
averaged, according to the trade returns, S8.350
apiece.  The duty on lambs was exactly 75 cents
apiece : he puts the duty at 32 apiece, and such
a statement as that goes to the country. What
more does he say ? He says :

“ There is no doubt whatever that most of that comes

out of the pockets of the Canadiun farmers. Itisperfeetly
true, I have never denied it. T do not deny it now, that the
American consumer pays the duty likewise.”
We pay the duty and the American consumer pays
the duty. Thisis a new doctrine. The old doctrine
was that the Canadian consumer always paid the
duty ; recently they have revised it, and say that the
producer pays the duty if he happens to be a Cana-
dian. He goes on to say :

** But let the hon. gentleman and his friends lay this to
heart: while the American consumer pays the Canadian
consumer Joses.”

That is strange doctrine, and I think we had better
call upon the member for South Oxford to explain
it further. He says:

*“ There is some 37,000,000 or $8,000,000 paid by the
farmers of Canada.”

I bave added up these figures and they come to
just £5,637,000, according to his own estimate. He
calls it seven or eight millions ; he is'not particular
about a few millions. Iadded up what the duty
was according to the returns, not considering who
pays the duty—bhut simply what the duty was on
these articles, and I find it amounted to $2,089,-
389. Now, I think the hon. gentleman is trifling
with this House and the country when he gives
utterance to such statements. But we come to the
next question of who pays the duty. I do not see
the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) in
his seat, but I have a speech delivered by him in
1878, when he was a member of the Government,
when he had the figures at his command and had
leisure to study them, and here is what he says,
speaking at Fergus, Ontario, on 18thJuly, 1878:1
find his remarks in a pamphlet setting forth the
policy of the Government. These gentlemen
always assure us that the Canadian farmer pays
the duty—that it cannot be otherwise.
what the Hon. David Mills said, discussing the
question of who pays:the duty on exports : _

. * T bad bétter give you some evidence of-the fact that
the duties imposed by  the American Government -upon
the various products of the- agriculturists of Canada

have in no wise affected the price of - the various articles |

which havebeen sent into the*American market. - I.have
here the prices of the various farm produects - for the
twenty-two vears from 1854-to 1876, n [
which vears reciprocity prevailed, and during the other
eleven our produce was subject to high duties. In 1854
the Canadians reccived on the average for the horses
they.sold §65.27 per head.”
Mr., WALLACE.

Here is.

uring eleven of.

I will not trouble the House with all his figures,
but he arrives at this result : that during the time
of the reciprocity treaty, when there was no duty
on horses. the average price was 377.74.  Then he
quotes the price of horses for the next twelve
Years, when there was no reciprocity treaty, but
when there was a Jduty on horses, and the result
was that horses averaged $04.73, or an increase
during that period of $17 per head. Then he says,
speaking of horned cattle :

** We received in 1854 an average price per head of

$23.83.
And so on.  He winds up with the conclusion that
the average in these latter years was quite as high
as when they were admitted free of duty. Who,
then, pays this tax of 20 per cent. on cattle exported
to the United States ¥ Then he comes to sheep, and
after going into a caleulation he c¢oncludes that the
average was just as high during the 11 years that
duties were imposed as when sheep were admitted
free. Next he takes up some of the cereals :

* Im 1854—and mind this was the period of the Russian

war—we received for wheat an average price per bushel
of 31.45”
And he guotes prices for various years and gives
the total result, showing that the prices were as
high during the period when there was no duty as
during the period when there was a duty. He
winds up his whole statement in this way :

I might go over the prices of bharley. rye and other
cereals with much the same result, thus establishing the
incontrovertible fact that the duties imposed by the
American Congress upon the produce of Canada do not
fall upon the people of Canada. hut are paid by the
consumers of these articles in the United States.”™
That was the statement the hon. gentleman made
as to who paid the duty. Now, we will go still
further. On the question of barley, these gentlemen
are most persistent that the Canadian producer, as
was stated by the hon. gentleman who has just
spoken, pays the duty on barley. In 1883 the
duty on barley was 15 cents a bushel. The Ameri-
canbrewersand maltsters went down to Washington
and spent large sums of money lobbying, -and
induced the American Congress to reduce the duty
to 10 centsa bushel. What was the result? These
gentlemen will say, of course, according to
their theory, that barley went up 5 cents in Canada.
Not so. I have the figures here, but I will not
trouble the House with quoting the details. They
show’, however, that, instead of harley being dearer,
after the dity was lowered from 15 to 10 cents, it
was cheaper in the following year. At Toronto, in
February; 1883, the average price of barley was 72
cents, and in February, 1834, the average price was
62 cents. I will take the two last years which are
covered by the returns. In 1889 the average price
for barley in the Toronto market, and in all the
markets of Ontario, was at least 8, 10 or 12 cents
a bushel less than in 1890, though in the meantime
the duty was raised from 10 cents a busliel to 30
cents per bushel. According to the law these gentle-
men have enunciated, during, the last year, barley
ought tohavesold at alower price, after.the duty was
put on, than it did at the corresponding dates of the
previous year. This shows, to my mind, that the
Americans themselves pay the duty upon these
articles. But there are other articles very import-
ant to the Canadian. farmers—there is the article
of cattle, for instance. Last year the returns show
that we sent 123,000 cattle to Great Britain. We
know that Canadian cattle have an immense advan-
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tage in the markets of Great Britain over American
cattle.  American cattle have to be slaughtered
within a few days after they arrive in port, while
Canadian cattle can be kept there as long as the
shipper pleases, when he can take advantage of the
market in other places and at other times. The
American Agricuitural Comnissioner, whose report
I have here, gives it as his opinion that the advan-
tage to the Canadian shipper is from $10 to S15 per
head. Now, an average of 12 per head on 123.000
cattle would represent 21,476,000, which represents
the advantage the Canadian farmer has over the
American farmer in the British cattle market.
Then they tell us the advantage this country
would derive if we had commercial union or
unrestricted reciprocity with the United States.
Would we have the same advantage still? Not
at all. It is with great ditliculty we vetain this
advantage over the United States in the markets of
Great Britain. We know there are large areas in
the United States not atfected by pleuro-pneu-
monia, and in Canada our herdsare not soatfected.
Strong efforts are made by intorested parties in
(Great Britain to have Canadiru cattle scheduled,
the same as American cattle : but it is altogether
on account of our heing a portion of the British
Empire. of which the people of this country are
proud, we occupy our present favoured position.
Suppose we declare to the people of Great Britain:
We do not want to trade with you. but only with
the United States; we will increase our tariff by
100 per cent. over what it is now against you,
while we will have free trade with the United
States, and take their manufactures and exclude
yours, how long would we retain that privilege in
the British markets? Not forty-eight hours. We
have that advantage, therefore, because we have
our present fiscal arrangements, and because we do
not have free trade with the United States. As the
price in Great Britain is S12more thanthe American
price, that affects the value of all the cattle in this
country. Itis estimatedthat we have3,000,000 head
of cattle. We will' not say that they are of the
same value as the cattle exported, but we will
take half the price, and say that the increased
value of each is not 812, but. 36, and then that cal-
culation would show that 330,000,000 are added to
the wealth of the Canadian farmers by the:present
arrangement, which would be destroyed ‘if we
adopted the policy agitated by hon. gentlemen
opposite. With regard to sheep. I have already
mentioned the fact that the exports of the United
States last year have averaged 3.02 each; while
the exports to Great Britain, numbering 57,000,
averaged $8.50 each. That would show thére is a
better sale for our animals in Great Britain. I
have here a remarkable letter written by Mr.
Thos. Mills, who a few yearsago I knew as a very
strong commercial unionist, and I.think he is now
getting very well over it. He went to the old
country with Mr. Frankland with a number of
Canadian lambs. He now admits that the English

market -is immensely superior to the American |

market. Andsays: '

*“ I neverdid feel so much concern regarding the price
that would be paid for the lambs, as regarding their
acceptability in the English market. This matter I regard
as forever set at rest. In additiontowhat Ald. Frankland
has stated so well ‘in -his letter regarding, the. quality of
these lambs; I may add that the English press have been
loud in their praises. Since these lambs have pleased the

people of England o well, I bave.no hesitation in saﬁin .
ic

that we can easily give' them lambs in the future whi

will please them even better. These lambs were good,
but not so good as this country can furnish.”
He says further :

*¢ It is to be hoped that our farmers will give thismatter
the attention which its importance demands. There are,
doubtless, great possibilities connected with the future of
this trade. It may yet heeome one of the most important
industrieg of Canada. I go further.and =ay that it is
likely to become vue of the meost important industries of
this country ; nay. it is almost eertain to become one of
our most important industries, and I aszk the farmers of
all Canada to note this taet and to weixh it well. It each
farmer of this province were to fatten but six lambs ayear
for this market he would get a return of about 234 for
good average lambs for hisoutlay., Thisisa paying return.
asour farmers very well know. We would then have
1:200,000 lambs for annual shipment. This would bring
annually into the country more than 310.000,000 of British
money—a larger amount than iz now obtained from our
export of cheese from the whole Dominion. The chief
obstacles woulld arise in connection with the transport of
the lambs, and these would relate to the lack of shipping
accommodation Notwithstanding, it is certainly true
tha(ti tl’xpre are splendid possibilities in reference te this
trade.”

I think we have an opening there, as we have an
opening for every agricultural product we raise, in
the British market. With respect to egys, the hon.
member for Huron (Mr. Macdonald) decried the
idea of the availability of the British market for
eges. He says it would take six weeks to send
them, and they would be no good when they
arrived there. I have a letter from My, Flavelle,
in which he says :

‘“ We ship from Lindsay to England one to three carsof
eges per week and do better than by sending them to the
States, and are .now making more out of them than we
ever id. Warrington, of Belleville, hasa standing onler
for gcurs of eggs per week to England, 12,0060 dozens in a
car.

These two dealers alone require 3,000,000 dozen of
eggs per year. Last year there were 93,000,000
dozen of eggs imported into Great Britain: we
sent to the United States 12,000,000 dozens.
We have, therefore, an unlimited market in
the mother country. With regard to the price
of eggs, hon. gentlemen opposite predicted that
eggs would be almost valueless and that all the
hens would be killed off. I have prepared a state-
ment of prices given in the Toronte Glohe for a
period of six months from November, 1889, and for
six months from November, 1890. I will simply
quote the results. The average price in November,
1889, was 21} cents; November, 1890, 22 cents ;
December, 1889, 222 cents ; December, 1890, after
the Americans had imposed their duty, 253 cents ;
January, 1889, 20 cents ; January, 1890, 21} cents ;
March, 1889, 133 cents; March, 1890, 183 cents ;
April, 1889; 104 cents ; April, 1890, 133 cents.
These figures show that the market for egys did
nQt go to pieces after the McKinley Bill came into
operation. All through this season the prices have
been higher than at corresponding dates last year.
Weknow that we have still a market for our eggs,
‘that we have the home market, which is a very
important and valuable one. and the English market
as'well ; and, more than that, the Americans have to
pay the duty on the eggs they take from us. I have
here ‘also quotations of. other articles, of Awmerican
and Canadian hogs, and of the prices of oats, which
averaged during last year 8 cents per bushel higher
‘in Ontario, taking the quotations of the Bureau of
Industry and the Chigago prices, than in Chigago.
We produced 52,000,000 bushels of oats last year
in Ontario alone, and they had a greater value by
"$4,000,000 in our market thanthey would have had
if our market had been thrown opén to the Ameri-
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cans. Hon. gentlemen opposite, however, say that ; These statistics were certainly not made for a pur-

the American market is our natural market. Mr.
Goldwin Smith dilates on that view, as do hon.
gentlemen opposite.  Why is it our natural mar-
ket?
uous to us and lie alongside of us?
the nations of Europe tind their best markets
with their next neighbours? If our natural market
is our next neighbour, then of course you would
go down to Spark street to a grocery store, and the
best market tfor the proprietor would be with his
neighbouring grocer : you could go to the dry
goods man, and his best market woukd be with the
dry goods man who is opposition over the way ;
then you go to the farmer, and his best market is
his neighbouring farmer, who produces exactly the
same articles as he does. According to the hon.
gentlemen opposite, the neighbouring farmer would
be the best customer for the farmer next to him.
No, Sir, the only market for any community, or for
any person, is the market which demands what
you produce and the market which produces what
you require. We find that that is true as regards
Gireat Britain and other countries. Hon. gen-
tlemen opposite may sneer if they like, but they can-
not explain away these facts. The hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) said the
other day : ** What have you got in the West In-
dies, only negroes, and creoles and half-breeds, and
what could you trade with them*” Well, we get
our sugar and spices and a great many other articles
from these coloured gentlemen, and why should
we not supply them with our products in re-
turn. We go te China and we buy tea from
the miserable Chinese, as the hon. gentleman
would say, and why shoull we mnot sell
the Chinese what they want from us in return.
The West Indies require 848,000,000 worth of pro-
ducts, most of which we produce in Canada. We,
therefore, have a large market in these countries ;
but we certainly have at our command the British
market, which, next to our own Canadian market,
is the most valuable market for the farmers of
Canada. We have been told by the hon. gentlemen
opposite that there is a great exodus, that the
people of Canada areleaving by thousands and tens
of thousands, and as a consequence that the farms
of Canada are depreciating in value. I have here
the official report of the Ontario Government for
1887-88, a report which is compiled by Mr. Blue,
who is no lover of the Conservative party and no
lover of the National Policy. I find in this report
the following information, which is interesting, and
which proves that Ontario is a prosperous province
rather than the reverse, as hon. gentlemen opposite
would try to make us believe : —

VALUE OF FARM PROPERTY.

1888, 1887. Increase.
Value of farms..... $£640,480,000 $636,883,000 33,597,000
Value of farm - .
_buildings. ........ 188,203,000 184,753,000 3,540,000
Value of farming
implements....... 49,751,000 49,248,000 506,000

~Value of live stock 102,839,000 104,406,000 ..........

Is it because the United States are contig- i
Why do not

$981,366,000 975,260,000 $7,643,000

Increase.....ccouceunen... reeeneaas $7,643,000
Decrease in live stoek..... ........ 1,567,000

Net inerefse..c.ve.cveneecenesee. . 86,076,000

Mr. WaLLACE.

pose, or if they were made for a purpose it was
not a purpose friendly to the National Policy, for
it was made by the official of the Ontario GGovern-
ment (Mr. Archibald Blue), who, as I said, is no
lover of the National Policy. I have still further
evidence here to show that our farmars are not in
the condition represented by hon. gentlemen oppo-
site. I have a carefully-prepared editorial article
of the Toronto Mail of 7th November, 180, a paper
not particularly friendly to the Dominion Govern-
ment. They take Mr. Blue's statistics, and they
show that the assessed value of the farms in On-
tario was S824,000,000, and that the mortgages
amounted to about S74,000,0(%), or 9 per cent.
Every one knows that the assessed value of farms,
which is given here at $824,000,000, is never more
than two-thirds of the actual value, and that being
the case, if we make a calculation we will ind that
the mortgages on the actual value of the farms
would not amount to more than 6 per cent. I
consider that that shows that the farmers of Canada,
instead of being the poor, helpless and despondent
people that gentlemen opposite picture them to be,
are the most prosperous people on the face of the
earth to-day. I contend that there is no class of
the community that can show as good a record as
the farmers of Ontario can, according to this report
of the Ontario Government. W hat more do we tind ?
We find that according to the official returns, in
the State of Ohio the mortgages represent 26 per
cent. of the value of the land, instead of 6 per
cent., as in Ontario. In Illinois the mortgages are
29 per cent.; in Michigan, 22 per cent.. and in
Kansas 83 per cent. of the farms are mortgaged.
The figures quoted by the hon. gentlemen
opposite to show the depreciation in the value of
the lands in Ontario prove exactly the opposite of
what their contention is, for they show that the
fariners are in a very prosperous condition in the
Province of Ontario. But, Sir, hon. gentlemen
opposite tell us of the exodus from this country.
We had some pretty wild statements from the hon.
member from South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
on this subject, but the hon. member for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton) outdoes him in this. The hon.
membher for North Norfolk (Mr. Chariton) says that
between 1871 and 1881 nearly 400,000 immigrants
came into Canada, and that in 1881 we had only
15,000 more persons of foreign birth than we had
in 1871, so that we lost mostly all the foreign immi-
grants. That is rathera peculiar statement. What
about the immigrants who came here forty or fifty
vears ago? According to the statement of the
hon. gentleman none of them had died at all. The
hon. gentleman says further: *I calculate that
between 1871 and 1881 we have lost 3,600,000 peo-
ple.” That appears to be a large estimate, but the
hon. gentleman says : ¢ We will call it 3,000,000
people,” and he kills off 600,000 at one blow.
He continues to say : ¢ If Canada to-day had
8,000,000 instead of 3,000,000, and had profitable
employment for them and markets for their labour,
would not my hon. friend get more revenue out of
8,000,000 than he would out of 5,000,000 people ¥ ”
Then the hon. gentleman goes on to argue that we
have lost 3,000,000 peoile in this country during
ten years. I do not think weneed stop to seriously
reply to that. Hon. geutlemen opposite say that
our population is going away from our comxtr{,
but they do not give any evidenceof it, and I do
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not see myself that such is the case. I have stated
to the House before that in my own county the
population of 18,800 last census will be increased
this census to perhaps 40,000,  That is the case
the West Riding of York, with exactly the same
geographical boundaries as it had ten years ago.
In that riding, at all events, we have increased
more than 140 per cent.
come from somewhere.
States : they are living here in Canada.  More than
that, Mr. Speaker : the city of Toronto and all our
cities are growing ; but we find these hon. gentle-
men still sounding dismal tones and saying that the
people are going off to the States. I have here an
editorial from the Toronto G/ohe of the 28th April.
1801, headed : “ Mr. Phipps® Letter,” referring to
which that paper says: .
* In an interesting letter printed elsewhere, Mr. R. W,
Phipps gives his pegsoua‘l expericnee of the exodus of
population to the United States.”
They do not go into particulars here : they contend
themselves with bewailing the exodus of people
from Canada, but where 1s the proof of it ? Here
is one proof of an exodus, but not from Canada.
It is taken from the same number of the Toronto
Globe, only it is from the news columms, whereas
the other is from the editorial columns. It is dated
Winnipeyg, 27th April, and isas follows :— ‘
** People still continue to flock into Manitoba from
South Dakota with stock and effects. A large contipgeut
arrived this_morning, their train being decorated with
legends as follows: * No more 2 per cent. a month.” ‘No
more_ tive-miic water haul,” * No more two bushels to the
acre,” * No more oxaline fuel’ ‘ No wore grinding ma-
chine agents,”° Good-bye, South Daketa,”* Bound tor the
Canadian North-West,” ‘ Free land, plenty of timber,
%)lent'y of water, interest 8 per cent. per annum,’ * Hurrah
or Yorkton,” " '
Their editorial columns invariably countradict their

“news columns. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have here a
very interestini article, by an eminent Canadian
writer, Mr. E. E. Sheppard, editor of the Toronto
Saturday Night, and I will trouble the House by
reading a portion of it :

e

‘“ At onc time Canadian farmers. went to the United
States believing that cheap land and an'immense market
would soon make- them rich. They have :ll'been .unde-
ceived. The'imagiuary line which separates the Canadian
North-West “from. Minuesota, Dakota, Montana and
Washington Territory:is now cut-up by the waggon tracks
of those who come to us. . We have a_countryinfinitely
more productive than'theirs: the gods have given us two
hours more sunlight to mature our grain than shines upon
theirwheat distriets, The north-east end of this continent
is greater in- extent, grander in ‘scenery, more nable in
the eéxploits of the.men who settled it,and it must become
attractive to.the people to the.south 'of us. Until now
we could nut hope-to look for emigrauts from the people
of the United States. -Canada has waited until the t’nited
States has achieved its limit of s&eculutiv‘e population.
No longer will that country be the Mecea of those journey-
ing towards a gold mine :- it has. ceased to be the Iand in
which sovereiguos can'be picked up by strangers. Chiefest
amongst those: who recognize this are ‘the Americans
themselves., Weare not waiting for their.overflow : itis
not desirable ; but we are receiving .the, best and most
frugal element that is being created by a-wave ot foreign
aggressors unwelcome in the ~United States as it was
distasteful at home:. Canada is slowly but surely building
herself up, It is only the brave who will venture.into the.
north ;-it is the idle that cluster. neath the palms of the
south. Aswe develop and strengthen onrselves, money,
everything will be ours. Our cities will grow'; ‘those:
stretelies. now, uninhabited wiil be peopled ; and while it
takes longer: ' to accomplish . the task - of settling. our
prairies, vet, when they are settled there will be no recon-
struction, no’ flitting, ‘and.the .northern part of North:
America is-as certain to .dominate; as. sure to absorb the
wealth.of those who are careless and luxurious, as that the
northern_tribes in the history of .the earliest centuries
swooped down upon the effete and-luxurious people of the

ji

These people must have:
They did not go off to the :

south without a single reverse. We cannot reckon the
ratio of the past to be the progress of the tuture. The
northern lands suceeed after the warmer elimes have
exhausted their energies. We have had to wait, but_we
! shan’t have to wait much longer. Even now the tide has
; turned our way : the tracks of the wuggons which cross
the lines are drawn by horses whose hoofprints point
northward. Everythingiscoming to us: this isa moment
of transition ; those men who protect what they have and
acquire the property of these whoe think that the world is
going to turn backwards will, in the near futire. be sue-
. eesstul. From the old song which adjures us uever to
take the horseshoe from the door we might at least learn
this lesson, never to be discouraged when ali the horse-
shoes are turned towands Canada.”
I think, Sir, we have reason to be hopeful of our
future. We have reason to be hopeful. not only
for the older proviuces, but also for our great
North-West. Mr. Speaker, T am not going to
trouble the House any longer. I thauk you and
the House for your careful attention to these few
remarks. ' _

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, as I have not tres.
passed upon the time of the House thus far during
this session, I think I may fairly ask the indul-
gence of hon. members for a time, while I attempt
as best I can to give expression to my views upon
the question now under Jdebate. Twelve years ago,
when it was my privilege to occupy a seat in this
House, 1 recollect well the memorable night on
which the vote was taken which launched the
National Policy on its way in this Canada of ours.
I recollect well the predictions then made as to the
advantages that were to be conferred upon this
country by the introduction of that policy. On that
occasion I felt it my duty to oppose that policy.
Mr. Speaker, I have not changed my views since.
I must admit, however, that in the years 1880 and
1881, when large amounts of capital were being in-
vested in my mnative province, when brick and
mortar was being piled up in all directions. when
I, as a humble member of this House, heard the
hon. gentleman who has since retived from political
life addressing this House year after year amd
lauding the National Policy to the sky, devoting
one-half of his Budget speeches to the laudation of
that policy, and pointing out what it was doing
and what it was destined to do for his native
province, for a time I and some of my friends may
have had some misgivings as to the course we were
pursuing. But, Sir, if in those years a doubt
crossed our minds, that doubt has been dispelled.
We are no longer of opinion that the National
Policy was calculated to benefit the Province of
New Brunswick at least ;: and here I may say that
in the few remarks 1 shall address to the House
on this question I purpose following the course I
have taken on previous nccasions. IThelieve it is my
duty and my privilege to discuss a question
of this kind from the standpoint of the province
from which 1 come. I understand that there are
in this country diversified interests, so that what
is best for one part of Canada is not always best
for another part ; and I am here to assert that the
policy which was adopted in 1879 and which has
been contined from that time to this has proved
detrimental iv the Province of New Brunswick.
Mr. Speaker, I notice that a marked change has
taken place in the speeches of hon. gentlemen op-
posite on this queéstion. I remember that when I
had the pleasure of liscening to their speeches from
1879 to 1887, invariably when they rose to their feet
they not only predicted what would be the
outconie of that policy, but pointed to the good
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results which had already tlowed from it Nir, it
has been my privilege during this session 1o listen
to the speeches of hone gentlemen opposite, and
what do they say to-day 2 Do they point out the
good tesults that tlow from this policy ¥ Not at
all : but they ave on the defensive, and are anxious
to show that this policy has not proved as detri-
mental to the interests of this country as we
thought it would.  Mr. Speaker, Teould not help re-
marking, in listening to the cloguent speech of the
hon. Minister of Finanee, whom I am always proud ;
to hear in this Honse, that not one word in it was
devoted to the National Policy. This was in marked
contrast to the speeches delivered by him o few
vears ago in this House, and by his honouved pre-
decessor, the present Lieutenant-Governor of New
Brunswick., when he occupied the position of
Finance Minister.  Sir. I do not think that | need
waste time tentght in attacking the National
Policy from the standpoint of my province. T am
satisfied that aimony the thirteen gentlemen from
that province representing the Conservative party
in this House there is not one who will rise to his
feet and say clearly and distinetly that that policy
has proved the success in the Province of New
Brunswick which its advocates predicted it would,
No. Sir, any hon. gentleman on that side who will
address himself to this yuestion must honestly admit
that so far as that province is concerned the policy
has not heen a success. I shall, perhaps, before
sitting down, take occasion to make some further
remarks on this guestion, but for the present 1 pro-
pose to address myself to the other and more impor-
tant subject. 1 had the honour and the pleasure. a
few nights ago, of listening to & lengthy speech
from the hon. member for Albwert (Me. Weldony, [
confess I was anxious to hear that gentleman speak,
as I had not enjoyed that privilege before, and 1
supposed he would have advanced some argument
which might have goune far to settle this question as
to what is the best policy for the Provinee of New
Brunswick. I confess I was disappointed in the hon.
gentleman’s speech. 1 am not going to read extracts
from the Toronto Globe or the St. Jolm Sun or any
other paper, but Iam going to give my own prac-
tical experience of the working of the National
Policy. and of what I believe would be the effects
of the adoption of the other policy which is men-
tioned in the amendiment before the House, But be-
fore going further, Idesire to call attention to some
statements made by the hon. member for Albert. I
am not disposed to g0 over the old ground and discuss
this sugar question afresh, and I think I may fairly
be excused doing so, as the hon. gentleman has
summed up the whole guestion ina few words. The
hon. Ministerof Finance said in his Budget speechthat
by his action he was relieving the people of this
country of 23,500.00% taxes. The hon. member
for Albert went S1,500,000 better, and put the
amount at ¥5,000,000. Now, I would like that hon.
- gentleman or some other hon. gentleman to vecon-
cile these tivo statements. It is true the hon.
member for Albert attempted to explain what he
meant, and where did his explanation land him?
Heé had toaccount for 31,506,000 in some way, that
being the difference between $3,500,000, the esti-
mate of the Minister of Finance, and the 85,000,-
000 . which the hon. gentleman asserted was saved
by the-action of the Government. The hon. gen-
tleman was not disposed to place it on the
shoulders where it should be placed, and to admit
Mr. Kixe.
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that the sugar vefiners shaved lwgely in that
SLADO0, T regret the hon. gentleman is not
preseut, but I have his words here. and he said
that 25 per cent. went into the pockets of the
retail sugar dealers in this conntey. I wonder did
he expect any retailer to believe that statement.
Fvery husiness man who handles sugar  knows
that no such profits go to the retailer in this
country, and I think the hon. gentleman will haveto
invent some better explanation of the statement
he made to this House than the one he has given.
But 1 want to put this matter a little plainer,
During my political life it has been my aim, and 1
have bheen honest in ity to convinee the people of
this country that increased favitfmeant nereased
taxation. My hon. friends opposite have been at-
tempting to instil into the minds of the people that
increased  tarifls do not mean increased taxation ;
and when this Govermuent was compelled, at the
dictation of Washington, to drop 3500000 from
the revenue of the country, then they turn around
and say that they have relieved the people of a
burden of 23,500,000 taxation. I could leave the
guestion there,but 1 propose to follow it furtherand
put it in @ way that will bring it home to the minds
of the people.  The hon. member for Albert has, I
believe, during the past twelve years, though not
in this House all that time. been giving his support
to the party now in power : and if that hou. gentle-
man's contention is correct, what, in the light of
the past twelve years, does that taritt policy which
was repealed the other day and which has heen in
existence  all those years mean? It means
that the peo]lhlc of Cuanada, during all those
vears, have been paying a dollar per head
on sugar. It eans that in a county hke Albery,
whose population is some 12,000 persons, they pay
120000 sugar tax per year.  That means S144.000
in twelve years. thulerstamd that the reason why
the hon. gentleman received the support of his
prople in his county is that they have a vailway
debt hanging over them. and that hon. gentleman's
mission here is to obtain for them relief from that
ailway debt. Tam sorry, in the interests of his
constituents, both Liberal and Conservative, that
he has not succeeded so far : but I wish to point
out to the people of his county that during thaose
twelve years this Government, by their sugar
tariff, have extracted from them a sum equal to
double the railway debt which they owe. There
was another statement made by the hon. member

for Albert to which I wish to call attention. I
think it my Jduty to that hon. gentleman to put

him right on this question before it goes any tur-
ther. He isnot now in his place, but my state-
ment will go to his county, and in addressing the
House to-night T recognize the fact that I stand
here in a minority from my province, supported
only by two other gentlemen. That, however, will
not deter me from giving expression to the views I
hold, and which are neld by a large number of
people behind us in the Province of New Bruns-
wick. Now, as the hon. gentleman is not present.
I shall take the liberty of reading an extract from
his speech :

“I am rot going to an extreme length when I say that
the National Policy is caleulated to develop torcign trade.
That is its 2aim ‘and purpose, und I subwmit that in a rea-
sonable degree it has accomplished its purpose.”

He is the first gentleman I ever heard make such
an assertioninfavour of the National Policy. During
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all my time in this House a different doetrvine was !
preached. It was said that the National Policy !
was intended to curtail foreign trade, that we were
to do onr own manufacturing at home, but thehon,
gentleman now artempts to prove it has increased |
onr foreign trade.  He then adds ¢ =
** It has done this in respeet to our foreizn trade s Tthas |
advaneed the production of the materials which we o |
selves grow, which we handle by our vwn lnbour. 1o the |
article ot hougehald furniture, school turniture, churel
furniture, and all that the effeet of the Nationad Poliey
was to ent off the export of that bireh and ash timber 1o
cut off the drain of our sons who were going away to the
American States to work up that wood and send it back
to ourprovinees, and to cut ot the supply of tood products
that was leaving our provinees as l‘om\ tar our uwn boys
who were there in those tureign millz and tactorics making |
up that turniture,”
1 deny the truth of thatassertion. The hon gentle-
man veferred us to the Trade Returns of this Governs
ment. 1 would ask the hon gentleman to again
consult the Trade tables, aml he witl find that, in
place of an decrease in the export of the kinds of
Iumber to which he has alluded, there has been @
Iavge increase. S in 1870 weexported from Canada
of birch ad ash, square timber-.mark you, not sawn
lumber, but the kind which the trade veturns specity
—tathe amonnt of RTEASO, 11 1am corvect, as 1
believe T am—and if T am incorrect 1 expect some
hon, gentleman opposite will put me vight, though
1 have taken considerable puins to verify my figures
—the returns for 189 show that there has been no
Jdecrease in the export ef biveh and ash timber from
the Dominion of Canadiv. In 1879 the export amount-
el to [TEH80, while in the kst year of which we
have any record, 1890, it reached the amount of
24370 That was not alll The hon, gentleman
iz still further astray. I admit that perhaps he is
not to blame ¢ perhaps the Trade Returns ave to
blame : but if I am weong the Minister of Customs
can put me vight. 1 know of what T am speaking,
as 1 am engaged-in the lamber trade u‘\ysc\f;. and 1
say -that since this Natienal Policy has been
introduced a trade has sprung up in New Bruns-
wick and Nova Seotia which did not exist before,
and what is that ¥ It is the manufacture and
export of sawn birch lumber. This year it is
somewhat less than it was the year before,
becanse the price is not sutficient to  wavrant

the cx\mrt. but a year ago millions of feet of sawn
birch lumber were exported from parts in New

Brunswick to ports in Great Britain, I do not
suppose there is any pretension on the part of any-
body to cover that up in the Trade Returns, and
if the Minister of Customs can point it out to me in
those returns I will withdraw the statements 1
made in that vespect. 1 tind that pine deals are
specified, but when you come to spruce it says
«spruce and other,” und L think T am correct in
believing that under this ** spruce and other " is
contained this large export of sawn biveh from New
Brunswick. When an hon. gentleman who is as
capable-as the hon. member for Albert (Mr. Wel-
don) undertakes to addvess the House on this sub-
ject 1 think he shounld post himself a little better.
If he hived in the county which he represents he
would have known better, because I know myself
that o large quantity of birch lumber which iy ex-
ported from the port of St. John is manufactuved
in the hon. gentleman's county. 8But the hon.
entleman says that we arve manufacturing the
urniture at home, and he vefers us to the Trade
Returns in proof of that. I have referred to the
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Trade Returng, and 1 tind that in I878-79 Canada
imported S247.970 worth of house, cabinet and
oftice furniture, while in 1880 we  bnported S3a2..
Does that look ke a decrense in the im-
ports 3 I would be disposed to call it an increase,
I adhiit that there has been some falling off in the

fimports in furniture in the provinee from which 1

come, and that in the city of St. John there
wits more American furniture imported than there

fis taday, but is the furniture which takes its place

supplied by the nanufacturers of Xt. John or by
the manufacturers of Ontario? 1 believe that the
furniture  is supplicd by the manufacturers of
Ontario. 1 do not object to that: but in the ety
of Nt John before the adopdon of the National
Policy, we had more amd Targer furniture factories,
canploving more hands, than we have towday, 1 do
not believe that we have to-day more than one
establishment in that city which can be faivly con-
sidered a furniture factory. 1 am aware that theve
is some cheap furnitire manufactured in Nova
Reotin and that some of it tinds its” way mto St,
John, but the hono gentleman’s contention was
that this large export of havdwood was stopped,
and that the furniture was being made tin Canada,
and that our own bovs were finding employment
close to their homes. [ am not going to delay the
House at present by dealing with the question of
the exodus. T am willing to leave that guestion to
be settled by the people whoe understand it best,
and who know the vacant chaivs which exist in
almost every home in the provinee from which 1
come. 1 say that in the county I represent and
in the county vepresented by the hon wember for
Albert Mre. Weldon), and in other counties, there
is scarcely a family with  grown.up sons and

daughters in which some members of the fawily

are  not  labouring  and  tailing  beneath a
forcign flag. In Boston  alone, if the tigures

Jdo not lie, there are probably to-night lying
on their- couches some 73,000 people who st
saw the light of day in the Mavitime Pro.
vinces.  That is the answer to that question.  Bue
the hon. gentleman made another comparison, and
assured us that the market of the United States
wag not to be compared to the market of Great
Britain. He went further, and instituted a conm-
parison—and for all practival purposes he might as
well have taken us back to the time of the flood, ov
to the time when Christopher Columbus landed on
the shores of America—he compared the trade of
Canada to-day with that of forty years ago.  Did
the hon, gentleman forget that the Dominion of
Canada did not exist forty years agoy Would it
not have been suthicient for him to go uck twenty-
four years and contrast the trade of Canada then
with its trade to-day?¥ I have done that, and 1
propose to give my tigures to the House aud let
the people Judge for themselves. Here, again, it

tmay be well to read an extract from the hon. gen.

tleman’s speech, in which he says:

*The Eunglish market for ¢ur farmers, as cveryono
knows who will study our statistical tables, has been o
growing market. Wesell twice the bulk of agricultural
produets in the British islands that we did torty vears
ago, and during that same interval the American market
has shown no growth whatevor.”

Now, going back to 1867-68, the first year after
Y Y N N,
Confederation, I find that the people of Canada,
taking the Trade Returns, because the hon.
gentleman has veferred to them, and looking
carefully under the heading of agricultural pro-
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ducts, we exported to the markets of Great | every dollar of that 53,500,000 represents products
Britain to the value of 34050175, In 1890 of the forests of New Brunswick. There you have

Caneda exported to Great Britain 83,661,826 of
agricultural products. 1 admit that perhaps the
hon. gentleman made @ mistake here again. I
believe that his intention, though he did not Sy SO,
wax to include in that statement all farm pmdmts
I submit that if yon include the two items the
showing will be entirely different. 1 think in the
delivery of the specch made by the hon. member for
Albert, aman who is so thoroughly educated and
s0 well posted, considering. too, that he followed
my hon. friecnd from South Oxford, after having
i week to prepare himself—I say  that, in making
@ statenient to this Hnu‘xc, he should have been
more accurate, and if he meant to include animnals
and thetr productsalong with agricultural products,
he should have so stated.  Bur the hon. gentleman
has not done so. The facts are, that taking the ar-
ticles named under the headings in which they
appear in the returns, it will be found that in place
of an inereased export of agricultural products to
Great Britain there has been a fulling off of 389, -
000, But I will do him the justice now to give the
other figures. Looking back to 1867-68 T find
that animals and their products  amounted to
82,673,089, The latest Trade Returns show that
this amount has been swollen to 218,578,000, I
admit that is a very large increase, but I want to
point out to you that nearly the whole of that in-
crease is due to the export of cheese and heef cattle
from the Pirovince of Ontario, a trade in which that
hon. gentleman's constituents do not participate, T
may say, at all. or, if at all, to a very limited ex-
tent. I helieve that some efforts have heen made
in the Lower Provinces to encourage that trade,
and my hon. friend from W estmoreland ( Mr. WV ood)
will be able to inform the House as to the success
of those efforts.
to the trade hetween New Brunswick and Great
Britain and the United States. T find that in
1867-68 the exports of farm products,
agricultural products, and animals and their pro-
dm,ts, amounted to £3,103.
with Great Britain in twenty-four years has reached
the enormous sum of 34,985, But I will go further,
and I desive now to call attention to the trade he-
ween that province and the United States. I re-
gret that on the whole it does not make a better
showing, but when I make the statement, and hon.
gentlemen contrast, as they will, the increase in
these twenty-four years in the t aade of agricultural
and in farm products from that province to the
" United States, amnd .when I tell them that in
that same year our trade in those products with !
the United States amounted to 831,879, I am ahle
to point to the fact that that trade has increased,
as shown by the Trade Returns of 1890, to $401.143, |
or in twenty-four years, while trade with Great
Britain in farm products has increased $1,884,
trade in the same products to the United States
from the same province has increased S360,264.
Now, I propose to deal more fully with the trade
of New Brunswick as a whole: and let me say at
the outset that the Trade Returns of the last yeur
show that our total exports from New Brunwick
in round figures amount to 87,000,000, I might
go further, and point out to this House tnat one-
Ralf of that total amount goes to Great Britain ; |
but while making that statement I desire also to |
point out that, with the exception of 127, 300
Mr. Ki~e.

Now, I propose to call attention |

including all ;

This growing trade |

Cireat Pritain that has been builg
up in all these years.  Now, let me call attention
to the trade with the United States. 1In the last
year, according to the Trade Returns, our trade
with the United States amounted to £3,100,000.
I wlmit—for I want 1o state the nmt-tcr fairly—-
that included in that sum-is SS00,000 or S900,000
for lamber which is not the produce of our prov-
ince.  But it cannot be said that we do not derive
very great benetit from handling that Inmber. 1
nmay state that in the production of this lumber in
the State of Maine our people assist in cutting, in
hauling, in driving and rafting and sawing that
Iumber in the city of St. John ; and I go further,
and I tell you that out of that eight or nine
hundred thousand dollars representing the lInmber
Pwhich is exported from New Brunswick, the pro-
i duce of the State of Maine—1 will not say the
whole of it, hut I will say the major part of it is
carried in the coasting vessels built and owned
and sailed by the pwple, of New Brunswick. Nir,
I think I may safely include that in my statement.
The lumber exported to the United States amounts
to S1,733.068, including that item from the State of
Maine. To all other countries we sent 162,105 of
lumber to the West Inddies, to South America and
to Australia, showing that of the total exports
from New Brunswick, amounting to S6,977.885,
25,206,996 are forest products.  Now, you will
readily understand that any policy which goes into
operation in this country must seriously affect, either
| for good or for evil, a trade which is so large, com-
i pared with our whole trade, as the lumber trade of
: New Brunswick. But, Mr. Speaker, there is still
51,710,889, exclusive of forest products, exported.
Let us see where that goes, and in what proportion
that reaches the markets of Great Britain and the
i markets of the United States. In 1879 we exported
i products of the mine to Great Britain to the amount
of 83,473 : the United States took S112,166.  Of
i the tisheries Great Britain took 827,475, and the
i United States took $476,G38. Of farm products
| Great Britain took 4,948, and the United States
304,892, Of manufactured goods Great Britain
took 891,904, and the United -\[dt(,b 362,961, To
sum it .1]1 up, Great Britain took $127,970, and
the United States 51,356,657 of the products
of the mine, the fisheries, the farm and manu-

the trade with

factures. Sir, does it lie in the mouth of any
hon. gentleman coming from New Brunswick to

uindlervalue the markets of the United States to
the people of that province after I have submitterd
these figures for their considevation? 1 do not
believe, mnotwithstanding that the Conservative
i party are represented in this House by 13 gentle-
L men, that there is one among the number w ho will
i have the hardihood to follow me and say that the
| United States is a marker to be despised by the
tpeople of New Brunswick. . Sir, I regret that we
did not have in the last cunp.u;m a few Ontario
speeches made in the Province of New Brunswick,
isuch we have listened to to-night from the hon.
member for West York (Mr. \V:Llldce) One dose
of what that hon. gentleman has given the House
i to-night would have changed the result in New
i Brunswick, and hou. gentlemen know it. I am not
| prepared to say what my hon. friends opposite,
i coming from the north shore, did in the last election,
|but I am here to-night to say that any number of
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Conservatives in my province ran their election
squarely, as I did, upon a reciprocity platform :
The only difference hetween us was this : They said
we can get reciprocity in natural products, and we
said vou cannot. Time will tell who is right. We
expected a long time hefore this that we would

have had something tangible in regard to these

negotiations. We have had two visits by Minis-
ters to Washington, and there will be another in
October. I hope hon. gentlemen opposite may
succeed in their efforts, and I am here to-night to
admit that if hon. gentlemen can secure from the
United States reciprocity in natural products I
for one will be willing and anxious to accept it.
But 1 wish to call attention to another matter
which I think of gieat importance, I will not say
to the whole of New Brunswick, but to the major
part of the proviuce, and I am sare in the statement
I am about to make I will he horne out by the
junior member for the City and County of St.Johu,
and that is, that in the trade carried on between

New Brunswick anld the mother country, which is
principally in spruce deuls, we have to compete |

in freights with the world, and that the cargoes
are principally carried in iron steamers and the
balance mainly in Norwegian vessels. It is true
that occasionally a large ship is launched in Nova
Scotia or elsewhere, that finds her way across the
bay, and I am proud to be able to state that there
is loading in St. John to-day the largest ship ever
launched in the Maritime Provinces. She will take

a cargo of deals to the other side of the water:i

but we have to compete in that trade with iron
steamships, with ocean tramps, as they are called
in St. John. But is that the case in regavd to the
export of lumber to the United States? Not so.
T hold that 75 per cent. of our whole export of
lumber from St. John to the United States
is carried in vessels built, owned and operated by
people in New Brunswick. What does that mean?
When you send 1,700,000 of lumber to the Ameri-
can market do you get only that money back* No.
The average rate of freight to Boston and New
York is $2.50, while the average price of lumber, as
shown by the Trade Returns, is about $8 per 1,000 ;
call it S10 per 1,000, if you like; so the freight is
equal to 25 per cent. of the value of the.cargo. In
round numbers, I helieve, the people of New Bruns-
wick have returned-to them-every year from that
trade $500,000 by way of freights. This does not
apply to the same extent to the trade carried on
across the Atlantic. Let me point to another
feature of this business worthy of the attention
of the House, and it is this, that our exports frowmn
New Brunswick which are not carried by our
‘coasting vessels are very largely carried by a line
“of steamships which has heen in existence for a
rreat many years, and which has been run success-
%ully all those years. There is no -better stock
to-day in Boston than that of the Iuternational
line of steamers between St. John and Boston.
Does any hon. gentleman recollect any application
to Parliament asking for a subsidy in order to
establish or perpetuate that line? Not a bit of it.
The trade between the two countries, in spite of
the tarift. walls, has maintained and kept running
that splendid line between. St. Johi and Bos-
ton, a line which the people of St. John would
not care to lose. What is a further fact? It is,
that last year two lines were put on between that
port and the port of New York. I confess I look

i

{

on this as a great boou. But this line does not
come here asking a subsidy from this Parliament.
It is established because the trade wants it.  While
I do not esire to trespass on the patience of the
House, I feel it necessary to point, not to industries
that are being carried on in New Brunswick at the
present time, but to some industries which have
been killed by the policy of the Government, and
which would be revived if wecould secure free trade
with the United States. Let me call the attention
of the House and of the members for St. John to the
lime business in the eity they represent.  The hon,
gentlemen will pardon me for alluding to it, but I
do so because my county is as much interested in
the lime-hurning business as is their county. What
are the facts? In 1881 St. John had a trade in
lime of less than 32,000 with the United States.
In 1840, the Trade Returns show that, in spite of
a heavy tariff, the trade had increased to ST43,000,
The figures in the Trade Returns do not, however,
indicate the value of that trade to St. John.  The
major part of it is carried in St. John vessels. I
am not preparedd to make any prediction with
respect to the actual outcome of the summer work
in the lime business at St. John, but I will venture
to say. from what I know, that instead of lime to
the value of S150,000 being shipped to the States
from St. John, the value will fall below S15,000.
Why v I charge this reduction upon hon. gentle-
msen opposite, and I ask them to defend it if they
can. It will be remembered that St. John, in the
last Parliament, was represented by hon. members
sitting on this side of the House, and it will be fresh
in the memoriesof some hon. members that Mr. Wel-
don asked the Government and pressed the Govern-
ment,when the McKinley tarifi was before Congress,
to reduce the duty here from 20 to 10 per cent. Had
they done so it is tirmly believed that no increase
in the duty on lime would have been made in the
United States. But our Government declined to
do so, and then the McKinley Tariff Bill hecame
law, and instead of a duty of 10 per cent. in the
manufacture of lime that industry is taxed to the
extend of 40 or 45 per cent., the duty being G cts.
per 100 Ibs., including the weight of the barrel. 1
will not say there would have heen as much lime
shipped to the United States as formerly, on
account of the condition of affuirs in New York and

Boston, for I am free to confess that on account of

the labour strike business is somewhat depressed
and the demand may have fallen off somewhat.
But, Sir, I think I will be prepared to establish one
fact, that whenever there is a market in New York
or Boston for lime the people of St. John are
prepared to compete in that market with any
people ou the face of the globe. T am not going to
ask the House to take my statement for that, and
although at the outset I said Idid not proposeto -
trouble the House with many extracts, yet this
is an important matter, and I want the House
thoroughly to understand it. I will read briefly
from the report of a commission appointed by the
State of Maine on this subject. The people of St.
John, at all events those engaged in the husiness,
pretty thoroughly understand the question, but I
wish that others should understand it as well.
First of all, let me say that in St. John we have, I
believe, the largest quantity and the best quality of
limestone to he found anywhere in the known
world. That.is a pretty big statement.
Mr. FORBES. Cape Breton is just as good.
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Mr. KING.  Even suppose it is, we have in St | but the lime is invoiced for 33 cents per cask, which gives

John limestone towering mountains high alongside
fifty feet of water. We have got it in St. John

towering mountains high, almost in sight of Boston !

and New York, and capable of being  transferred
there at less expense than from any other place in
this Dominion.  We have got in the country behind
this limestone immense quantities of wood. It is
true that we have a market for that wood in the
United States,but it could be equally well employed
at home burning lime : and to prove my statements
I will now quote from the third annual report of
the Bureau of Industry and Labour Statistics of the
State of Maine.  The repors says :

“Most of the quarries in Knox County are very deep,
requiring a great expense for the pumping of water. A
goud steam engine and a set of pumps are indispensible
for every quarry of any extent.  Much expense, now and
then, is incurred in clearing away chips (small pieces of
rock) and other loose débris from the gquarries,”

Nothing of that kind happens in St. John, for, as T
before said, the limestone is towering up mountains
high, and instead of mining it, as they have todo in
the State of Maine, we have simply to quarry it in
St. John. This report continues to say :

‘ There were in Knox County, in 1888, 92 patent kilns,
which produced 1,800,000 ¢asks of lime, and in this pro-
duction the kilns consumed 85,000 cords of wood. Of the
85,000 cords of wood, about 52,178 were imported from our
neighbours in the Maritime Provinees. The wood was
invoiced from about $1.50 per cord. Onr domestic manu-
fuctures paid on an average of 3.75 per cord. The gross
sum puaid to foreign producers of kiln wood was $195.648.75.
To freight this 52.173 cords of wood there were 604 foreign
arrivals at Rockland alone. This wood was brought in what
is known as St. John wood-boats. The boats will carry
90 to 60 cords on an average per load. The crew generally
consists of three or tour men to u vessel. "The line is put
into casks that will hold about two bushels and a peck.
It will take about five coopers working nearly uﬁ the
year through to supply the lime casks for a kiln. or about
460 coopers to make all the casks requirved for the kilns in
Knox County for the year 1858. These casks are made
within a radius of twenty miles of the kilns. To burn,
fill, cooper and put on board of vessels and cars tor ship-
ment reguires about six men to a kiln, or about 64 men
to the kilns in Knox County. To distribute this lime to
the various markets it takes 275 vessels. These vessels
on an average, for the, Boston-market,will carry 700 casks :
vessels for the New York market will freight 1.500 casks.
This gives employment to over $00 sea-faring men. Bos-
ton and New York are the two principal distributing
points for the lime. The Knox :and Lincoln ‘Railroad
transported; for the year ending 31st December, 1883, over
their road 114,000 casks of lime. To run these plants re-
3u ires an active capital of over three-quarters ofa million
‘dollars annually, giving. employment direéctly and .in-
directly.t0 3,000 .men. These employés, as a class, are
very intelligent. There are but few foreigners employed
in this “industry, The employés, as a class, are imﬂxs-
trious and.frugal. Quite a percentage of the workwmen
own, their own homes. As inall other.commercial trans-
actious, the lime burners of Knox County are not_exempt
from competition. Their competitors are neighbours of
the Maritime Provinces. The St. John lime comes into
direct competition: with the Knox County lime. in the
Eastern States, and wmore especially in the. markets of
Massachusetts and New York. Lime can be produced
cheaper in the British Provinces than here in the States.”

-~ And yet hon. gentlemen tell us that we have reason
to fear that under unrestricted reciprocity we can-
not.compete in manufactured goods. I notice, Sir,
that in our trade und navigation returns lime is set
down as a manufactured article, and I claim thatit
fairly has a right to appear under that hea. Ihave
not asked the House to take my word, but I'give
them a good authority to show that the only thing
the people of Maine have to fear is the competition
of the St. John lime burners. The report continues :

‘‘ Good authorities estimate that inthe year 1888 there
were shipped-to the States 225,000 casks of this St. John

lime. e duty on this lime is ten per cent. ad valorem,

Mr. Kinc.

-

a specifie duty of only 3 cents per cask.”
Be it remembered that this was bhefore the Me-
Kinley tariff becane law :

."* The following are some of the advantages our pro-
vince neighbours have over the manufactures, viz., the
rock is dug and placed at the kilns for 10 cents a
eask ; rock costg our lime burners at the kilns 22 cents

ot
per cask. Wood, at the kilns at St. John. cost on an
average from 32 to 22.25 per cord. Nor is this all; the
eord at New Brunswick must have the folloyvnuiﬂnnen-
sions : when wood is 4 feet long it must be 4 feet high and
12 feet in length of pile, making 192 cubic feet, or equal to
one and a-half cor = of our wood. Wood, per cord, on an
average, costs the Knox County manufacturers $3.75, 128
cubic feet for a cord, or it costs the above lime burners
$5.62 for the same amount of wood that it costs the St.
John lime burners from 32 to $2.25. Labour, which is the
largest item in this induostry, is certainly 25 per cent. less
at St. John than at the Knox County plants.  For thefirst
few months in the year. at St. John, it is the custom to
pay at the rate of’ 2140 per day : laterin the season they
advance the wages of their employés. The highest wages
they ever paid to kiln men, as far as we ean learn from
personal nvestigations, were 31.80 per day. The general
average would he 31.50 per day, while in the Rockland
Hme industry labour in and about the kilns is paid at the
rate of 32,

And yet this is in the State of Maine, that place
in which we have heard so much from the other
side of the House, about the deserted farms,
and the misery and the poverty with which
that State is affected at the present moment.
Yet, Sir, we have it on the authority from which
I am quoting that the labonring man in St. John's
gets 81.40 per day, while the men engaged in the
same occupation of burning lime in the State of
Maine are getting $2 per day, notwithstanding that
the lime burner in Maine is paying two and a-half
times as much for his fuel as the lime burner in
St. John. I am not charging it on the lime burn-
ers of St. John that they are oppressing their men,
but I am here to-night to state that if free trade
could be secured between the United States and
Canada in that article of lime alone it would be
worth more to the city of St. John than all the
cotton factories that ever were built in New Bruns-
wick under the National Policy. Sir, I am perfectly
safe in stating that in the last year to which our
trade returns refer the lime trade was worth from
§200,000 to £250,000 to that city and province alone.
Is that trade not capable of expansion ? HaveI not
pointed out from the returns that that trade be-
tween Rockland, Boston and New York is worth

$2,000,000 per annum, and will anybody tell me,

after the facts 1 have given to the House, that if
we had free trade in lime alone that we would not
in less than five years transfer to the city of St.
John the capital and the cnterprise of Rockland.
I believe, Sir, that we have capital and enterprise
of our own ; but, if it were necessary, I am sure that
that freetrade would be sutficientto inducethe Rock-
land manufacturer to transfer his plant to St. John
and manufacture the lime for the American market.
Sir, it is not too much to say that inside of ten
years at the most that trade, in place of amount-
ing to.the paltry sum of 10,000 or $20,000, would
run up to at least a million dollars a year. Sir,
that is.not all. I propose to call attention to some
industries which might be promoted in the Province
of New Brunswick under free trade, while not inter-
fering with the lnmber industry, which is the leading
industry of that province, next to farming. Wehave
in the Province of New Brunswick an inexhaustible
quantity of freestone of a variety of colours, a stone
which is much sought after in the markets of Bos-
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ton and New York. To-day it is taxed by the
McKinley Bill $1.50 per ton. And it appears
strange and inconsistent on the part of the hon.
member for Albert to stand up in this House and
defend the National Policy and condemn reciproity,
when the hon. gentleman knows that he cannot
make a canvass of his county without seeing in!
open daylight & number of freestone quarries now |
closed down which were worked successfully a few |
years ago. I am not able to give the exact figures
to-night, but if you consulv the Trade Returus of
twenty-four or twenty-five years ago you will tind !
that we exported from New Brunswick to the!
United States at that time about 883,000
worth of freestone. Do the Trade Returns
show that this has been growing? Not a
bit of it. They show that it has dwindled down
to S11L,000 a year. Now, we know that twenty-
four years ago Boston, as it stands to-day, was
scarcely built.  New York had an existence and a
large population, but who will say that the best
and finest edifices in the city of New York have
not been erected during those twenty-four years.
And yet during all those years we have been harred
out by a tariff from sending our freestone to those
cities. I do not hesitate to say that had this
country enjoyed free trade during that time. in
place of our export of freestone to the United
States amounting to the paltry sum of SP1,000
there is not a shadow of doubt that it would have
amounted to from half a million to a million of dol-
lars. I took the trouble a few days ago to lank
over the census returns of the United States, in
which I find that every quarry of any extent in the
Provinces of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia is
referred to; and in those returns our freestone
holds a place as high as any except one particular
kind—I do not remember the kind. The freestone
of our province has much to commend it. Hon.
gentlemen can see a sample of it in the new depart-
mental block in this city. Now, give usfree trade
with the United States and you will see a trade in
freestone spring up with the ports of Boston and
New York which will do more for the Province
of New Brunswick than the National Policy
could ever hope to do, if it should meet the
highest possible expectations of its friends and advo-
cates. But, Mr. Speaker, that is not all.  Every-
body knows that in the county of my hon. friend
who sits at-my right, the County of Charlotte, there
are immense deposits of red granite. I may be told
that there is red granite in the Jnited States ;: but
in quality, in quantity or in the size of the block
which can be taken out of the quarry there’is
nothing in the United States that can compare with
it. To-day, in spite of the McKinley Bill, some
two or three hundred men are engaged in Charlotte
County in the occupation of preparing red granite
for the United States and the local market. The
McKinley Bill has had the effect of stopping entire-
ly the importation of the finished aiticle into-the
United States. In St. John-we have a factory to-
day engaged in the polishing of that granite, the
proprietor of which states.that he will be obliged
to move his works across the line to escape the
duty. He has moved in part, and I believe he con-
templates moving the balance at no distant date.
There is no telling what the possibilities of the trade
in that stone would be under free trade. Every.one
knows that that stone ‘is admired the world over,

and the New Brunswick article is equal to any

found in this continent or elsewhere. The only stone
that compares with it is the Scotch granite. When
I tell you that our granite has heen shipped by
rail all the way to Chicago I think that I have
suid sutlicient to convince the members of this
House that there is o market for it in the United
States, provided that market were open to us.
Now, with regard to coal, I know that our friends
who support the Government are somewhat afraid
of free trade in that article. They are afraid to
face the competition in the American market.
They are much more willing that the National
Policy should be maintained, and that this country
should be muclted in the sum of S6G00,000 annually
for the purpese of transporting Nova Scotia coal to
the markets of Ontario and Quebec, or as far west
as they can. But I wish to state to-night that'we "
have in the Province of New Brunswick immense
undeveloped coal fields. T presume there is not an
hon. gentleman from that province who will ven-
ture to vise in his place and depreciate its coal
fields. If he chooses to do so, I am willing that he
should do so.  In the county which I represent we
have to-day, according to the most authentic ac-
count, millions —yes, hundreds of millions—of tons
of coal. T will not say that it is as good as the
Penunsylvania coal, or even the Nova  Scotia
coal : but I will say that that coal is being

produced at  the mines at X1 a ton, and i3
being hauled by tearnn 14 miles and delivered

to the railways at 32.75 a ton, and that coal is
heing used successfully on two lines of railway in
New Brunswick. I challenge anybody to show a
coal in North America which has its equal for
ordinary forge purposes. That coal is within four
hours Ly express train of Bangor, Maine, and
within a day of that point by freight train, from
which it is to-day shut out by a duty of 75 cents
per ton. It is true we have not the railways
necessary to enable us properly to develop these
mines, though a considerable quantity finds a local
market. But give us free trade with the State of
Maine, which has a climate like ours, which has
extensive manufacturing facilities, and .which is
well supplied with railroads, and that coal, whick
lies alongside of that State, will find a large mar-
ket there, and the duty of 75 cents per ton, if
removed, would pay the freight. Even if it should
go no further, that would be an immense benefit
to the country and to the province from which I
come. Now, with regard to the lumber business,
I know something about it, and I am prepared to
say .to-night that uuder present conditions there isa
great waste of lumber in our Province. I do not
know whether the legal gentlemen who represent
the City and County of St. John know anything
about it ; but I know that every manufacturer,
every tanner, and every shipper of lumber in St.
John, knows something about it. When the treaty
of 1854 was abrogated bark was left on the free
list ; and what has since gone on in our province ?
Millions of hemlock trees have been felled and
stripped of their bark, and the bark has been
going to the American market to supply the
American tanner, and because we have no market
for hemlock lumber the trunk of the tree has heen
allowed to lie and rot in the woods. Give us free
trade in hemlock lumber with Boston and I do
not hesitate to say—and I know what I am talking
about—that all this waste will be-utilized. We
have got the capital and the enterprise among our-
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selves, but we are cramped, crippled and shackled
by these restrictions on trade. Yknow that capi-
talists from Boston have visited my section of the
country several times, and I know that the only
thing which prevents their going in for the manu-
facture of hemlock lumber in that section is the
fact that import duty prevails in the Awmeri-
can market, which closes us out. There is
no teliing under free trade what the export of
that particular article might reasonably be ex-
pected to-amount to. Coming back to hard-
wood : it is all very fine to talk of manufac-
turing our own furniture, but let me make this
statement, that there is being erected at the Chau-
di¢re Falls in this city a mill which, when running
on hardwoods, such as are used in the manufacture
of furniture in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia, I
will guarantee will, in twenty days, stock the
market and leave a surplus. That one mill will
produce enough in three weeks to supply all the
furniture factories in New Brunswick and Nova
Scotia. We have mills all over New Brunswick
and Nova Scotia seeking a market, and none to be
found, except when the English market will afford
a price which will enable, us to ship to that market,
and this year I regret it does not. I have pointed
out some interests which have lapsed under the
policy of hon. gentlemen opposite and some which
might be promoted under a different policy, and I
now desire to point to some interests which existin
New Brunswick and which are suffering from the
evil effects of the National Policy. Take the most
important—that of lumber. What are the facts ?
Hon. gentlemen opposite say if we had free trade
we would not get the full benefit of the reduc-
tion in duties. I would not be so unreasonable as
to claim we would, but I say that we would
increase our production, and if you will give us
the market we are prepared to divide with
the Americans that two dollars duty, and be
atill better off than we are. While on this point
I think it is but fair I should call attention
to an act of ‘which this -Government has -been
guilty.vwi'tl_l’; reference .to the lumber:interests of
New Brunswick. - Hon. gentlemen, will 'remember

that a measure. was introduced here some years ago,
authorizing: the: Government' to impose an’export:

duty on logs, for the avowed purpose of compelling
the. Americans to lower or.wholly abolish'their im-
rt duty ‘on‘:lumber’ coming from Canada to the
nited States. :" Sir,"had we no_claim onthis Giov-
“ernment ? Does’the hon. Minister of Finance think
that the people of New: Brunswick. engaged in'the
lumber: business: have no-claiin on him.or his Gov-

ernment. - "I ‘recollect, after ‘that” hon. gentlemau:

and .his esteemed: leader, who has since departed,

were in St. John' last fall,: their: first ‘official .act,.

when they came back- to Ottawa; was to.abolish
the export.duty, in order that our friends on the
Ottawa should get their pine lumber into the Ameri-
can market for $1:per.thousand, forgetting that 95
per -cent. of our 'lumber "is spruce, :and that the
great lumbering industry in New Brunswick. had
some “claims on: the Government as-well as the

zentlemen who lumber on:the Ottawa: river.  We

ave the best evidence possible, right in the city of
St. John, as to what free trade: in lumber will.do

for our province. " I am in that business, and when’

I go to St.  John' to -make.a sale"of 12,000,000 or
3,000,000 spruce logs, and the mill owner offers me
$8 per.thousand feet—a' price we. cannot: get this
~ Mr..Kiye. '

year, but which in other years we have got, I find
that American logs bring in the St. John market
$10 per thousanﬁ feet, the difference of duty
going into the pocket of the producer in Maine.
This is the best possible proof of the advantage the
reduction of the duties would be to the lumbermen
of the Maritime Provinces. But that is not all. It
may be said that to the men who supply the parties
who go into the woods and haul the logs it makes
no difference ; but I will tell you where the shoe
pinches. In New Brunswick I can only pay my
hired men $16 per month, while the American
operator across the line, in sight of my shanty,
can afford to pay $26 per month. That is the
way the labouring men are affected by the tariff,
and it shows what a relief it would be to us if
we could secure reciprocity with the United
States. It may be said that I am too fast
in making these predictions, but I am willing they
should go on record in Hansard, because I do
expect the time is mnot far distant when we
will be able to avail ourselves of that market.
I remember that I am here in a minority from
my province, but I recollect that I have stood
here in a minority from all Canada, when the
Government possessed ninety of majority, and 1
realise to-night that the times have somewhat
changed. Notwithstanding the proud boasts of
hon. gentlemen opposite, I realise that I am face
to face with a Government who dare not count on
more than twenty to twenty-three of a majority.
They tell us the country is with them. Sir, it is
gradually slipping from their grasp, and I have the
proud satisfaction of knowing that while in the
past I looked jealously around on my friends from
Quebec and Ontario, and felt that we would he
better out of this Confederation than in it, feeling
that they might be a selfish lot—I speak of both
Liberals and Conservatives—only disposed to con-
sider their own interests, and that to them this
National Policy might he some advantage, I am
proud to be able to stand here with a majority from
the two great provinces. of ‘Ontario and Quebec,
which have both pronounced against the Govern-
ment. It is.true that my province pronounced
in  ‘the March: election against the .Libeéral
party-and their policy. .But my province is'a pro-
vince which: generally takes time to consider, and I

‘venture to say that-when the opportunityis offered

us again we, will pronounce a different vérdict. I
referred ‘a. short while ago -to the trade'in bark,
-which has been carriéd on owing ' to - that article
having' "been. left on the free'list when the treaty
was abolished:in 1866. I will'now call attention to
ancther industryin the Province of New., Brunswick,
‘which stands exactly in the same position. I refer
to the export of Rockland wood, to, which T alluded
‘when reading .the extract from the report of the
commission in-Maine. - “A large trade is carried on
in that trade of soft wood; which hasnot a cominer-
cial value, hut'is of great value to the people of the
‘county I'represent.” Here again the price, as shown
in the trade returns, does not indicate the value of
.thattrade to the people of New Brunswick. You
can' -multiply “ it : two- and a-half times.. - If
we - export? $100,000 .of. wood: . from: the - Mari-
time.. Provinces to Rockland, Maine, that means
a  quarter--of a million dollars .returned : to us.
‘What'I said befor¢ with regard to lumber .I now
repeat’; -and.I say further,-that in that particular
locality, when we talk about the exodus, 'in-my
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county and in the other counties that participate
in this trade there is no exedus ; the pcople find
employment, they stay at home ; it gives the far-
mers employment in the winter in preparing the
lumber, it gives their sons employment in building
ships ; but how much better would it be if we could
do the whole business, if we could use the wood
and manufacture the lime for export to the foreign
market, and bring back three or four times the
amount in cash which we now do. I have pointed
out these different industries, and if my houn. friend
from Albert (Mr. Weldon) were in his place I
would challenge him, as I do any other hon. gentle-
men from New Brunswick, to say where on the
face of the globe a market can be found for lime,
freestone, plaster, hemlock lumber, coal or cord-
wood outside of the United States. My hon. friend
from Albert said something which seemed to fore-
shadow the idea of Iimperial Federation,because he
pointed to a cloud in the sky, and spoke of a differ-
ential duty of 5 per cent. being put on in favour of
the peopleof this country,which he though would be
of great benefit to the lnmbermanand the fisherman.
Supposing we got the benefit to which he referred, it
would amount to about 50 cents a thousand feet
superticial measurement on lumber. I think hon.
gentlemen on both sides would agree with me that
the reduction of 32 a thousand in the United States
is far preferable to the duty of 5 per cent. in our
favour in Great Britain, which also we are not likely
to get. The industries to which I have been refer-
ring would be in addition to the industries which
are prosecuted at the present time; and I agree
with one remark of the speaker who preceded me
(Mr. Wallace), that the home market is the best
market for our farmers. There is nothing clearer
or truer than that, but I want to put the matter
squarely before this House. If, as I believe, under
free trade our industries can be developed, they
would give a home market for the farmers. 1
believe that in New Brunswick, if the business
were carried on as it should be, we would have no
necessity to export many of our farm products to the

United States, because our farmers would have at
their-doors a market infinitely preferable to.that’}

of the United States.. - But hon. gentlemen oppo-
site tell us that we cannot get free trade. That isa

question upon which neither they nor I am prepared
to pass judgment to-night. .If it is true ‘that ‘they:
are attempting to ‘get free .trade. in natural. pro--
ducts do they or do they not believe that they will’

succeed 2" They say that we cannot;succeed on the
basis which we propose. - Do they intend to humbug
the people by stating that they can succeed on the
basis,/they propose ?"We know with:whom we
' have'to deal, and we*know. that, unless ‘we make
some sacrifices, we cannot expect- to secure a trade
which would be so valuable to -us. . They tell us’it
-would be treasonto make such’ sacrifices. - I'deny

it. < If freestone can be exported from Albert County:|

to Boston, and if our -people should invest: their

-money in manufactured goods and bring them back |

to' New. Brunswick, I donotseeanything treasonable
in, that. --During. the last. campai%'u those . hon.
- gentlemen said they were going in for retiprocity

in natural products and such other articles as the

changed condition of -the two countries would ad-
it of., Where do’ they draw. the line ? ““Where
does the treason begin and where does it end ? I
have pointed out who would be helped by’ the
adoption of free trade with:the United States.

First of all, the farmers of New Brunswick would
be helped, next the lumbermen would be helped,
the miners, the fishermen, the coasters would be
helped, and in fact ever other class in New Bruns-
wick would be helped. I would like some hon.
gentleman from my- province on the other side to
rise and point out who would be hurt. It is true
that we have some cotton factories in New Bruns-
wick, but the most extensive of them is owned by
Mr. Alexander Gibson, and though he opposed
the policy of the party on this side of the
House in the last election—and I suppose he had
good and sufficient reason for doing so—I know
that he has stated that he was not afraid to com-
pete with the cotton manufacturers of the State of
Maine, or any other.part of the United States. I
ask why that gentleman, with his enterprise and
energy, a man who built a railway from the Pro-
vince of New Brunswick to Aroostook, in the
State of Maine, and operated it until of late the
Canadian Pacific Railway has got hold of it, and
carried the products of the northern part of that
State to the seaboard by a railway built by a citi-
zen of New Brunswick, could be afraid to compete
in the open market in the manufacture of cotton.
\WWe have some cotton manufacturers in St. John.
I admit that some people might be hurt by this
policy being put into operation. Possibly some law-
yers might be hurt. There has been a suit going
on for some time before the Equity judge in the,
city of St. John in connection with these cotton
factories, and I believe there have been some
twenty-one lawyers engaged in that pro and con.
Possibly these lawyers might be hurt. There is a
cotton factory in Charlotte County, and I regret to
say that New Brunswickers were induced to in-
vest their capital in that factory, and they
lost their investment. It passed into the hands of
American capitalists, and is now being run by
American capital and American enterprise. Will
any hon. gentleman dare to tell me that a factory
situated on the borders of the State of Maine,
with cheaper.coal and cheaper labour. .than. can be
obtained-in the: State of . Maine, canmot. manufac-
ture the article .cheaper -than it.can' he manufac-

tured in that State. I know of -no one else who

will be hurt, inless it is the lawyers from St. John,
by adopting.free trade’;, certainly it- cannot ‘hurt
the cotton factory very, much.. " Now, I have not

‘the slightest objection to.€xpress my views in re-

%m'd to the loss of revenue which our: friends pre-
dict would be the result of the'adoption of a-policy
of this kind: ™I am: here . to-night .to say .that no
system which’ can be devised=—and I want to guard

‘my words well--taking matters as they. stand' to-

day,‘while I do not favour a system of direct taxa-
tion, I defy my hon. friend from South - Oxford, if
he had the reigns of power, to ‘devise.a.system of
taxation.which woulgo press more heavily upon the
people | of “ that province , than - the policy which
is.?1n | existence - to-day.” ‘What: are’ the -facts?
In St. John and, elsewhere ,what are we doing?
At present :we " are” forced .*to.’ export our
surplus products for which we have to receive gold,
and we are compelled, under- the present:system,
to send that gold to Montresl and elsewhere ta buy-
manufactured goods. I ask if that does no/f/ bear
heavily upon us.: I'would like my hon. friends to.
take their constituents and visit someof the streets’
in Montreal, and look at the fashionable residences
snd pelaces-built by the sugar:refiners. and the



2139

[COMMONS]

2140

cotton lords, and other men who have been enriched
by the National Policy. They can point to nothing
like that in New Branswick. Another matter
which was referred to in the election campaign was
the loyalty question. I know my hon. friends
opposite do not here, and I do not believe they did
elsewhere, charge the Liberal party of New Bruns-
wick with being disloval.  But I have one remark to
make. I notice on every oceasion when those hon.
gentlemen rise in this House to speak, instead of
pointing out what they think would be heneficial to
their province, thev always and invariably attempt
to deal with what was said in a speech of the hon.
member for South Oxford—that is, they charge that
he has given utterance to disloyal sentiments. Sir,
that hon. gentleman does not need any defenceat my
hands, and Lam not here to defend him ; but I do say
that in the campaign which terminated in New
Brunswick on the 5th of March last an unfair use was
made of an extract taken from the speech delivered
by that hon. gentleman at a banquet in Boston,
aned the unfair use that was made of that speech
contributed largely to the success of some of the
Conservative candidates in that province. 1 have
read that hon. gentleman’s speech through from
end to end ; I have read it more than once. T am
proud of that speech and I am proud of the man
who made it, and I think in justice to him, if it
was not so late, I would only do right to read it
word for word. But I will say this, that never
before has a Boston awldience heard a more patriotic
Canadian speech, or a speech more in sympathy
with Canadian interests, than the speech the hon.
gentleman delivered on that occasion. It is a
speech of which every Canadian has a right to he
proud. Did he belittle this country ? Not a bit of
it. If he erred at all it was in lauding the country
too much. Nir, our friends forget that it was in
the interest of Canada that the member for South
Oxford was addressing a Boston audience. I do
not say that he was attempting to pull the wool
over their eyes; hut our friends opposite are over-
seusitive, and they pretend that because the word
“St. John” and the word ‘‘Halifax™ are not
mentioned in that speech, but that his reference
was mainly to the future of Boston, therefore
an attack was levelled at St. John and Halifax.
Nothing of the kind. These gentlemen areat fault
in their geography. Look to the west of us, and
what do you find? There is a North-West in
the United States as well as in Canada. There are
Maritime Provinces as well asa Province of Ontario
and a Province of Quebec : and, Sir, will not free
trade in the Maritime Provinces help the City of
Boston ? Certainly it will. Boston to-day, I admit,
is circumscribed, compared with the City of New
York, but Boston to-day in the matter of trade is
competing with the City of New York. New York
at the present time is getting more than its fair share
of trade. If you can convince the citizens of Boston
that under unrestricted reciprocity there would
come from Western Canada, and their own North-
West, and the Maritime Province, a large influx
to their city and a large addition to their trade, you
have done a good service to Canada; and'I do.not
believe that the citizens of St. John or the citizens
of Halifax are the men that our friends opposite
take them to be ; I do not believe they are afraid to
face this free trade question. They have no fear
that they will beousted from thetrade they now have
inthe portsof St.John and Halifax. Isay that Boston
Mr. Kixe.

is the most desirable market to-day, outside the
home market, for the people of the Maritime Pro-
vinces, and under unrestricted reciprocity alarge
increase in that trade must naturally take place.
Our export trade to-day with the United States,
speaking from memory, I believe, is something like
40,000,000,  Can anyone doubt that if we had free
trade with the United States for the nextten orfifteen
vearsthat trade would nct reach £80,000,000?  And
do you tell me that the hon. gentleman from South
Oxford was not warranted in saying to the people
of Boston that under the free trade relations which
would exist if we negotiated a treaty of that kind,
Boston would benefit more than any other city in
the United States?  Sir, our friends from St. John
and Hahfax are over-semsitive when they attack
that speech of the member for South Oxford.
Suppose we fall back upon the National Policy. and
suppose that the Chinese wall which is now erected
should be raised considerably higher hetween St.
John and Boston. where would we he? Cut off
completely. I ask my hon. friends to reconsider
that speech, and when next they address a St. John
audience to read, not an extract from the speech,
but the whole speech. Thanking the House for
their kind attention to my remarks, I now resume.
my seat.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland) moved the ad-
journment of the debate.

Motion agreed to.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-
ment of the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 12.05
a.m. (Saturday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Moxpay, 13th July, 1891.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock.

PRAYERS.
CONSOLIDATED REVENUE AND AUDIT

ACT.

Mr. MULOCK moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 139) to amend the Consolidated Revenue
and Audit Act. He said: It will be within the
memory of hon. gentlemen that at the commence-
ment of this session a statement was laid upon the
Table of the House showing the amount of Governor
General's warrants issned during the recess since
last session, for carrying on the public service. A
reference to that statement shows that the gross
amount of the warrants so issued was 51,310,876.38,
and it appears from this statement that there was
only expended of that a sum of $750,646.60. I am’
not finding fault with the fact that there was not

niore spent, but I merely mention the circumstance

that only that amount was spent to show that the
Governor General was moved to grant authority to
his Ministers to expend a sum of $560,000 more
than they had. any occasion to Spend.under the
Consolidated Revenue and Audit Act. When
you look at this statement I think youn will be
struck with many features in connection with it,
showing on its face, and I am afraid in sub-
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stance as well, an exercise of the prerogative
far beyond the spirit of the Act in question.
For example, the very first item for which
there was a Governor General’s warrant was on
the 30th May, 1890, within one week after Parlia-
ment prorogued last session ? That item was for
‘¢ Contingencies, Exchequer Court, $2,000.” Why
was it necessary for the Government, the moment
Parliament prorogued, to ask the Governor General
for a warrant to expend this money ?  Why, Isay,
was not Parliament consulted the week before, when
Parliament was in session. The very next item is
on the 30th May, 1890, within thirteen days after
the prorogation, and is a warrant for $24,231.59 for,
as described in this statement, ‘“ House of Commnons
Contingencies.” 1 am unable to understand how,
within thirteen days after prorogation, the Govern-
nment could have called upon the Governor GGeneral
to give that authority for twenty-four thousand odd
dollars, for something, which they must contend at
all events, was within the spirit of the Act: for
something unforeseen, something unprovided for,
something urgent. We go on through this whole
statement of Governor General’s warrants issued
from that time down to the present, and ‘re are
confronted with these extraordinary entries. We
find just prior to the general elections an< at the
close of the elections large expenses for public
werks.  For example, we tind here, on the 26th
March, 1891, ** Cape Breton Railway, Grand Nar-
rows, K05,000;7 we find on the 26th March, 1891,
* Cape Breton Railway construction, S100,000 ;*
17th April, ¢ ditto, 832,000 ;> 17th April, ¢“ Oxford
and New Glasgow Railway, $65,000 ;7 17th April,
¢ Intercolonial Railway construction, 1,000 ;7
17th April, 1891, ‘¢ St. Charles Branch, 53,000 ;"
“Y at Traro, 310,000;7 and *‘Rolling Stock,
$33,000.” How comes it that it was necessary,
fourteen days before the assembly of Parliament,
to obtain a Governor General’s warrant for the
purchase of 833,000 worth of rolling steck 2 Under
what part of the Revised Statutes does that come
in? Was it urgent ; was it unforeseen ; was it to
repair some public work or building? I should like
to know how the (Government ¢came to move His
Excellency to issue a warrant such as this. Then
the statement goes on : 17th April, ¢ Increased
accommodation,St. John, $4,600 ;" and soonthrough
the whole statement, which I will not take up the
time of the House to read, but upon which I will
say : that so far as I can judge, and so far as any
explanations that have been offered the committee
have gone, there has been no valid reason given for
the exercise of the power I complain of. I asked
the Minister of Finance, in regard to some of these
items, if he would lay upon the Table of the House
the reports of the Ministers upon which the Gov-
ernor (General was induced to put his hand to these
warrants. What was the answer? It was: The
Audit Act provides-for it : and that I'may not mis-
interpret what the Act provides, I will.briefly quote
the words of the Act itself. The Audit Act itself
says : Thereshall be noexpenditure of public money.
except there be authority of Parliament, except
under certain circumstances ; and what are these
circumstances ? In sub-section (b), section 32, the
special eircumstances that warrant such procedure
as this are set forth as follows :—

“If when Parliament is not in session any accident
happens to any public work or building which requires

an immediate outlay for the repair thereof, or any other
occasion ariges when any expenditure not foreseen or pro-

vided for by Parliament is urgently and immediately
required for the public good ”’
Why urgently? The point of that is, that the
urgency nust be of such character as will not
admit of the Government waiting until the repre-
sentatives of the people can be consulted on the
proposed expenditure. That must be the degree of
urgency. The section goes on to say :

‘“Then upon the repest of the Minister of Finance and

Receiver General that there is no parliamentary provi-
sion, and of the Minister having charge of the service in
question that the necessity is urgent, the Governor Gen-
cral may order a special warrant to be prepared to bhe
signed by the Governor General, &e.”’
These are the conditions. Now, under these con-
ditions, before the warrant could issue it was the
duty of the Minister whose service was in question
to have laid a report before the Governor General
in Council within the spirit of that Act. Isit
within the spirit of that Act for the Minister hav-
ing charge of the service in question to simply say
to the Governor in Council : The public service re-
yuiresso much money because thereis someurgency,
without setting forth the urgency, the neced of
it, the cirecnmstances anl facts, in order to enable
both the Government and His Excellency to draw
conclusions ; and further than that, as another
safeguard, Parliament required the Minister of
Finance to add his report to that of the Minis-
ter in question to the effect that there was no ap-
propriation. These reports, in order to give
an intelligent idea of what is required, should, in
my judgment, not be merely an echo of the statute,
not copy merely the words of the statute, hut
should state the circumstances and the facts that
warranted the Minister in question drawing the
conclusion or inference which the Act requires to
be drawn in order to the exercise of this preroga-
tive. Well, when we came the other night to one
of these items and asked that the reports on which
certain expenditure had been made should be laid
before the Committee of Supply, what were we
told? That I may not be charged with making any
mistake, I will quote, for the information of the
House, the discussion that took place:

“Mr. MULOCK. Why should not the reports of Minis-
ters on which Governor General’s warrants are issued he

1aid on the Table? We'have simply a statement, but not
a report.

*“Mr. FOSTER. I do not think the hon.gentleman
would obtain much more information if that were done.

“Mr. MULOCK. Then what is the use of the reports
to the Governor General ?

“Mr. FOSTER, The report, if the hon. gentleman got
it, would inform him that so much money was required,
and there_was no appropriation out of which it could he
taken, and it was so_declared on the report of the Minis-
ter of Finance, and -therefore a Governor General’s war-
rant do issue.”

The report contains, as a rule, no statement
whatever of the circumstances which moved the
Minister in. question to ask for this special grant.
Thé Minister went on to say that in some cases
there might be a more detailed statement, and
then added that he himself had been impressed
with the fact that there had been more or less laxity
in the matter of thése grants, and that lhe was

struggling with the difficulty and intended adopt-

ing some means to meéet it. 1 want to strengthen
his hands in his endeavour to remedy this abuse. If
it is possible for abuses of this kind to take place it
istime that the people’srepresentatives endeavoured
to provide extra safeguards against their recurrence.
We have placed the'%llrea'sury under-the care of the
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Finance Minister, and we have the Minister in
charge of the service for which the warrant is re-
quired, and these two gentlemen are supposed to
present to His Excellency the reports which will
warrant His Excellency, if he is to take any
responsibility at all, in determining whether he
shall or shall not issue his warrant. At present
what do we find” We find His Excellency, so far
as appears here, signing recommendations from the
Government practically in blank. It wounld be
as reasonable, it secems to me, for His Excellency

_to give an unlimited power of attorney in this
matter at once to the Government as to go on
signing recommendations which, judging by what
has taken place, are without justitication. To the
extent of over half a miilion dollars at least the
advice of the Government to His Excellency was
without justification. That is not a state of affairs
which should exist. and I propose, since the Min-
ister of Finance and the individual Minister who
has to do with this have disregarded the spirit of
the law, to put some extra guards on the public
treasury. It is somewhat late in the session to do
that, but the occasion for the reform only becamne
known to us on the 3rd of July, for it was on that
day that the hon. Finance Minister made known to
the House for the first time that these reports were
practically valueless ; and a few days afterwards,
as soon as I could, I gave notice of this Bill which
I have now the honour to introduce. I would ask
the Government, if they do not approve of the
measure, if the precautions I have suggested donot
commend themselves, to prepare a Bill themselves
—-and T will be glad to defer to their judgment if
they can improve on my measure—and let it
become law before the close of the session. It is
our duty to take every possible means to guard the
treasury. e would not be doing our duty now if
we allowed the laxity which the hon. Minister of
Finance has permitted to creep into the Administra-
tion to continue until another session.

Mr. FOSTER. 1T think the call of several hon.
members was that the hon. gentleman should
explain his Bill. I do not think he has done any-
thing of the kind, but he has gone into a long
arguament to show that certain abuses have existed
which he feels called upon to reform.  He has not,
however, given the House any inkling of the pro-
visions of his Bill, and that is the explanation
we reguire just now.

Mr. MULOCK. 1 propose that, in addition to
the precautions existing at present, that the report
of the Minister having charge of the service for
which the special warrant 1s required shall set
forth.all the facts and circumnstances which warrant
him in asking for a special grant, and that his
report shall be referred to the Finance Minister,
who will endorse the recommendation, and that
these two reports shall be laid before the Minister
of Justice, who will report thereon as to whether
a case has been made out, within the spirit as well

as the lettér of the Act, by these reports, and’

whether the grant should be given. Then, and not
until then, shall the Governor in Council be at
liberty to issue the special warrant.

Mr. FOSTER. I will not entér into a discussion
as to the necessity for this resolution, or into a reply
to the allegations of the hon. gentleman, until the
Bill comes before the House on its second reading.
The hon. gentleman has given the outlines of his

Mr. MvLOCK.

Bill, and those the House can consider in the mean-
time.

Motion agreed te, and Bill read the first time.

FRAUDULENT MARKING.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 140) in restraint of fraudulent marking.
He said : This measure deals only with the article
of white lead, but it takes power to deal with other
articles by Order in Council; but any Order in
Council dealing with other articles besides white
lead, after this session, will have to be confirmed
at the next session of Parliament, or else the Order
in Council will fall through and the articles so dealt
with will no longer be subject to the Act. This
Bill establishes a certain standard at which white
lead is to be sold as pure, and provides a penalty in
cases where white lead is marked pure and the
standard not up to that required.

Mr. LAURIER. Has this Bill been suggested
by the Boards of Trade?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THE COPYRIGHT ACT.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved for leave to
introduce Bill (No. 141) to amend the Copyright
Act.  He zaid : This is merely to amend section 19
of the original Act, which provides as to the rights
of parties in the Exchequer Court intervening at
the relation of any person interested, and I propose
to substitute therefor ‘‘at the suit of any person.”

Mr. EDGAR. I hope the hon. Minister of Jus-
tice will not require the assent of the Imperial
Government, because if he does we shall never have
it, I suppose.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THE PATENT ACT.
Sir JOHN THOMPSOXN moved for leave to in-

. troduce Bill (No. 142) to amend the Patent Act.

He said : This is for the purpose of making the
same provision regarding patents which the other
Bill makes regarding copyrights.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

INTERNAL ECONOMY COMMISSION
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN presented a Message
from His Excellency the Governor General.
Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as follows :—

STANLEY OF PRESTON.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Com-
mons, an approved Minute. of Council, appointing the

Honourable Sir Hector Langevin, K.C.M.G., Minister of

Public Works, the. Honourable Mackenziec Bowell, Minis-
ter of Customs, the Honourable John Costigan, Minister
of Inland:-Revenue, and. the Honourable George Eulas
Foster, Minister of Finance, to act with.the:Speaker of
the House of Commons, as Commissioners for the purpoges
and under the provisions of the 13th- Chapter of the Re-
vized Statutes of Canada, intituled: ** An Act respecting
the House of Commons.”

GovERNMENT HoOUSE,
Ojn.wu , 7th _‘J uly, 1891.

GREAT NORTH-WEST CENTRAL.RAIL--\_VAY.

Mr. DALY asked, 1. Has the Chief Engincer
of Government Railways duly certified to the com-
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pletion and equipment of the first fifty miles of the
Great North-West Central Railway ? 2. If so, can
the acting Minister of Railways say why the said
fifty miles of railway have not been operated ? 3.
When will the company operate the said fifty
miles ?

Mr. BOWELL. To the first part of the (ues-
tion the answer is, yes. In answer to an enquiry
made a little while ago, Mr. Codd, the president of
the company, stated that the railway had not been
operated owing to the contractor having failed to
deliver up to the company the fifty miles com-
pleted, in accordance with the agreement between
the company and the contractor. Mr. Codd states
that the company will operate the road as soon as
it is delivered up by the contractor complete, ac-
cording to the contract with the company.

QUEBEC AND LAKE ST. JOHN RAILWAY.

Mr. AMYOT (for Mr. FrEmoxT) asked, Is it the
intention of the Government to grant a subsidy to
the Qucbec and Lake St. John Railway for the
twenty miles of the Eastern or Chicoutimi exten-
sion of the railway to complete the seventy miles
of distance between Chambord Junction and St.
Alphonse, and also for the expensive bridging on
the above Chicoutimi Extension Railway *

Mr. BOWELL. The question of railway sub-
sidies has not yet been considered by the Govern-
ment.

SICK AND DISTRESSED MARINERS.

Mv. AMYOT (for Mr. FrREMoNT) asked, Is it the
intention of the Government to abolish the duty
on vessels for the relief of sick and distressed
mariners ?

Mr. TUPPER. This subject has not been con-
- sidered by the Government, but enquiries are now
being made by the Department of Marine as to
whether ship-owners would prefer to take care of
their own sick mariners and pay no sick mariners’
tax, thus avoiding the payment of corresponding
tonnage dues in the United States.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY—RELIEF FOR
INJURIES.

Mr. AMYOT (for Mr. FrEmoxT) asked, What
was the amount paid by the Government for relief
afforded to the passengers on the Intercolonial
Railway, at the time of the disaster at St. Joseph
de Lévis? Has the Government paid the cost of
medical attendance on, and the board of the
wounded while they were suffering? Why have
not tke doctor’'s bill and the charges for board
against Eugiéne Robitaille, of the parish of Ancienne
Lorette, one of the vietims of the said accident,
been settled ?

Mr. BOWELL. The amount paid to doctors
and others was $2,560.02. No.services were paid
for except in cases in which the claimants were
called upon by the railway officials to take charge
of the patients. The Government cannot recognize
any liability for injuries caused by this accident.

FISHERY OVERSEER LAVALLEE.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. BEAUSOLEIL) asked, 1st.
Whether the Government has been informed of the
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ditliculties which have been raised for the first
time by the fishery overseer for the County of
Richelieu, Mr. N. Lavallée, who denies to licensed
fishermen from the other counties surrounding
Lake St. Peter, the right of fishing in the waters
of the County of Richelieu? 2nd. Whether the
Government gave authority to Mr. Lavallée, fish-
ery overseer for the district of Richelicu, to issue
to the licensed fisghermen of the adjoining counties
the following notice : —

“ NOTICE.
““You are strictly prohibited from fishing within the
County of Richelieu.
* By order of the Overseer.
¢ Under pain of fine, as I cannot grant you licenses.
(Sed.)  ““N.LAVALLEE,

*“ Fishery Orerseer.”
3rd. \Whether the Government are aware that the
said Lavallée has refused, and still refuses to grant
fishing licenses in the waters of the County of
Richelieu to fishermen holding licenses, or other-
wise, to fish in the waters of the adjoining counties,
and has refused to take the price of such licenses ?
4th. If so, what steps do the Government purpose
taking in order to put a stop to the abuse of power
committed by the said Lavallée since his appoint-
inent as fishery overseer for the County of Riche-

ien?

Mr. TUPPER. The Fisheries Department was
a few days ago informed of the difficulties which
had arisen in Overseer Lavallée’s district regarding
the issue of fishery licenses on Lake St. Peter. The
departmentdidnot give authority to Mr. Lavallée to
issue the notice mentioned. The department is not
aware that Overseer Lavallée has refused, and still
refuses, to grant licenses to tish in the waters of
the County of Richelien to tishermen holding li-
censes, or otherwise, to fish in the waters of the
adjoining counties, and to take the fees for such
licenses. Mr. Lavallée hasheen called upon for an
explanation of his action, and upon receipt of his re-
port such steps willbe taken as aredeemed necessary.

MILITIA AT WELLINGTON, B.C.

Mr. GORDON asked, 1st. Whether the pay of
the active militia called out by Lieutenant Colonel
Holmes, ostensibly in aid of the civil power at Wel-
lington, on the 5th of August last, was guaranteed
before the troops left Victoria? If so. by whom?
And by witom paid? Have the expenses of said
military expedition been collected from a munici-
pality ; and if so, from which municipality? If
there are no details of those payments in the
department, as indicated by the return brought
down to this House, will the Minister of Militia
obtain an answer to the following questions by
telegraph ¥ 2nd. Did any person or persons become
responsible for, and gnarantee the payment of the
active militia under the command of Colonel
Holmes, that were ordered to Wellington on the
Hth of August last? -Did such guarantee, if any,
include cost of transportation, the rent of cars used
as quarters for the force while at Wellington, the
board and lodging of officers, and board of the men
at the Wellington hotel? And the blankets and
other camp equipments required by the troops
while there? If so, by whom was such guarantee
given? Giving the name of the person or persons
in each case. 3rd. What amount was paid to the
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Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Company for
trausportation and use of their cars for quarters for
the troops while at Washington? 4th. What
amount was paid for the board and lodging of the
officers and for board of the men under the com-
mand of Colonel Holmes, at the Wellington hotel 2
Sth. What amount was paid for active service of
officers and men *  What amount in lieu of subsist-
ence” 6th. What amount was paid for blankets
aud other camp equipage while so stationed *  7th.
Whether any sum or sums were paid to either
ofticers or men in excess of the regulation rates for
active service? If so, what amount? And to
whom paid? And any other information in his
possession pertinent to this enquiry.

Sir ADOLPHE CAROXN. In reply to the first
question, 1 may say that the pay was guaranteed
by R. Dunsmuir & Sons before the troops left
Victoria. I cannot say who paid them. I am not
aware that the expenses were collected by a muni-
cipality. In answer to the second question, I may
state that the guarantee given by R. Dunsmuir &
Sons included all reasonable expenses in connection
with the trip of the militia force to Wellington.
In reply to the third question, I may say that the
expenses not having been paid by the Government,
I cannot state what amount was paid.  No account
has been presented for board and lodging of officers,
and for board of the men at the Wellington hotel.
The amount paid for active service of the officers
and men of the British Columbia Brigade of Garri-
son Artillery and for cartage, &c., was SI1O3.08.
Nothing was paid for ¢ C ™ Battery detachment.
There was a small bill of $4 for the commanding
officer, and 75 cents for his master gunner for cab
hire, which was also paid. The receipts in each
case of the parties receiving the money were sent
to Messrs. Dunsmuir & Sons. In reference to the
sixth question, I do not know what amount was
paid for blankets or other camp equipage while they
were stationed there, as no account was submitted
for these items. T am not aware of any sums being
paid other than those I have mentioned. The claim
for pay was made out under the supervision of the
deputy adjutant general and was strictly in accord-
ance with the regulations.

Mr. LAURIER. Do I understand the hon.

gentleman to say that he does not know by whom
the money was paid.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The department never
knows except when the amount is paid by the
commanding ofticer.

Mr. LAURIER. Then in this case, it was not
patd by the commanding officer *

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. No, it was paid to the
commaading officer.

Mr. LAURIER. And the Minister cannot say
by whom it was paid ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I see it was paid by
the firm of Dunsmuir & Sons, and I cannot say
anything further. ‘

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). This is a very grave
question, and the correspondence ought to be laid
on the Table of the House.

Mr. SPEAKER. I must rule that it is out of
order to discuss a question.
Mr. Gorpox.

OVERSEER LAVALLEE.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. BeatsoLEIL) asked, On what
date, under what circumstances, and on whose
recommendation was Mr. Lavallée appointed fishery
otticer for the County of Richelieu.

Mr. TUPPER. XNarcisse Lavallée was, on the
4th November, 180, appeinted fishery overseer for
that portion of the waters of the River St. Law-
rence fronting on the County of Richelieu, including
the islands therein, on the recommendation of the
late J. A. Massue, ex-M.P.

LAKE ST. PETER—DIVISION OF FISHERY
DISTRICTS.

AMr. TROW (for Mr. BEauvsoLEIL) asked, Has the

; Government considered the inconvenience resulting

from the division of the waters of Lake St. Peter
into six fishery districts,—thereby creating six
concurrent jurisdictions over the same waters, with
the clashings which necessarily avise* Is it in-
tended to make one district of Lake St. Peter. and
to grant fishing licenses valid in all parts of the
said lake for the price of a license in one district ?

Mr. TUPPER. TheGovernment has considered
the system of licenses for this district, and believes
that no inconvenience has resulted from the divisiou
of the waters of Lake St. Peter, and that no clash-
ing will arise if licensees keep within the limits
prescribed in their licenses. 1t is not intended to
make one district of Lake St. Peter nor to grant
fishing licenses valid inall parts of the said lake
for the fee of a single license.

MONUMENT TO SIR JOHN MACDONALD.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness) (for Mr. TaviLok)
asked. Is it the intention of the Government to have
a monument of the late Right Hon. Sir John A.
Macdonald, P.C., t:.C.B.. &c., erected on the Par-
Hament grounds at Ottawa? If so, when, and
where will the same be located ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. TItis the intention
of the Government to ask Parliament to vote a sum
of money for that purpose.

ILLEGAL SEIZURE OF LIQUOR.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. CHOQUETTE) asked., Whether
the Government ordered an enquiry respecting an
illegal seizure of liquor effected on the premises of
F. X. Lamonde, hotel-keeper, Montmagny, a few
weeks ago by Eugéne Hammond, preventive ofticer
for the said town; and if so, what was the result
of such enquiry*

Mr. BOWELL. The Government did order an
investigation under date of the 18th June, and the
inspectors reported that a seizure had Leen made on
insutlicient grounds, and reconimended that the
amount should he refunded to Mr. Lalonde,
amounting to the sum of 815, That amount was.
refunded to him. and the officer who made the
seizure was ordered to pay the amount out of his
own pocket.

ATLANTIC CATTLE TRADE.

Mr. SPROULE asked, When will the regula-
tionls be issued concerning the Atlantic cattle
trade ?
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Mr. TUPPER. The regulations which have
been made, in addition to those which are now in
force, will be issued after the Bill now before Par-
liament becomes law.

RELIEF OF DISTRESSED CANADIANS
ABROAD.

Mr. INNES asked, What reasons had the Gov-
ernment for refusing to refund expenses incurred
for the relief of distressed Canadians abroad. as
indicated in a circular issued by the Imperial
Government ,to Her Majesty's Consuls abroad as
follows :—

* ForrI1GY OFFICE, 3lst May, 1890,

 Sir,—With reference to previous eirculars relative to
the relief of distressed British subjects, I am dizected by
the Marquis of Salisbury to state that, in view of the
refusal of the Governmeuts of Barbadoes and the Domi-
nion of Canada to refund expenses incurred for the relief
ot distressed Barbadians and Canadians, vou should
hereatter refraiu, under all circumstances, from affording
them any relief on behalt of Her Majesty’s Government,
as the Treasury have intimated that claims tor the repay-
ment of sumns advanced for the relief or repatriation of
British Barbadian or Canadian subjects eannot in future
be entertained. -

. *Tam.Sir,
** Your most obedient humble servant,

(3gd.) = T. V. LISTER.

* er Majesty's Consuls.™

And what actuated the Government in revoking
their former instructions in this matter, as indicated
by a circular issued from the Foreign Office, Lon-
don, dated 1% April, 1891, in which it was stated
that the Government of Canada would assume the
responsibility of atfording relief to distressed Cana-
dians in all foreign countries except the United
States of North America ?

Mr. TUPPER. In 1882, it was considered that
there were difticulties in the way of assuming the
responsibility for the relief of distressed Canadians
abroad, for this, among other reasons : That there
was no fund out of which such money could be paid,
and it would not be expedient to ask Parliament
to vote money for such purposes : that the popula-
tion of Canada is largely composed of persons not
born within the Dominion, and-immigrants are con-
stantly arriving from all parts of the world ; that
it would he impracticable to provide only for the
relief of distressed Canadians abroad, who have
beeu born in Canada, as no particular means could
be provided for proof of birth, and to asswme the
burden of relieving every person in distress, abroad,
who might claim Canadaas his home-—no matter
what his nationality —would:be to assume indefinite
responsibility.  Subsequently, it was, however,
decided by the Government to assume the respon-
sibility of affording relief to distressed Canadians
in foreign countries, except in the United States,
the exception in this case being due to the con-
tiguity of that country, the long border line, and
the difticulty of adjusting and ascertaining the
merits of each particular case that might be pre-
sented. The Foreign Office circular, 1 may add, of
Ist April, 1891, has mnot been received in the
Departeent of Marine.

Mr. INNES. It has been published ; I have a
copy of it.
MANAGEMENT OF GRAVING DOCK, LEVIS.

Mr. DELISLE asked, (a.) Is"the Government
informed that the following facts are consigned in
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the minutes of the Quebee Harbour Commissioners
at the date of the 24th Octaber, 1800, viz. :

“ It was decided to eall in the engineer-in-chief and his
assistant, who were in attendance, and ask them some
questions relative to the raving dock management.  Mr.
teorge Buswell was thereupon introdueed aud asked by
the chairman if he had heard any complaints against
Captain J. E. Bernier, the Commissioners’ dock master,
and apswered,  No.”  Mr. H, Latoree Langevin was then
called iu. and the following gnestions were, by the direc-
tion of the board, put to him by the acting seerctary-treas-
urer : 1st, * Yoeu have been iu the employ of the Harbour
Commission all summer: during that rime did you make
repurts against any other employé of the Commissioun
direct to Ottawa?’ Answer, * Yes: against Captain JLE,
Bernier, the gravingdock master.” 2nd. * What right had
vou to miake any report exeept through this Commission
ar through Mr. Boswell. your chief engineer?”  Answer,
* That having been altowed by Mr. Boswell tosuperintend
work at the graving dock. that he considered he had
right to make this report to his chief, Mr_ L. Coste of the
Department of Public Works, Ottawa.”  3rd. * Did you re-
ceive a salary from the Public Works Department. as
well as from the Harbour Commission?®  Answer.* No:
not as a salary, but [ received pay for services rendered.’
() What was the nature of the services rendered
by the saild Laforce Langevin? () What is the
amount of money received by the said Laforee Lange-
vin from the Department of Public Works since
January, 1888, up to date. and for what services
was the amount paid ¥ (/) What was the nature
of the report made to the Public Works Depurt-
ment against the said J. E. Bernier, the graving

S . - =
dock master, by the said Laforce Langevin?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.  (a.) The Govern.-
ment is not informed that the above was consigned
on the minutes of the Quebwee Harbour Commis-
sioners.  (h.) By Act of Parliament. chapter 6, 51
Vic.. assented to on the 22nd of May, 1888, the
management of the Levis Graving Dock was vested
withthe Department of Public Works, which under-
took certain works of construction and repairs,
such as the roofing of the engine house, the build.-
ing of a fence around the dock property, the erection
of a coual shed, &e., under the direct control of its
chief engineer and officers, during the fiscal years
1889-90 and 1890-91. The question of placing some-
one in charge was left to the acting chief engineer
of the department, Mr. Louis Coste, who found
that Mr. J. E. Bernier, the late dock-master of the
Quebec Harbour Commissioners, was not ualified
to take charge of the engineering work, and who
therefore requested Mr. H. Laforce Langevin,
who had previously been employed on this work
as assistant engineer, to act as superintendent of
the work for the short period required. Mr. H.
Laforce Langevin having obtained permission from
his chief, Mr. St. George Boswell, assumed the work
of superintendent on the Ist June, 1390, and per-
formed his functionstothe satisfaction of the depart-
ment until the 13th October, 1890, when Mr. U,
Valiquet, C.E., was placed-in charge of the graving
dock after the resignation of Captain J. E. Bernier
had been accepted by the department. (c.) The
amount of money received by Mr. Laforce Lange-
vin from the Department of Public Works since
January, 1888, up to date, has been $618, as fol-
lows: 2340 for services as superintendent of the
work, %78 for travelling expenses in connection
therewith. («.) On the 10th of October, Mr. Laforce
Langevin verbally informed Mr. Louis Coste, of
the Public Works Department, then in Quebec on
a tour of inspection, that he had been told that
Captain J. E. Bernier's management of the affairs
of the graving dock would not bear investigation ;
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and Mr. Coste having reported to the department,
was subsequently authorized to make an investiga-
tion into the management of the dock, which inves-
tigation resulted in Captain Bernier vesigning his
position as dock master.

CLERK OF WORKS, WALKERTONXN,

Mr. TRUAX asked, Did John Talten, clerk of
works at Walkerton Public Buildings, vesign his
position prior to or during the election contest in
February or March last 2 If so, what was the date
of his resignation, and when was he reappointed,
and did he continne to draw his salary after he
resignied and up to the time of his reappointment,
and is he still in the employ of the Government as
clerk of works at the Walkerton Public Buildings ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The name of that
man is J. 3. Talton. He did not resign his posi-
tion, and continued his work. He is still in the
employ of the Government as clerk of works.

CASCUMPEQUE HABBOUR.

Mr. PERRY asked, What amount of money has
been expended in blasting rock and improving Cas-
cumpeque Harbour, P. E. 1., up to 3uth of June,
18012

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. 816,%6.81.

WELDFORD POST OFFICE, N.B.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. GinLyor) asked, Have
any complaints been made to the Postmaster
General about the post ottice business at Weldford
Post Office, in Kent County, N.B., being conducted
in a room at the rear of a store kept by the post-
master’s wife ? Has the department been informed
of the postmaster’s failure in his mercantile trans-
actions and of the nature of that failure ?

Mr. HAGGART. Mrs. Sarah J. Livingstonmadea
comphuint to the above effect on the 20th of May last,
alleging that the postmaster derived & business ad-
vantage from the necessity that people were under
of passing through his store to get at the post otlice.
An answer was given under date the 3vd June, to
the effect that the case did not seem to call for the
interference of the department, as it was not un-
common for post otlices to be kept instores. The
department received intimation from the same
source that the postmaster had made anassignment
for the benefit of his creditors.

CARRIAGE OF MAILS FROM CAMILLA
TO WHITTINGTON.

Mr. ARMSTRONG (for Mr. McMULLEN) asked,
Who has the contract at present for carrying the
mails beween Camilla Post Oftice and Whitting-
ton Post Ottice, County of Dufferin, Ontario, and
the price paid ¢ How many tenders were put in,
and who was.the lowest 2 \When was the contract
let ¢ What was the price paid to the previous
contractor ? Did it expire or was it cancelled, and
when ¢ ‘Was the new contract advertised, and
where and how long * <

Mr. HAGGART. Contractor, Joseph Howard,
‘senior ; ‘présent rate, 895 per annum ; number of
tenders, one; the lowest, Joseph Howard, senior;
contract let, in February, 1891'; price under former

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. :

contract, 875, This service was performed under
a memorandum of agreement terminable at the
Postmaster General’s pleasure, which was not
exercisedd until the 31st of March, 1891, ‘The new
contract was advertised between the 10th Decem-
ber, 1800, and the 23vd of January, 1891, by pla-
cards posted up in Camilla and Whittington post
otfices, and by notices in the local newspapers.

3 FISHERY LICEXN®

Mr. FAUVET asked, lIst. What is the amount
of fee levied on each salmon net fishery licen:e in
the County of Bonaventure for 183902 2nd. Whatis
the amount of fee levied on each salmon net tishery
license for the County of Restigouche in 1890 % 3rd.
Is it the intention of the Giovernment to levy a
uniform fee on each salmon net fishery license in
the Counties of Bonaventure and Restigouche for
the year 1891?

Mr. TUPPER. On the salmon net licenses in
the County of Bonaventure a fee of 40 cents per
barvel of tish caught was levied in some districts,
and in others 3 cents per fathom on nets.  In Res-
tivouche County the fee levied on cach salmon net
was 3 cents per fathem.  The Government has in-
structed its otficers to levy a aniform rate or fee
(3 cents per fathom) on each salmon net fishery
license in the Counties of Bonaventure and Resti-
souche in 1891, The reason of the difference in
%mm\‘entm‘c and in Restigouche, and in that of the
districts in Bonaventure itself, was due to the tact
that instructions changing the old rate from 40
cents per barrel did not veach the otficers of certain
districts until the licenses under the old system
had been granted to the fishermen and the fee
exacted.

PUBLIC DEBT OF CANADA—-SINKING
FUND.

Mr. MULOCK asked, 1. Who are the trustees
of the Sinking Fund with respect te the Public
Debt of Canada? 2. What is the amount of such
Sinking Fund ? 3. What amount of such Sinking
Fund cousists of Canada Dominion Stock? 4.
What amount consists of debentures? 3 What
amount consists of any other securities or assets ?
6. What part of said Sinking Fund is .payable to
beaver ¥ 7. If any Dominion Government deben-
tures have been purchased or redeemed to form
part of such Sinking Fund, in whose custody are
such debentures ? 8. \What is the amount of the
interest on said Sinking Fund? 9. Is such inter-
est paid to the trustees? If so, what application
do the trustees make of the interest so paid then ¢
10. What commission, if any, is paid by the Gov-
ernment on interest on the Sinking Fund ?

Mr. FOSTER. I wishto state in the first place,
that the Sinking Fund is divided into two parts:
one is held for the guaranteed, and the other for
the unguaranteed. 1. Guaranteed loans: The
Permanent Under Secretary of State for the
Colonies, the Permanent Secretary of the Treasuvy,
the High Commissioner of Canada for England (by
appointiient of the Dominion Government), Lord
Revelstoke. Unguaranteed loans: The hon. the
Receiver General of Canada, Messrs, Baring Bros.
& Co., Messrs. Glynn, Mills, Currie, & Co.
British Columbia Loan : Sir Robert (ieorge W ynd-
ham Herbert, K.C.B., Sir Montague Frederick

)

Alaj
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Ommanney, K.C.M.G., Ernest Edward Blake,
Esq. 20 2:25,050,225.82 on 30th of June, 1891,
3. S19,613,706.15. 4. 86,250,3006.66. 5. I83,938.351.
6. 26,250.506.66. 7. In the custady of the Bank
of England in trust for the trustees, 8. S082,461.45.
9. Yes. Invested insecurities for Sinking Funds.
10. As the Canadian secuvities form part of the
principal of the loan, one-half of 1 per cent. com-
mission is paid on the amount invested in Sinking

Fund.
POSTMASTER AT ALLISONVILLE.

My, EDGAR asked, 1. Have any charges been
nde against Benjamin C. Ainsworth, postmaster
at Allisonville, Prince Edward County, Ontavio,
which have been iuvestigated since the last
Dominion election ¥ Is the result of such investiga-
tion to support the charges, or otherwise? 2. Has
any order been given by the Government for the
removal of the Allisonville post office from the
postmaster’s house to one Jumes Boyd's shop?  If
$0, when was such order given?

Mr. HAGGART. Charges have "been made
against B, €. Aiusworth, postmaster at Allison-
ville, County of Prince Edward, since the date of
the last Dominion election.  An investigation has
been held, and the charges have not been substan-
tiated.  No order has been given for the removal of
the Allison post oftice to the shop of one James

Royd.
CORNWALLIS VALLEY RAILWAY CO.

Mr. FORBES asked, Has the Cornwallis Valley
Railway Company applicd to the Dominion Gov-
ernment for a subsudy to assist in oxtending its
line westward from Centreville, on the line of the
sald railway, to a point at or near Midiileton, on
the Nova Scotin Central Railway, being for a dis-
tance of about 30 miles?

Mr. BOWELL.  Yes.
POST OFFICE AT YAMASKA EAST.

Mr. MIGNAULT asked, At whoese instance and
for what reasons have the Government closed the
post oftice of Yamaska Ease ?

Mr. HAGGART. The post office of Yamaska
East was closed owing to the postinaster’s resigna-
tion and sudden departure from the place 3 and as,
during the time it was in operation, a good deal of
confusion in the distribution of correspondence had

arisen from the close proximity of this othice to the

Yamuska post oftice, 1t was not thought advisable
to reopen it.

IMPERIAL FEDERATION.

Mr. AMYOT asked, Whether the High Com-
missioner for Canada, at London, is authorized by
the Government to promote Imperial federvation,
and to afford to that scheme his active, public,
officious and official concurrence ; or is he acting
solely on his own vesponsibility ?  Arve the Govern-
ment of Canada in favour of the estublishment of
Impervial  federation? Have the Government a
tixed policy as to the establishment of an Imperial
federation ;' are they hostile, favourable or in-
different thereto ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In answer to the
hon. gentleman I may say. to the tivst question,
that the High Commissioner had no anthority from
the Government,  The Govermment have not con-
sidered the subjects mentioned in the remaining
questions, '

NAPANEE PUBLIC BUILDINGN,

Mre. TROW (for Mr. Aruisoxn) asked, Was the
tower of the Napanee public buildings built accond-
ing to the plan, that is, is the height the same as
required by the plans? If not, what chunge was
made ¥ If lower than the contract requived, how
much lower, and was any deduction minde in the
contract price on account of any such change ¥
From whom was the clock in such tower purchased ?
What was the amount paid for sume?  Were ten-
ders asked for, for the clock ¥ Who tendered, and
the amount of each tender?

Sivr HECTOR LANGEVIN. 1. No:itishigher.
2. 'The roof of the tower, which is of wood covered
with galvanized iron, is 18 inches high, and the
additional amount allowed in final estinate is 833,
3. Messrs. F. W, Smith Bros, of Napanee, 4
Clock complete, $1,830; fitting up same, R123;
total, 1,073, 5. Messrs, F. W, Smith Bros,,
Napanee, were invited to furnish specitications and
tenders, it being conditional that the clock be of
Canadian manufacture, that it have four illaminated
dials, &e. The Jdepartment has previously supplied
and fitted up a number of tower clocks at Cornwall,
Sovel, Woadstock, N.R., and was thoroughly con-
versant with the values of works requirved, and as
the tender of Smith Bros. was reasonuble, it was
vecommended for acceptance. 6. Messrs, W,
Swith Bros.

QUEBEC COLONTZATION LOTTERY.

Mr; FORBES asked, Has the following publica-
tion, which has appeared in many newspapery,
come to the notice of the Government, or any
member theveof ?

“YVERY PERTINENT QuesTiONs.”
. A correspondent of L’Echo des Deux Montagnes, Writ-
ing on the subject of the *National lottery under the
patronnge of the Rev. Curé Labelle,” asks a number of
interesting questions, among uthers being the tollowing:
‘How uch money has that lottery given to the-Dio-
cesan_Colonization Sovieties??  Has Mr. A AL Audet.
who sigus the advertisement of a drawing, really got an
ofice at 10 8t. James® Street, Montreal?’ *Is ho not,
rather ex-Colonel Audet, residing in Ottaws and custo-
dian of the Fedoral Archives, with a salary of 32,000 or
thereabouts?” *Is the Hou. J. A. Chapleau head of
the department in which the said Mr. Audet is, and is it
to hiz knowledge and with his consent that the said Mr.
Audet takes part in the said lottery?” * What does that
lottery do with the tunds which are not employed for
colonization, and to whom does it pay them?”?

Is the person named therein as Mr. AL AL Aundet
an employd of this Government ? 1f so, what steps
do the Governnment intend to take in the matter ¥

Sivr JOHN THOMPSON. The answor I have
vom the department is: That the publication
veferred to has not come to the notice of the
Government otherwise than its having been brought
to it Ly the han. gentleman’s question : and that
Mr. A, A. Audet, the person referred to, is not
Lieutenant. Colonel Audet, the Keeper of the
Records, nor is he an employé of the Federal
Fovernmnent.
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NAVIGATION OF THE GRAND RIVER. |

fin ejectmient by the Goverument.

Mr. MONTAGUE moved for : ;

Copies of report= of engineers as to improvement in
the navigation of the Grand River.
He said : Mr. Speaker, I muke this motion for the !
purpose of calling the attention of the Government ’
here, as I have done privately, to the mauner in
which the navigation of the Grand River above the
dam at Dunnville is interfered with by the dam.
I need scarcely say, Sir, that the Grand River is
one of the mostimportantrivers of the province, and
at one time bore the greater portion of the carrying
trade of the district through which it passes.  Nor
need I say. Sir, that it for years performed a most
important part in connection with that great public
work. the Welland Canal, its waters being utilized
for the purpose of supplying the canal with water.
to which end & dam had to be constructed, and
whichdamdestroyed thecontinnousnavigationof the
river. When the work was taken overbythe Govern-
meut from the private company under whose
auspices it was begun, one of the first improv-
ments made was the digging of a channel from the
feeder to the river mouth, by which means the |
difficulty of the dam at Dunnville was gotten over, |
At first, Sir, the feeder and the link I have re-
ferred to, atforded cight feet of water. which was!|
quite suthicient for the class of hoats engaged in the |
trade. But by the washing of the banks and other
accumulations the water is reduced now to a depth
in many  plawes of four or five feet. Hence
boitts cannot be profitably chartered for the large
grain and plaster trade of the upper river, because
they cannot load to anything like their full capa-
city. The dredging of the canal feeder would, 1
understand, cost. something like SS00.00.  The
construction of a lock in the dam would serve the
same purpose and would cost only 50,00, Nowme-
thing should be deme in this matter at once. Ire-
spectfully urge this question publicly. as T have
privately, upon the attention of the acting head
of the department.

Motion agreed to.

JOSEPH DESMARTEAU'S CLAIM.

Mr. LAURIER maoved for :

Copies of the petition of right presented to the Minister
of Justice for his fier by Joseph Desmarteau for improve- |
ments alleged to have been made by him on a piece of
land forming part of the propérty heretofore known as
Logan’s Farm.and being a portion of the lot number |
eleven hundred and thirty-six (1136) of the official plan |
and hook of reference of 3t. Mary’s Ward, in the city of |
Montreal, measuring one hundred and fitty-six feet in |
width by a depth of four hundred and fifty-two (452) feet ;
on the south-west side,and four hundred and eighty-seven !
(487) feet on the north-east side, English measure, and |
more or less, and being hounded on-the north-cast side by !
the highway known as Papineau Road, on the south-west |
side by a portion of the said lot number eleven hundred |
and thirty-six (1136). on the south-east by the lot nnmber
eleven hundred (1100} of zaid plan and book of rcference,
and on the north-west by Sherbrooke Street. heing another |
portion of the said lot eleven hundred and thirty-six; of
the decision of the Minister of Justice; and of all corres-
pondence on the same,

He said: I understand that this man Joseph Des-
marteauhad bought this property which is deseribed
here, from & man named P. O. Bones, and that he

{

bad made upon it improvements which he valued i had not
at several thousands of dollars. It appears, how- 1
ever, that the land, instead of belonging to Bones, i

who had sold it to Desmarteau, belonged to the
Sir Joux THoMPpsON,

Government of Canada, and Desmartean was sued
! By his answer
to the action, he did not contest the action of the

PGovernment, he acknowledged it, hut he pleaded

that he had to that extent been deceived by the
vendor to whom he had paid, as he alleges in his
plea, S80.  Then he set upa plea which is admitted
by the laws of Lower Canada, setting forth that he
had improved the land by building, levelling the
ground, making sewer works, and some other im-
provements which he valued at a sum of $5,000 or
26,000, I have no conception at all of the value of
the works which he pretends to have made : perhaps
he asks more in order to obtain less. However,
this plea was set aside by the court on a demurrer
by the Crown : the Crown holding that such plea
could not be urged against it.  There is no doubt,
however, that it the suit had been between subject
aned subject, the plea would have heen a good one,
and the determination of the suit would have
resulted on the single question : Whether the pos-
sessor who had made the improvements had been,
or haid not bheen in good faith.  The law of Lower
Canwda enacts that under such circumstances. if
the improvements are made by the possessor in

i good faith, the owner could not be placed in pos-

session of his property unless he had previously
paid to the possessor the value of hisimprovements,
or, at all events, the increased value of the pro-
perty. As I have said, however, the Crown held
that this plea which might have been good hetween
subject and subject, could not be set up against
the Crown. I understand that Desmarteau has
asked the Minister of Justice for his fia/ of petition
of right, in order to claim the value of the improve-
ments which he has made upon the lands whicharve
now in possession of the Crown, and that this ret
has been ddenied by the Minister of Justice. 1
simply bring up the question in order to ask the
Minister of Justice if he would give the House the
reasons which induced him to refuse his fiet in this
instance. I have no opinion at this moment to
express, as to whether the gas should have been
allowed or not allowed, buv if the man has really
made improveinents on the property in good faith,
and if in consequence the value of the land has been
improved to a certain extent, then under such cir-
cumstances he would be entitled at least to com-
pensation to the amount which the property of the
Crown has been benefited by his action.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think the hon.
gentleman has been misinformed as to the facts of
this case, or else I have been. I would not hesitate
to recommend the granting of a ficd on a petition
of right, if the petitioner would have the right
of compensation if the case had been between
subject and subject. 1 understand this case, how-
ever, to stund in a totally different position. In
the first place, Desmarteau has not presented any
petition of right or requested any fiat to he given.
He has sent to the Governor in Council, a peti-
tion for the payment of #6.580, not as a right, but
as a matter of grace.  The facts, I am informed,
are these.  So far from Desmarteau having made
any improvements on the property, it has suffered
a great deal of detriment from his operations. I
understood, until the hon. gentleman
stated it just now that we avoided a judgment on
the merits of the case by a demurrer raising the
objection that the Crown is not liable for improve-
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ments. That may be so. But the facts are, as I
understand, that this is a piece of Ordnance
land in Montreal, known as Logan’s Farm, that
it was leased for a term of years to the city
of Montreal, that while it was so leased this
man Desmarteau squatted on a portion of it, and
turned it into a brickyard : and thar, so far from
making any improvements that would benetit the
property, he devastated it by making excavations
for the purpose of carrying on the brick business.
An action was taken against him in the Superior
Court of Montreal, and after a great deal of litiga-
tion, judgment was given compelling him to pay
2830, being 8200 for sand removed for brick-mak-
ing, 400 damages owing to his excavations, and
#5250 for rental at the rate of 330 a year for five
years, and giving the Crown possession of the pro-
perty. He appealed wgainst this judgment, and
the appeal was dismissed : and then he presented
the petition, which, as I have said, asks as a mat-
ter of grace that he should be paid this large sum.
As a matter of fact the Crown have never bheen
able to get from him the taxable costs in the suit.
Some bricks were seized, but they realized only
S183.

Mr. LAURIER. I know nothing of the facts,
but simply state them as they were given to me hy
Desmartean himself. However, the answer tle
hon. Minister gives, that he would not take advan-
tage of any pled which could Le raised hetween
subject amd subject, is quite satisfactory.

Motion agreed to.

THE STEAMER ADMIRAL.

Mr. EDGAR (for Mr. TARTE) movesd for:

Cupies of nny Order or Orders in Couneil, adopted be-
tween the vears 1983 and 1888, in relation to the steamer
Admiral and the service performed by the said stemner
between Dalthousie and Guasgpé or other points, in connec-
tion with the Intercolonial Railway.

Copies of the contraet or constracts between the owners
oOr owner or person in possession of the stenmer ;hlnuwl
and the Government, between the yeurs 1883 and 1888 ;
also copies of all deeds of transfer, &e., filed with the
Government, in respect of the said steamer : also'a state-
ment of all sums paid during the said period.of time tor
the service of the said steamer, with the names of the
persons to whom the said sums were paid, and the dates
of such payments.

He said : I would suggest that the Government
should, as soon as possible, bring these papers down,
hecause an enquiry is going on elsewhere in which
they are involved. :

Mr. BOWELL. There is but one contract in
connection with this service, thatis with Mr. Julien
Chabot, dated November, 1883, and no other.
There have been no deeds of transfer filed with the
Government. The accounts in favour of the Inter-
colonial Railway for coai supplied to the steamer,
repairs to steamer, and for back charges on freight
and passengers, exceed the amount of the subsidy.
The anount of the subsidy was, therefore, credited
against these accounts, and the balance was paid
over by Mr. Julien Chabot to the Intercolonial
Railway. Whatever papers there are in connection
with this matter will be brought down.

Motions agreed to.

LACHINE CANAL.
Mr. PREFONTAINE moved for:

1. Copies of the specifications prepared by the Govern-
ment and which formed the basis of the call for tenders

for the work of construeting a drain from Lachine to Cote
St. Paul, along the Lachine Canal: 2, Copies of all tenders
filed for the said work. and of the reports of officers of the
Department of Railways and Canals thereupon ; 3. Copies
of the report awarding the contract for the suid work, und
of the =aid contract.

Mr. BOWELL. The papers referred to will be
brought down, but no contract has yet been en-
tered into, owing to the town of Lachine not having
yet complied with the terms it agreed to with the
Government regarding the providing of the lands
for the construction of that drain.  As soon as the
Departinent of Justice has reported upon the title
for the land sent in by the corporation, a contract
will be entered into and the work proceeded with.
Meantime all papers will be brought down.

Motion agreed to.

DISMISSAL OF WILLIAM SAUNDERS AND
Mr. MUTTART.

Mr. PERRY moved for:

Copies of all correspondence and orders relative to
the dismissal of William Saundersand Mr.Muttart, section
foremen of the Prince Edward Island Railway, in Murch
or April last, '

He said : T may say, inconnection with this motion,
that these two gentlemen have heen section men on
the Prince Edward Island Railway since the inaung-
uration of that railway. As far as I know, these
men have not heen guilty of neglect of duty ; and
about two or three weeks after the elections in
March last they were dismissed, and for what
reason I am not aware. I do not know whether I
will be able to get that information now, but I would
like very much to get it. It appears that they
must have been discharged under the impression
that they had either canvassed or voted for the
Liberal candidates. Well, I do not know how the
Departinent of Railways has found that out. I be-
lieve the elections there are carried on under the
ballot system, and Tamnot aware, unlesscertaingen-
tlemen who were pretty busy on the duy of the elec-
tion were looking in through the windows or behind
screens, how it could have been found out on which
side these gentlemen voted.  Admitting that they
did vote for the Opposition candidate, is that a good
reason for their dismissal? Is that the way the
Railway Department is being managed ? No won-
der that the headship of that department has been
going abegging these last two or three months.  Is
there no gentleman on that side competent to take
control of that department ? There ought to be a
kead to it, and we ought to he able toget the infor-
mation we require. I do not admit that these gen-
tlemen voted for the Opposition candidate, and I
have no right to know how they voted. I saw
these gentlemen every day during my campaign,
and T am not aware that they attended one public
meeting, nor am I aware that they canvassed any
one for either party. Were they, then, dismissed
to gratify the defeated (Government candidates, in
order to punish someonne for their defeat? If a
proper investigation was held, and it was found that
these men had heen derelict in their duty, of course I
can have no objection to their dismissal.
If there is no other reason given but that they
voted for the Opposition canﬁidate, it is a wrong
principle. In Tignish, which is a mile from where
I live, a gentleman went to work on the railway.

‘He used ‘to be a Liberal, but, by certain promises

which the Conservatives madé to him, he promised
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to vete for the Tory candidate. Of course, it was
his privilege to vote for whom he chose, hut, when
he came back to work on the railway, he was told
that he had not voted for the Tory candidate, and
he was told to go to the other side of the street in
Tignish, to a Tory magistrate, and swear that he
did vote for the Tory candidate. Is that inde-
pendence? When a man issues a card to the
electors, how does he address it? “To the free
and independent electors.” Is that what is prac-
tised in connection with this Government railway ?
I find that the same thing was practised in West-
moreland, N.B. I find that a certain gentleman,
who voted for the two Opposition candidates in the
local election, who were friends of the present Gov-
ernment in the Dominion, was told, he being an
employé of the Intercolonial Railway, to go and
swear before a magistrate that he voted for the
Government candidate. How many more instances
are there of this kind of thing? That is, no doubt,
why Liberal constituencies are so difficult to carry,

when this sort of thing takes place throughout the

length and breadth of the land. Men are told
that if they vote for the Liberal candidates they
will be dismissed.  In 1887, I remember a gentle-
man living in Prince Edward Island whe was a
tidewaiter, and no fault could be found with him
except that he voted for myself and my colleague,
and an investigation was held at Summerside, a
very farcical one, it is true, but we find that this is
the practice carried on in Prince Edward Island at
the last election. These two men have been dis-
missed, and for what? We find this Government
railway is being used—for what  We find a man
in Charlottetown, who was acting as agent for the
Conservative Association in King's County,
writing to his friends there to say that there would
be trains leaving on the morning of the election
day at 10 o'clock to convey the electors, and that
it would be all O K, and that they had made ar-
rangements to pay S100 to bring the voters there
from the three counties, but it would be refunded,
though they must keepit all dark. I ask the
Minister if this money has been refunded? The
Bromises were made by this gentleman that the

epartment of Railways would refund the money,
and the same parties also made use of the railway

to carry the whiskey which they obtained at £6.50.

a case for election purposes from Charlottetown to
Montague, and I should like to know how much
freight was paid on that. Very likely:the railway
carried this whiskey for nothing, and I have no
doubtif the money was paid'it has beenrefunded. I
think I am safe insayingasIdo, and in-making the
chargel do against the Minister of Railways that the
money has been refunded. We are living in an
age when presents.are made and when gentlemen
take .spells of weakness very often, and we will
show by the returns of the revenue of the Prince
Edward Island Railway whether this money was
returned or not. It is not surprising that the
deficit on that railway should be as it has
been for some time if the favoritism is so
great and electors are taken free to the polls
on election day. It is due to these gentlemen,

Mr. Saunders and Mr. Muttart, that a proper

investigation should he held, and if they are not

guilty of any serious political crime, more than

having voted according to their conscience, they

should be put back in the places from which they

were so unjustly driven. The country expects
Mr. PERRY.

fair-play in these matters, and if these men do not
get fair-play the country will blame the Departinent
of Railways. If these men had been found guilty of
any dereliction of duty, or of standing on public
platforms agitating the electors in favour of
the Opposition candidates,—if they had been
found guilty of all these great crimes, then
they might be dismissed ; but if they simply
recorded their votes in the hballot hox, the Min-
ister of Railways nor anyone else has any
right to know how they did vote, and they
have a right to occupy the positions from which
they were driven away. Mr. Unsworth is not a
man who is likely to do that kind of a thing ; he
is too much of a gentleman for that, and I do not
accuse him of that, but I am inclined to accuse
other men, becanse, when they were disappointed
and could not carry the clection, they were willing
to blame anyone whatever, even presidents of rail-
ways and the Minister of Railways, or somebody
else, for leaving the candidates 300 or 400 hehind.
I think the Minister of Railways, or the adminis-
trator of that department, should satisfy the House
on this question. I am told that all the charges
against Mr. Saunders amounted to this: that he
was ordered to clear a certain portion of the track
and had to hire men to do that; that he hired all
he could, and he got, amongst others, Mr. Peters,
who lives near there, but who is a Liberal, and
this was one of the great crimes committed by this
gentleman and one of the reasons why he has been
turned out of his employment, simply that he
hired a Grit to go on this work on the railway
when the section man could not find anyone else.
Now, has it come to this in the Dominion of
Canada, that the Government, before they will
give a man a day’'s work, are going to swear him
to know whether he is a Grit or a Tory? Has it
come to this? I believe it has, in some parts of
Canada, I believe it has come to that in Prince
Edward Island, and, Sir, if it has come to that,
the sooner we have a change the better. I do not
know how this change is to come about, but one
of these days, perhaps, there may be a vote of want
of confidence in these gentlemen. But, all these jokes
apart, I know very well that it is easy for the
department to make reasons where there is no
reason, and I say that unless they arve able to satisfy
this House and the public generally, that they were
justified in dismissing these two men, they have a
right to give them redress by replacing them in
the position from which they were driven without
rhyme or reason. 1, for one, would not be satis-
fied, and the country will nov be satisfied, until
it is known publicly what were the faults for
which these two men were dismissed. When
I am at home I see them often, but I never
heard a word against them. I made enquiry
and could not find out one single reason why
the department had dismissed them, except
the political reason that I have mentioned. I be-
lieve Mr. Saunders was told to be very particular
not to hire a Grit, but to hire all Tories, but as he
could not go out of the place to look for hands, as
he had no horse and sleigh, he had to hire the men
he found on the spot, and one of them happencd to
be a Grit. Something in the same line was done toa
gentleman in Summerside in 1887, a Mr. Ronald
Campbell, tidewaiter, who was dismissed for no
other reason than that he had voted for the Liberal
candidate. It is true there was a sham trial in
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Summerside, but Mr. Campbell was not invited to
attend, and the result was that he was dismisse:l
and another man appointed in his stead. I await
with some interest to see what information the
department will bring down.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). The hon. gentle-
man who has just spoken referred to the (reatment
of railway employés in Prince Edward Island by
the Government. Iknow very little of what occurs
in Prince Edward Island, but I understand the hon.
gentleman, in the course of his remarks, intimated
that the same practices had occurred in the County
of Westmorelund. There may be, of course, some
mysterious practices in Prince Edward Island—I
confess that it has always heen somewhat of a
mystery to me to know what practices did prevail
there, from the fact that the hon. gentleman has
been solong representing the constituency that sends
him here. But so far as the County of Westmore-
land is concerned, I am prepared to give a most
distinet denial to what the hon. gentleman has
stated. I can tell the hon. gentleman that in the
County of Westmoreland, railway employés are
left in all cases perfectly free to vote just as they

choose. I can tell the hon. gentleman more than
that. Inthe election of 1887 every effort was made

by my opponents in the county to coerce the railway
employés to vote against the GGovernment, and so
effectual were those efforts, so thoroughly did my
opponents convince many of the employes on the
Intercolonial Railway that the Government was
going to be defeated, and if the Government was
defeated, every one who voted for the Government
woulil be discharged, that a number of the employés
were afraid to vote at all, and in these wards of the
city of Moncton where the railway employés did
vote, there was a majority against the Govermment.
These were the facts in 1887, and they resulted
from the threats that were circulated in the county
by my opponents in that contest.

Mr. MULOCK. Could you name some of the
persons who circulated those threats?

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland).  Yes, I could, but
I do not know whether it is fair to do so. I believe
my opponent in the contest was one, and his agents
in the town of Moncton certainly did. These re-
ports were zealously reported in the workshops in
the town of Moncton, and among the employés
everywhere on the line of the Intercolonial Rail-
way, and the results, as the returns will show,
were just as I have stated to this House. Now,
what has happened since? Why, the hon. gentle-
man cannot point to one instance in the County of
Westmoreland where a railway employ¢ has been
discharged who voted against me in that contest,
and I can show him letters by the score which have
been written to me since, complaining that those
people who voted against me in that contest, and
who took an active part in the election, are still
retained in the employment of thie Government.
I am able to say that I have not in one instance
asked the Government, or asked the Minister of
Railways, or any ofticial in the department, to
discharge one person who voted against me in that
or in any other contest.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). It is very satisfac-
tory to find at last, that we have a Minister of
Railways to answer for the Government. My hon.
friend behind me (Mr. Perry) desired information
from the Minister of Railways as to why certain

Mr. PERRY. :

officials, or certain paid servants of that depart-
ment, on the Intercolonial Railway, were dismissed,
and my hon. friend suggested as a possible cause,
that it was because these men had voted against
the Government candidate and in favour of the
Liberal candidate. The hon. member for West-
moreland (Mr. Wood) undertakes to reply for the
Government. He replied by stating that his
opponent in the election of 1887, and some othenrs,
had threatened these railway employvés that if
they voted for the Government they would be dis-
missed. That is not the charge made by the hon.
mewber from Prince (Mr. Perry). The charge is
that the Government, on the supposition that these
men bad voted against the Government candidate,
without an enquiry, without investigation, without
giving them an opportunity of being heard, relieved
them from the discharge of the duties in which
they were engaged.  Well, it is just as well that
we should understand the position in this matter.
I think I understand it from the langnage made
use of not long ago by the Minister of Customs.
He laid down the rule broadly--I am not disposed
to quarrel with it so far as T am individually con-
cerned—he laid down the rule broadly, that the
employ¢és of the Government, the salaried officials
of the Government, had a right to vote, and vote,
of course, for the Government candidate. He went
further than that,and he declared that not only the
employés of the Government, the paid servants
of the people of this country, not paid by the Con-
servative party, but paid by the Liberals as well as
the Conservatives—not only did they have a
right to vote, but they had a right to work, for
the Conservative candidate at the general election,
or at any other election. He justified the resigna-
tion of the officials, their taking part during the
contest on behalf of the Government candidate,
and reappointing them after the elections were
over, their absenting themselves from the oftices
here, perhaps their pay going on, and taking part
in the election, and sometimes an effective part,
and coming back to their ottices and discharging
their duties as if nothing had happened. 1 do not
quarrel with that position. It may be, of course, the
rule that to the victors helong the spoils, and what
is sauce for the goose is sauce for the gander. What
satisfies hon. gentlemen opposite, may satisfy us
when the occasion comes, as come it will before
long, when we can put that practice into operation ;
and I tell my hon, friend before me (Mr. Laurier)
that if, when he assumes the reius of government, he
does not cut off the hewd of every Tory official who
has taken an active part in politics, an offensive
part in politics, against a Liberal candidate, he
shall not receive my support for 24 hours. 1
have no objections to this rule. The hon. gentle-
men chose to introduce it, and they will find
it will work both ways. They have not only
introduced it with respect to large offices, but they
have come down to the contemptible meanness of
dismissing workingmen engaged on Government
railways. They have done so on more than one
occasion. The houn. gentleman challenged us to
point to an instance where an official, an employ¢
of the Government, was dismissed or relieved from
the discharge of his duties for the reason that he
had taken part in politics, or was supposed to have
taken part in politics. I will give the hon. gentle-
man one ; I have one in my hand now. Iwill give
the hon. gentleman the information, and I hope
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the Minister of Public Works had no hand in the
matter. Lrom what I have known of him during
25 years, and from, considering he is a Conserv-
ative, & somewhat intimate acquaintance with the
hon. gentlemun, I hope his hands are clean in this
small matter.  In my town there is a person of the
name of McIver, who has been for years engaged
on the Government dredge at $2.50 per day, 1
believe, under the Department of Public Works.
He faithfully dischurged his duties for many years,
I donot helieve, there ever was a complaint against
him, or a word said against him: I am quite sure
there was not truthfully.  He did not vote at the
last election.  His father and brothers voted for
me. This servant of the Government, I repeat, did
not vote, but he is supposed to have had strong
sympathies on my hbehalf. On 2nd March, two
days before the election took place, he wrote to Mr.
Arnoldi, who, 1 believe, isin the serviceof the Public
Works, and in reply received from Mr. Arnoldi the
following letter:

“Cuier MecHaxrcaL ENGINEER'S OFrFICE,

. o *10th Mareh, 1801,

D. M. Mclver, Goderich, Ont,

** Sie,—Yours of 2ud has been received in connection
with your re-employment on the dredging service of this
department,

1 unote what you say. that you had been to see Mr.
Porter, that you were to get a letter from him. Please do
so as early as possible, after receipt of which there will
be no difficulty in arranging vour matter.

“ Yours truly,
“JNO. B. ARNOLDIT,
“ Chief Mechanical Engincer,”

That is to say, he was to continue in the service of
the Govermuent on the Government dredge. I do
not know whether my friend, Mr. Mclver, saw
Mr. Porter or not, but I wm quite sure, if he did
sce him. he was not at ali likely to obtain a letter
of recommendation from him to the Minister of
Public Works. Mr. Melver tells me that he did
see Mr. Porter, and Mr. Porter promised, if my
memory serves me, to give him a letter, but subse-
quently he «did not do so. He again wrote to Mr.
Arnoldi on 9th April, 1891, and a letter was re-
ceived by him from the Chief Mechanical Engineer.
Recollect that in the first letter Mr. Arnoldi says :
¢“Itis all right ; if you get a letter from Mr. Porter
you will remain in the service of the Department of
Public Works.”

Mr. MULOCK. That was before voting.

Mr. CAMERON. On 9th April, the Chief
Mechanical Engineer wrote as follows :—

“Crier MEcHANICAL EXGINEER'S OFFICE,

oth April, 1801,
“ 3r. D. McIver, Goderich. taen

_ 4 8ir.~I have the honour toacknowledge your letter ot
Sth instant, further inquiring about your being re-engaged
on dredging stuff. In reply I have to say that your en-
gagement on the dredging staff terminated with the close
of navigation last fall, and this spring the depurtment
has made some chunges on the staﬁl hy which the position
you held last year is now filled by another.

“ Yours truly,
“JOHN R. ARNOLDI,

* Chief Mechanical Engineer,”

Before the election Mr. Arnoldi wrote that if Mr.
Meclver obtained a letter from Mr. Porter his ser-
vices would be continued. After the elections, and
when he had not obtained the letter, he was in-
formed that the department had made some
changes on the staff ““ by which the position you
held last year is now filled by another.” Will the
Mr. CavmeroN (Huron).
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Minister of Public Works tell the House why he
dispensed with Mr. Melver's services on 9th April,
when he promised on 10th March that he would
continte him if he obtained a letter from Mr.
Porter? Had politics anything to do with it?
There were no complaints against Mr. Melver.

Mr. TUPPER.
10th March ¢

Mr. CAMERON (Huron).

“I note what you say, that you had been to see Mr.
Porter, that yon were to get a letter from him, Pleasedo
50 as early as possible, after receipt of which there will be
no difficulty in arranging your matter.”

What was the promise on

The words are :

The promise isas clear as a pike-staff : ¢ After you
get a letter from Mr. Porter there will be no
difficulty in arranging the matter.™  Mr. Arnoldi
subsequently replied : ¢ The department has made
some changes in the staff, by which the position
you held last year is now filled by another.™ What
was the reason? It is true the season was over in
the fall of 1890. So it was in the fall of 1889, and
yet this man has continued for several vears to
occupy the same position and the same salary with-
out any question. Between the season of 1888-89
his services were continned.  On the 5th of March
he had, in fact, the promise of the Government
that his services would be continued. After the
election his services were dispensed with because,
as I gather from the tone of the letter from Mur.
Arnoldi and from what Mr. Mclver said, he was sup-
posed to be an active partisan on my behalf and to
have voted for me. He was neither an active parti-
san nor did he vote for me. Unless there is some
justification for this petty spite, the Government
do not occupy a particularly enviable position. Igo
back again to the old position, and I say that,
so far as I am individually concerned, T am glad
the Minister of Customs laid down that rule. I
am glad that he did not assume this responsibility
without consulting the other members of the
Government, and that the policy of the Adminis-
tration is that every man supporting the Govern-
ment has not only a perfect right to vote, but a
perfect right to take the stump and advocate the
cause of the Government, and make himself
offensive on the stump and work in the best way
he knows how for the Administration, and the
Liberal party has no redress. It is a bad rule that
will not work both ways, and so far as I am con-
cerned, sitting as [ have always sat in the ranks
and where I hope to remain during the remainder
of my life, I will support no Liberal Government
which will not cut off the heads of men who make
themselves justly offensive against a Liberal
candidzte during a political contest.

Mr. BOWELL. I am sure the leader of the
Opposition must be trembling in his boots at the
threat made by the hon. member for Huron (Mr.
Cameron), that he will not support him unless he
will cut off the heads of all the Tories.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I did not say that.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman will have
something to do, and it will occupy him more than
the remainder of his natural life.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I said officials.
Mr. BOWELL. And they are very numerous.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Yes, they are.
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Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is also
quite incorrect. and I think he will tind some dith-
culty in establishing the fact that Thave laid down
any such doctrine or principle as that which he
lays to my charge. There ave certain portions of
his statement that are quite correct: there are
other portions which are not correct. If the hon,
gentleman refers to the remarks to which he has al-
Inded, he will find that I challenged any one to show
that in the administration of the Customs Depart-
ment any man had been dismissed for political rea-
sons or for interfering in elections. That is my recol-
lection of what I said. IfI were understood tosay
anything more, I was misunderstood. I take there-
sponsibility of my own acts, and I spoke for myself
only. Does the hon. gentleman think the remarks
he made were fair and courteous to the hon. meni-
ber for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood). Is it to be
laid down as a principle that when a member of
the Opposition rises in this House and prefers
charges against the Government, and drags into the
discussion acts done in other counties which aftec*
materially the representatives of those coun-
ties, those members are to be denied the right
of rising and defending themselves without
having it said: ¢ We are glad there is some-
body here to speak on behalf of the Goverttment.”
Now, that may be the Liberal doctrine, and I have
no doubt it is: that no man has a right to defend
himself, or to say anything unless it is in accord
with their sentiments. The hon. member for West.

|

easier to have the investigation made, if the hon.
gentleman will supply the nae of the person who
wrote the letter to which he referred.

Mr. CAMERON (Huren)., I did.

Mr. BOWELL. I am not speaking about you,
1 am speaking of the member for Prince (Mr. Perry).
I hope you do not deny him the right to make
charges, even if yvou do deny the right of the hon.
member for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) to defend
himself. The statement was made that some per-
son—if he gave the name I did not catch it—had
paid £100 for the use of a train to convey voters,
and that it was stated in that letter that the S100
wounld be refunded—I presume after the clection—
and the hon. gentleman said that he had no doubt
that the 100 had been refunded.  The hon.
gentleman then complains that the Minister of
Railways does not give him an answer at the
present moment to the charges. Does the hou.
gentleman suppose that the head of the Railway
Departmment, or of any other department, can
by any possibility keep within his memory all that
he desires investigated ; .the payments made for
tickets, or the employmeént of trains in different
parts of the country * If he does think this, Fam
inclined to believe that if ever he attains to the
position of a Minister, he will find that he would
have more to carry in his head, large as it is, than it
is capable of holding. I have made enquiries of the
chief engineer, who came into the Chamber behind

moreland (Mr. Wood) was strictly in accord with | the Speaker's chair a few minutes ago, if he had

his right as a member of this House in contradicting
the statement made by the member for Prince,
(Mr. Perry).
those brought against the Government, affected his
own constituency and were equally strong against
the Government for something that the hon.
member for Prince (Mr. Perry) said had been done
in the County of Westmoreland. The hon. member
for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) repudiated that,
and I do not think he has stepped without the
bounds of propriety, nor did he interfere in any
way with the functions of any member of the
Government, in defending himself and that county
in this respect. I have no sympithy myself with
the doctrine laid down by the member for Huron
(Mr. Cameron) to the extent to which he carries it,
and I hope the time is far distant when any
Government will adopt the principle in this country
that he has advocated to-day. I have very little
to complain of in'the statements of the hon. member
for Prince (Mr. Perry) providing they are accurate,
but I have no knowledge of their accuracy, and I
venture the assertion that when an investigation is
had upon this question, it will not be found that
anyone ‘in connection with the Prince Edward
Island Railway ever asked a man to swear how he
cast his vote before that man could obtain employ-
ment.

Mr, MULOCK.

. If the statements are correct
what will you do?

Mr. BOWELL. When the statements are laid

before me, and if I am in that department, I will
act as I usually do in matters of all kinds—
properly and correctly, and 1 feel sure my action
will meet with the approval of my hon. friend
from North York (Mr. -Mulock). The hon. gentle-
man has told us that some person—TI did not catch
the name, and I ight say that it would 'be much

The charges as made, in addition to | about it.

any knowledge of this transaction, and he assures
me that he has not and that he knows nothing
However, as the matter has been brought
before Parliament, and as a charge has been made,
it will be my duty to instruct the chief engineer to
make enquiries into the charge. I know that the
member for Prince (Mr. Perry) is fertile, not only
in his denunciations of the Government, butalso in
the charges which he prefers against them on all
questions ; but the hon. gentleman did not tell me
who the tidewaiter, preventive ofticer, or Customs
official, I forget which, that was disniissed because
he voted for him. I inform the hon. gentleman
that no such dismissal ever took place, and if any
officer was dismissed it was for cause. If an officer
was disniissed it was because, as I read in a report
to the. House two or three. years ago, a.number of
officials on Prince Edward Island who.had no work
to do were dismissed. All the dismissals were
made upon the responsibility of the inspector
who made a thorough investigation into the work-
ing of the Customs Department all over Prince
Edward Island.

Mr. PERRY. They immediately appointed an-
other officer in this man’s place.

Mr. BOWELL. 1Ido not know to whom you
refer, but if the hon. gentleman gives me the name,
instead of making broad charges, then I will be
able to tell him how correct he is in the statement
he makes. AS I told the hon. gentleman before, I
cannot be expected to remember what has tran-
spired in reference to the cases of individual officials
among-the thousands throughout this whole Dom-
inion.. 1 repeat the statement I made a few
moments ago, namely, ‘that if any one in his
locality, .or upon the Island, -was dismissed, it was

not on account of the vote which he gave; but for

good and sufficient cause. I have no objection to
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bring down whatever papers there may he in the
department on this subject, and I have no doubt
that in this, as in every other case, it will be found
that these men were dismissed for proper and good
cause, and not, I am quite sure, for the reasons
alleged hy the hon. gentleman.

Mr. FRASER. I shall be more specific. 1 tell
the hon. Minister of Railways that at Port Mul-
grave Station, in the County of Guyshorough, with-
in two days after the election, every Liberal there
who was in the employ of the Government was
dismissed, and orders given that none should be
cwployed but Conservatives.

Mr. BOWELL. Repeat that statement please
I was engaged at the moment and did not hear you,

Mr. FRASER. I said that T would bhe more
specific in my charges, so that the hon. Minister
of Railways will have no cause to complain of not
knowing who the parties are. I said that at Port
Mulgrave every Liberal employed at the station
was dismissed, and orders given to the station
master to emiploy none but Conservatives. Istate
that a Mr. Murray who was employed there was
dismissed among others, and his brother or uncle—
a man of some influence—who was collector of
Customs, made it so hot for the superintendent
that Mr. Murray had to be restorved to his position,
a]nd with that exception no other person is employed
there.

An hon. MEMBER. You mean no Liberal.

Mr. FRASER. Not one single Liberal, and 1
further say that that statement was put in writin
by the superintendent and that since that time—
will not go into that question just now, bhut I will
take it up afterwards--that many other things have
been done ; changes made without investigation,
and salaries reduced without one single charge or
investigation into the reason why. That is specific
enough.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes; thatis specific.

Mr. TUGPPER. I would like to ask the hon.
member for Guysborough (Mr. Fraser), whethet he is
aware of the political opinions of the agent at that
station? The hon. gentleman said that all the
employés at Port Mulgrave were dismissed. Does
he include the agent there?

Mr. FRASER. Not at all. I mean the poor
men who were working outside on the railway, at
very small salaries. Since that time, the agent at
that place was removed to a smaller office and his
salary reduced from 830 a month to $35 a month,
because he was suspected of political leanings
against the Governnient.

Mr. LAURIER. The answer given by the Min-
ister of Customs would have heen more satisfactory
if he had been ready to lay down some principle
upon which it would be understood that the Gov-
ernment were prepared.to act upon all occasions.
‘The charge made by my. hon. friend from Prince
(Mr. Perry) is, that -two labouring men, men who
from their.station'in life I suppose had not much
influence, -have been dismissed from the service
simply. because they. were suspected of having voted
in ‘favour of .the Libeéral Government. The hon.
Minister says he knows nothing about these two
men, but he.will make enquiriés. So far so good.
But the hon. gentleman is asked by my friend from
North York (Mr. Mulock): ‘“Supposing the facts

Mr. BowELL.

to be as stated, what would you do #" and the only
answer the hon. gentleman is able to give at pres.
entis, “I will act: I willnot say now what I will
do, hut I will act.”

Mr. BOWELL. I said a little more than that.
I said I would act in such a way as to meet his
approval.

Mr. LAURIER. That is very vague. If the
hon. gentleman is prepared to act in a way which
would satisfy my hon. friend, then he should he
able to say at once that if these facts are as stated
by my hon. friend from Prince Edward Island,
these two men will be reinstated in office, and the
man who discharged them, after having enquired
how they had voted, will be dismissed from office. I
am sure that the hon. gentleman will not contro-
vert this proposition, that no officer of the railway
has a right to enquire as to how a man in his em-
ploy has voted. The law gives the hallot to oth-
cers in the employ of the Government, and, there-
fore, it implies that they dave a right to use the
ballot in whatever way they think proper: and if
an officer above them ventures to enquire as to how
they have voted, and dismisses thewr hecause he
believes they have voted in a.certain way, then
this man should be dismissed, and not the men
who exercise their right under the ballot. I would
have expected the hon. Minister, not merely to
say that he will act in future in a way to satisfy
my hon. friend, but to lay down a generad rule that
no man is to be subject to enquiry as to how he has
voted or exercised his franchise.  More than that.
in these matters, if the law is to be respected at
all, as it is conceived to be, every man in the service
should he able to cast his vote unchallenged, and
without giving any reasons except to his own con-
sciecnce. I am not prepared to say that I under-
stand the hon, mem})er for Huron to be as radical
as the hon. Minister of Customs made him out to
be ; hut at all events, I would agree with him
this, that every oflicer has a right to a vote, hut
every officer in the service who goes out of his way
to make an offensive campaiyn ought not to be re-
tained in the service. Nothing in my estimation is
more calculated to bring the service into contempt
| than to allow an officer, while in the publicservice,
| whether-high or low in station, to go oftensively
into'a campaign. Let every man in the Civil Ser-
vice vote: that is his right; but it seems to me
unjust and intolerable that a man should go out of
his otlice to canvass or to take any prominent part
in elections. This is going beyond the right the
law gives him: and with these remarks I quite
agree with my hon. friend from Huron that these
things, although tolemated by this Government,
ought not to e tolerated at all by any Government.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Well, Sir, I do not
think that any one on this side of the House will
find fault with the rule which the hon. leader
of the Opposition has just laid down ; and so far
as my experience with public officers goes—and 1
have had a pretty extensive experience, having
found that many of the post otlices and oftice holders’
houses in my constituency have heen made the
committee rocms of my opponents—that is the
rule I have observed. Every public officer in my
county knows that he is just as free to vote as I
am, without the slightest danger to his salary or
his oftice. But I have a right to expect that the
interference of these officials in elections shall cease
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there ; and I shall hie perfectly satisfied to have the
rule which the hon. gentleman lays down applied
to my own-county. Just one word with regard to
the case which the hon.memberfor Guysborough (Mr.
Forhes) has mentioned. If the rule which has just
been laid dJdown by the hon. leader of the
Opposition had been observed -in that case, Mr.
McLeod would have been dismissed years ago, as
he is one of the most offensive partisans in that
part of Nova Scotia, and his offensiveness is not
coufined to election time, for he can hardly avoid
being offensive even when the election is five years
off. “With regard to public employés—workmen at
Port Mulgrave—-heing dismissed, I think the hon.
gentleman is mistaken, for I happen to know some
of the facts. 1 may state that the station-master
was authorized to give employment to men on the
arrival of steamers in removing baggage between
the steamer and the station.. He was given a list
by his superiors of perfectly proper and efficient
persons to de that work, but he refused to
employ them because they were friends of the
Government and not friends of the Opposition ;
and it would be exceedingly difficult for a friend
of the Government in that locality to get one hour’s
work from Mr. McLeod, even if he had the written
order of his superior to give it to him. I myself,
after the election, saw his answer to an order given
by his superintendent alinost in these words : *‘ You
are instructed, whenever you have employment of
any kind, to give it to the following persons, unless
you know any reason why they are unfit for that
service ;7 and his answer was an impertinent re-
fusal to employ those persons, and a statement that
he would continue to employ certain other persons.
Not only has he done that, but he makes an unfair

cise of the little patronage he enjoys in that way.
T do not think that an order has been given that
Liberals should not be employed there.  The hon.
gentleman must have been misinformed by a colour-
g of the set of facts which I have given.

Mr. McDONALD (Victoria, N. S.) This is a
matter which has given me a great deal of trouble,
because in my county more than one-half the
officers were appointed at the instance of my
opponent when his friends were in power, and
have been active canvassers against me; they
attended the revision of the voters’ lists, and they
were actually engaged in bringing voters outside
of the province and even outside of the Dowminion,
to vote.against me. T also found that the principal
office-holders in the country were writing letters
stating that if Mr. Ross were returned and the
Liberal party brought into power, they would
resign and have the persons to whom they were
writing appointed to office.  One of these letters,
which was written by a Dominion ofticial, who holds
the most important and Iucrative ofliceinliis county,
was written to a friend of mine in the county, a
gentleman supposed tohave considerable influence,
asking him to pursue & certain course. Then the
writer proceeds :

It would assist Mr. Ross for the Dominion. You ean
searcely understand how largely interested I am in Mr.
Ross’ eleetion.  This is becoming an importaunt office :
and if I had a friend at headquarters, I would get 3200
added to my salary. Then [am_getting old, and would
like to leave hiere altogether. It Ross was returned I
could be pensioned, as in a few years I will be thirty-five
yearsin the service. So you see it is almost life or death
to me who is returned by the County of Victoria at the
next Dominion election. Then,again, I wouldnotgive up

the situation unless I was assured 2 friend would get the
place; and if it would suit you to take it, I could make
you pretty sure of it, 4z I know of no one I wouldl so soon
see in my place as yourself, or one who could £!! it better.
John A. Macdonald is a sworn enemy ot mine, and if he
is again returned for the county, will do his utmost to
have me disinissed ; and I am sure you would not like to
see me and my family sent adrift without a pension. Now,
my friend, I know you have no personal interest in the
matter that could not be betterserved ou the Liberal side
than on the Tory side. Free trade is going to carry the
day everywhere. I see by the papers that the Americans
have gone free trade in Congress by 1.000 majority at the
clections last month. It will be 5o in Cunada, and the
Liberals will be in power before very long.”’

I may say that there is considerably more in the
letter ; but the writer winds up by asking his friend
to write him a letter as soon as he can, and if he is
too late by the mail, to telegraph at his expense,
as the winter would pass much more cheerfully if
he had an affirmative that he would support Mr.
Ross in the election. I never in my life asked for
the discharge

Mr. FORBES. Give the name of the writer.

Mr. McDONALD (Victoria, N.S.)  You will
have it very soon, I presume, and will have some-
thing to do with it by-and-bye. 1 am not at -
liberty to give the name of the official just now.
I never asked for the removal of that gentleman.
He would be the last man in the county I
would ask to have removed, and no person knew
it better than he did when he wrote that letter.
He expressed himseif to me as perfectlysatisfied that
I wasreturned in 1887, and expressed himself as glal
to hear that my opponent was defeated, as he felt
safe in wy hands and the hands of the Government.
Nothing could have surprised ine more than to have

. A | received that letter, because he is a gentleman for
discrimination against the Government in the exer- |

whom T would have done everything rather than
see him removed from his position.  But that was
not the worst. There were a number of other
officials in the county, and I was in a peculiar posi-
tion. My opponent and his partner rcpresente({ the
county from Confederation until 1882 in this House,
and although they were returned as Liberals they
found it convenient to support the party in power,
and thereby secured the patronage of the county for
15 years. For 15 years they controlled the appoint-
ment of officials in that county. All the officials
appointed by the Liberal Government did every-
thing they could, even acting as agents in different
parts of the county against me ; and some of them
said they were willing to spend next year's salary
in order to have Mr. Ross returned, as they kuew
he would increase their salary when he got in.
They even sent parties to ask me if 1 would leave
them in oftice. I said I did vot intend to dismiss
any person, ne matter how he voted, but I did not.
like any person holding office to ¢come out in such
a way as to give my friends an excuse for asking for
the dismissal. When that answer came to some
of them, they came and asked if I would guarantee
their salaries would be increased if they voted for
me. Of course, I would not agree to that. With
regard to railway passes, several parties came over
the railway in my interest, but, as far as I know,
every one of them paid his fare. The hon. member
for Guysborough (Mr. Fraser) has said that peo-
ple were given passes over the road, but he
himself had a pass for three or four months of
this year to which he was not entitled. As a
member of the Executive Council of Nova Sco-
tia he was entitled to a pass; but even after he



resigned that office, he still hekd on to it, until one
of the officials took it from him and tore it up on
one of his trips. Here is a gentleman getting up
in this House to talk about passes to others, when
he himself travelled back and forth on a pass
which he had ns right to hold, once he had resigned
his seat in the Executive Council.

Mr. FRASER. I would say in explanation that
I did get a pass as & member of the Government,
and travelled on itonce.  The first time I travelled
on it, after I resigned, the condnctor said he would
take it up and did so, in which he was perfectly
right. I was a member of the Government until
that occurred, and did not travel on the pass after
I had resigned.

Mr. McDONALD (Victoria, N.S.) Let the hon.
gentleman say that he travelled back and forward
on that puss in his county during the election, and
then back and forward to Halifax, and here to
Ottawa and back again, and then it was taken from
him.

Mr. FRASER. I was in my ceunty the whole
tine of the election. T can well understand the
hon. gentleman’s remark, from the character of
the constituents who sent him here, as depicted by
himself.

Mr. McDONALD (Victoria, N.3.) The hon.
gentleman himself tried for a number of years to
get a nomination for the county without success.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). There are quite a
number of Dominion othicials in my county who are
Liberals or Reformers as you may choose to put its
They are Liberals simply because they were ap-
pointed by my opponent during the time he was 1n
Parliament. Of that I do not complain. I think
that every Liberal oflicial of the Dominion Govern-
ment has a perfect right to vote against me, but
when I heard the leader of the Opposition laying
down a rule, which will probably cut off the heads
of many of them, I think it is my duty to call the
attention of this House and the Government to the
actions of some of them during the late Dominion
election. I never complained of the conduct of any
one of them, although T felt that their conduct at
elections was.frequently so offensive to mysélf and
to the party I supported that they deserved dis-
missal. I shall call attention to the correspondence
of the Islanid Reporter, which was anonymously
signed ““more anon ;7 and dated from Hastings,
25th December, 18390, and published in the Liberal
paper called the Island Reporter, on 7th January,
1891. The writer says:

 Ever since the fishery bounty became in vogue it was
customary for the people of Creignish, Long Point,.and
very largely for the people of Judique;to enlist their
names as fishing claimants in Port Hastings. But
recently: the scene has changed. D. F.'s business has

- mueh developed ; every new bounty man means a fresh
customer to him, and modestly he¢ whispered to Dr. Hugh
Cameron to stop the fishing tide to Hastings in-order to
expand his mercantile scope from sea to sea. On’being
checked, Mr, Forbes rose for an explanation, asking Dr.
Hugh, Why depart from. the good old rule—tbat fisher-
men are not allowed to get their bounty here? With
cloquence not very lofty, yet very pointed, the doctor
did reply: Our pets must be fed,no hunger, ne cold,
must they suffer.’ :

Mr. Forbes is a Customs official at Port Hastings,

and he assists the agent of the Railway Departinent

at the same place. Mr. Forbes, at the time, was

actively engaged -in canvassing against myself. A

few days after this publication appeared in the

paper, I met him in the streets of - Hastings, and
Mr. McDoxaLp (Victoria, N.S.)
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called his attention to this letter. I pointed out
to him the fact that I never knew there was any
change in the manner of disposing of the fishery
hounties, that he never wrote to me with reference
to it, and that I never gave him an answer. He
admitted that such was the case. T said to him :
As an hovest man, it is your duty to contradict
that false report published in the Island Reporter
of th January, and unless you do so I will have
reason to believe that, if the letter was not written
by you, it was at least suggested by you. He pro-
mised he would do so.  Not many days afterwards
Parliament dissolved, and after the dissolution I
happened to meet him again in Hastings, and asked
him why he did not contradict the false statement
published in the [sland Reporter. His answer was
that he did not sce very well how he could do it.
My reply was simply this: Mr. Forbes, it may be
perfectly true that you had nothing to do with the
writing of the letter : but whether you had or not,
you are now equally guilty with the writer, because
You are an accessory after the fact.  This is one of
the cases in question, whose head the leader of the
Opposition would cut off immediately. I believe
that such officials do deserve immediate dismissal.
I have not lodged any complaint against him and I
would not have mentioned it had not such cases
been brought before the House. I say that the
agent of the Railway Department, in whose oftice
he worked, is the most vigorous and active designer
in the Liberal interest in the party. 1 also say,
that & number of the postmasters have gone to u
greater length in attempting to defeat me than
this official of the Government. A very respectable
lady, a Mrs. Macdonald, has the post office in the
village of Whycocomagh, and it was asserted hy
her friends that I had secured her dismissal about
the time that Parliament was dissolved. I made
no complaint against her, and as a matter of fact
she was not dismissed. A brother-in-law  of
hers who occupies the position of postmaster at
West Bay, made use of the report referred to,
and another brother-in-law of hers at Port Hast-
ings travelleld from house to house complaining

of my having dismissed their sister-in-law,
who was a widow.. This was without any.
foundation, in fact she was not dismissed at

ali, and yet a personal canvass was made against
me on the ground of her dismissal, and that false
report was the cause of a considerable loss to me
in regard to votes in that constituency.
principle laid down by my hon. friend the leader
of the Opposition is to be carried out, I have no
doubt that all these officials will be summarily dis-
missed. It is not only the officials of these dis-
tricts that I have found in very active opposition
to the Government candidates. There are a large
number of officials in other parts of the county, the
friends of whom, it is true, do not go so offensively to
work as these did, also vigorously opposed me.
I always concede that they have a perfect right
to vote against me, and also I say they have a
perfect l'ig%lt to advise their friends that the policy
of the Opposition, if they feel it is right, is one
which would subserve the general interests, but,
when they take such a prominent part in their party
contests as those to whom I have referred, I feel
that an investigation should be maie, and that they
shouid-bé dealt with as they deserve, and in exact
accordance with the rule which has heen laid down
by the leader of the Opposition.

If the- -
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Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Tt issomewhat remark-
able to listen to the speeches of hon. gentlemen
opposite and to learn from them how many Reform
officials there are in the public service of the
Dominion. I had no idea that the service was
stuffed to repletion with officials who were opposed
to the Government of the day. It is true that
there has Dbeen no Reform Administration for
thirteen years, but it seems that a Reform official
never dies, The Tory Government lives and the
Reformn officials live in order to spite that Adminis-
tration. I am rather incredulous, however, as to
the statements which have been made by the hon.
gentlemen. I think they must he labouring under
some delusion or hallucination. They may have

been timid in that election, hut T had no idea that

the timidity of a Tory candidate reached the
dimensions indicated by the speeches of the two
hon. gentlemen who have just addressed the House.
The hon. gentleman (Mr. Cameron) says that the
Reform officials in his constituency and everywhere
else—for it appears there were no others in his
constituency except Reform officials-~laboured with
every possible means to defeat him, but he is a
Christian gentleman and would nect think of
attempting to dismiss them. He continues these
men in office for the purpose of showing to his
political opponents how generous and good he is.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I might change my
mind at your suggestion.

~ Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). He desires to change

those who were his political opponents into his sup-
porters. I suppose now he has fallen from grace,
and it may be in a moment of weakness, but T have
no doubt the hon. gentleman will recover his
equanimity when the discussion is over and will
extend to these people the same magnanimous
conduct which has characterized him in the past.
My experience is that Reform officials are ‘*like
angels’ visits, few and far hetween.” They are a
class whom it is not easy to discover, and here in
the public service at Ottawa, I do not think the
hon. gentleman will say that the Government have
been injured by the number of Reform officials
who have taken an active part against the Admin-
istration. No one is complaining that, as long as
you give to the men in the public service the right
to exercise the franchise, that franchise is exer-
cised, or that a man should write a letter stating
what he desired, just as the British ambassador at
Washington wrote to a person in California, who
asked for some information from him. The com-
plaints which are made in regard to officials who,
at the instance of the Administration, have gone on
the public platform, neglected the ditties of their
office and canvassed in support of one party and
against another. If there were a change of Ad-
ministration, if an official had gone into the county
of my hon. friend heside me (Mr. Laurier) and had
succeeded in obtaining the votes of a member of
the people against him, what would be the relations
of my hon. friend to that official in the case of a
change of Government to which I have alluded, and
how much confidence would he be able to place in
him, and how far would he be able to trust him as
a faithful servant of the Crown under the guidance
of the party to which he was politically opposed?
Itis impossible to maintain the system of permanent
officers in the public service if the officials are per-
mitted to take part in elections on behalf of one

party or the other. The two things cannot le
maintained.

RETURN ORDERED.

1. Copies of all claims presented to the Government
since 1880, by Mr. Joseph Antoine Maurice, merchant, of
the Village of Chambly Basin, and Dame Julie Fournier,
his wife, for losses suffered by them in reference to lands
purchased by them from the Government in 1875: 2. Copies
of all corresponidence and letters addressed to any de-
partment of the Government by any person or persons,
10 relation of the zaid matter: 3. Copies of all correspond-
ence between any of the said departments, or between
any department and the claimants, or any persons acting
for them or in their interest, in relation of such claims :
4. Copies of the order of reference made by Government
referring the said claims_ o Joseph Simard. Esq., then
Dominion Arbitrator, and of his award: 5. Copies of cor-
respondence following the said award : 6. Copies of the
opinions given on the subject by the hon. Minister ot Pub-
lie Works, and of the opinion of the hon. Minister of
Justiece, (Mr. Préfontaine.)

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.
After Recess.

RELIEF OF JAY SPENCER CORDBIN.

Mr. REID moved that the House resolve itself
into Committee of the Whole on Bill (No. 30) to
confer on the Commissioner of Patents certain
powers for the relief of Jay Spencer Corhin.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I find on reading
this Bill that there was no evidence taken by the
Committee. The great object in referring the Bill
to the Committee was that evidence should be
taken in support of the statements of the petitioner.
I therefore move in amendment that the order for
the third reading be discharged, and that the Bill
be referred hack to the Select Standing Committee
ou Miscellaneons Private Bills for further consid-
eration.

Amendment agreed to.

THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 52) to incorporate the MacLeod Irriga-
tion Company.—(Mr, Davis.)

IN COMMITTEE—THIRD READINGS,

Bill (No. 120) respecting the Salishury and
Harvey Railway Company.—(Mr. Hazen. )

Bill (No. 123) to revive and amend the Act to
incorporate the Oshawa Railway and Navigation
Company, and to change the name thereof to ** The
Oshawa Railway Company.”—(Mr. Madill.)

Bill (No. 124) further to amend an Act to incor-
porate the Great Eastern Railway Company.—
(Mr. Desjardins, Hochelaga.)

T}ill (No. 125) toincorporate the Rocky Mountain
Railway and Coal Company.—(Mr. Taylor.)

Bill (No. 82) respecting the Baie des Chaleurs
Railway Company.—(Mr. Curran.)

ADAM RUSSWORM—DIVORCE BILL.

;\I!'. TAYLOR (for Mr. \VALI..-\CE) moved second
reading of Bill (No. 131) for the relief of Adam
Ruseworm. :

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In regard to these
Bills, I may say that we generally take a vote on one
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of them, and the other Bills are carrield on divis-
ion.  Perhaps hon. gentlemen would prefer to-
night that the second reading be taken on divis-
ion, and when the Bills come from the Committee
we can take a vote on the third veading of one of
then.

Mr. LAURIER. This is not a question of
party, and anything the hon. gentleman may sug-
gest in regard to the matter will be acceptable.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I make this sug-
gestion because these Bills have no reference to
party. I do it inorder to set myself right, because
we generally divide on some of these Bills.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).  There may be a ditter-
ence in regard to some of these Bills themselves
and it may Ve that some of them are not entitled
to pass.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The hon. Minister is
assuming that they pass in the usual way.

Bill read the second time on a division.
DIVORCE ]'iILLSMSE(.‘OND READINGS.

Bill (No. l:§3) for the relief Thomas Bristow—-on
a division.—(Mr. O'Brien.)

Bill (No. 134) for the relief of Isabel Tapley—on
a division.—(Mr. Wallace.)

Bill (No. 132) for the relief of Mahala Ellis—on
a division.—(Mr. Taylor.)

SAWDUST ON LA HAVE RIVER, N.s.

House resumed further consideration of the pro-
posed motion of Mr. Kaulbach :

That an Order of the House do issue for Return of all
latters, correspondence, petitions and papers between all
persons and the Department of Marine and Fisheries
relating to sawdust on the La Have River, Lunenburg
County, N.2.. with the object of having the river relieved
from the operation of the said Act,

and the motion of Mr. Flint in amendment :

That the tollowing words be added at the end thereof:
“ Also, a list of rivers and streams exempted from the
operations of the Act, and a Return of all letters, corres-
pondence, petitions and papers between all persons and
the Department of Marine and Fisheries relating to such
exemptivons.”

Mr. TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, I regret that [
shall hive to trespass on the House for some length

in discussing this question, although I occupied a-

good deal of the time of the House when the sub-
ject was up on & previous occasion. The reason I
was compelled to do so I mentioned at that time,
and I need not repeat it now. My remarks, I think,
at that time were contined largely to the river that
is mentioned in the motion before the House in
connection with the administration of this law so
far as regard La Have River in the Province of
Nova Scotia. I have endeavoured to point out to
the House, whether rightly or wrongly, whether
guided by a proper appreciation of the spirit of the
Sawdust Act or not, that I have endeavoured, so
far as I pussibly could, to sce that the wishes and
intention of Parliament were carried out, in re-
ference to that. river, whether the county at that
time happened to be represented by a political op-
ponent as it was when first this question: came up,
or whetheritisrepresented asit is now, I am glad to
say, by anhon. gentleman who is in accord with the
trade policy and general policy of this Government.
It was, and it is-much to my regret that I have not
Sir HectoR LaANGEVIN.

had the support of either of these gentlemen in
connection with the administration of this law. I
will not repeat the many careful and elaborate en-
quiries which have been made, and to which the
attention of the Hcuse has heen drawn, but just
now I happen to have in my possession a recent
report from Lieut. Gordon which I will read to the
House. I stated the other day that the inspector
for that distriet had, in a late report, given his rea-
sons for suggesting that the law should be sus-
pended in the River La Have. That is the result
which both my friends, the member for Lunenburg
(Mr. Kaulbach) and Mr. Eisenhauer, in this House
were very anxious should come about. I cannot
myself appreciate the reasons given by the inspector
of the district. The facts upon which his report
was based seem to me to be entirely contradictory
to the enquiry that had taken place a very short
time previously under the auspices of a mun in
whose opinion I have certainly the very greatest
confidence: that is Lieut. Gordon, the present
commander of the fishery protection fleet on the
coast of Nova Scotia, a man who for years has been
entrusted with that great responsibility, and who
during that time has given intelligent and unre-
mitting attention to the question, relating to the
tisheries on the coast. I am sure his reports ‘)laced
before this House from year to year. elaborate
as they have been, have commanded the respect
andd confidence of all the members of the House
who have had their attention drawn to them. That
gentleman made a careful enquiry—a much more
elaborate enquiry than the present inspector—he
took his ship, the Acadia, into the river as far as
he-could, and taking the hoat and a gunge he pro-
ceeded up the river, with I believe some of these
gentlemen who are especially interested in having
the river exempted from the operation of this law.
Having made this investigation he reported his
conclusions in the Annual Report for 1889, and he
gave then, not only a statement as to the result of
his soundings, hut he gave also the profiles of these
soundings, showing the actual depth of the river
now, as well as the depth shown by the admiralty
charts, and consequently the change that had taken
place because of the heavy and large deposits of
sawdust. Now, I wish to mention to the House
that at this date, having before him the arguments
which have been so strongly wrged by the different
hon. gentlemen who have addressed the House on
this subject : having these placed before him in the
newspaper of the district, he is as strong as ever in
his opinion and in his advice to me, that the law
should be carried outand enforced, and his reasons
summarized are brietly as follows. I hope the
House will bear with me while I read these reasons
from a memorandum which I have drawn up from
his report which will be brought before the House :
* Lieutenant Gordon contends the La Have should not
be excmpted from the operation of the Act respeeting
sawdust.and mill rubbish, because a stream frequented
by anadromous fish should not be exempt, tor it so harm
will be done these fish, und_the welfare of the coastal
sea-fishing depends very much upon the snccess of anad-
romous fishing. This year owing to the scarcity of bait
anadromous fishing would have been specially valuable,
and instead of having to get bait from elsewhere as was
the case, bank fishermen would have been able to procure
it at their own doors. This state of things on the La Have
is due to the deposit of sawdust in the river.”
I may explain, although to many members of tle
House the facts are well known, that we have been
considerably handicapped by the operation of the
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Newfoundliand Bait Act. and that at certain times

of the year when fresh bait, so absolutely necessary
now-a-days to the successful operation of the bank !

fishing, happens to fail on our coast, it wsually is
found on the Newfoundland coast, and rice ressa.
Hitherto our bank tishermen have been able to
resort for bhair to either coast, to enable them to
engaye in the ficree competition with our American

netghbours, and with the French people operating ;

these fisheries, and it was of great importance that
we should have access to these hases of bait supply.

This year. unfortanately, the Newfoundland Gov- !

ernment have prevented our tishermen from the
access hitherto esjoyed by them to Newfoundland
ports for the purpose’of obtaining bait, and Lieut.
Gorden points oat, in this connection, that the
question now  before the House becomes of the
greatest importance to the coast fisheries in the
Province of Nova Scotia.  In the extract from his
report, to which I have alluded. he argues that
it is most desirable that our fishermen should
have all these sources of bait supply fostered
in  the most careful possible manner, and
that, had this river been in the condition it was by
nature, and before these enormous deposits of saw-
dust were there, then the henetits would have been
incaleulable in securing to us a supply of bait.
There were, as my hon. friend from Lunenburg
{Mr. Kaulbach) is aware, at one time this season
no less than ten, perhaps more, bank fishermen
with their large crews, their costly outtit, and their
splendid ships, lying idle at anchor. and unable to
go on with the bank tishery because there was no
run of fresh bait in our rivers : the bait being on the
opposite coast. To prevent a repetition of this it
becomes the duty of Parliament, in my humble
opinion it becomes the duty of all representatives
of these tishing counties, and all representatives of
our coast fisheries, to sink individual interests for
a time, so far as they clash with the general inter-
est of the fishery. It is in my judgment necessary
that we should sink for a time the interesis of the
lumbermen, who are endeavouring to save hereand
there a few dollars, and to conserve the greater,
the larger, and in my opinion the more important in-
dustry, if it is properly looked after, namely, the fish-
ery interests of the Maritime Provinces in general.
Lieutenant Gordon very properly draws attention
to the great importance of carrying out the Act
which prohibits the deposit of sawdust and the con-
sequent pollution of the rivers which are frequented
by anadromous tish. He goes on to say :

““The intention of the Act was that its operation
should be as general as the necessities of the case de-
mand, and even more so0 in waters frequented by anadro-
moug fishes than in inland waters.  Witnesses inprevious
La Have investigation testified that gaspereaux were
formerly plentitul there and that cargoes were shipped to
West Indies, but the mills ‘have stopped this by running
sawdust into the river. Were the reverse the case it
would be found to be of greater benefit to the people
than the saw-mills and timber industry. (Value of bait
supply.) Navigation is seriously impeded in the river by
sawdust deposits.”

Lieutenant Gordon contends also, and no one knows
better than himself, that the navigation has been,
and is, seriously imsyeded in the river by the saw-
dust deposits ; and as one hon. gentleman has
already drawn the attention of the House to the
“fact, the interests of navigation are specially
concerned in this as well as the fishery interest, to
which most attention has been given in this debate.
He goés on to say :

69

* Mr. Kinney's contention that the question of damage
caused fish by sawdust is still undecided, is offset by ex-
wricnee in the case of St. Mary's River. where the water
s heen made turbid and nausceous by rotting awdust
and which effectually prevents fish proceeding up the
river. The mills un the La Have could be titted up to
comply with the law—two out of the three lower mills
easily. and the other mills at some cost—but all eculd
clumpl.,y with the law, and it is not impossible tor them to
Ao 30,

I have called the attention of the House to this
river. I have also asked the attention of the House

- to the fact that the question is frequently agitated

in this country.  But it is by no means singular’to
Canada to have this question agitated as often as
it can be agitated.  The same thing oceurs inother
countries.  The mill-owners, strong in their capi-
tal and strong in their position, endeavour, of course,
to produce the product of their millsat an economi-
cal cost ; and, consequently, so faras they can shape
the laws, they will naturally do so, so that the
obligations imposed upon them will be as light as
possible, and their profits as great as possible : and
we find that in England and the States, the same
agitationoccurs at exactly the same time.  Inoneof
those countries it is chietly chemical pollution that
is complaine:d of ; but the manufacturers, uniting
their influence and their wealth, and retaining
able counsel on their Lehalf, endeavour to drive
their coaches and fours through many Acts of
Parliament, and in many cases, I am sorry to say,
they have succeeded to such an extent that the
fisheries have received great and permanent injury.
But so far as this country is concerned, let me ask
the attention of the House to the careful considera-
tion which has heen given to this guestion hy the
Governments of hoth parties.  Thisis not a political
question, althoughsome gentlemenhave endeavoured
to make it so. Nome gentlemen have attacked me
upon this question; but T care little for that so
long as I can show that my skirts are clean from
the charge of having used any Act of Parlimment
for mere political gain. But I wish to point out that
this cannot be made a political question, that this
law is not a law of the present day or of the
present Government, and that the enforcement
of this law is not peculiar to the present regime
or to the present incumbency of the depart-
ment upon which devolves the administration of
the law. The hon. leader of the late Government
was one of the loudest in bringing the attention of
arliament to this question ; and as long ago as
April, 1870, after there had been legislation on the
Statute-book, previous to Confederation, in 1863
and 1868, to prevent the pollution of rivers hy
sawdust, he drew the attention of Parliiment most
vigorously, as he was well able to do at that time,
to the question, and called for more legislation and
a_ more effective enforcement of that legislation.
He was supported in 1871 by the present non.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
who at that time brought the subject formally
before Parliament in the shape of a Bill. InFebruary
of that year, that hon. gentleman having asked Par-
liament to legislate in the very direction of the pres-
ent law, supported by members of this House wholly
regardless of their political proclivities. He was
supported by eminent gentlemen, among whom was
Mr. Mackenzie, in calling the attentionof the House
and the country to thenecessity of legislation ard the
enforcement of that legislation in order to serve
the interests of navigation and the fisheries. So
that we have Parliament legislating on the subject
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previous to Confederation in 1865, and subse-
quently on no fewer occasions than in 1868, 1872
and 1873 ; and on every occasion the mill-owners
combined to resist the enactment of that legislation,
using the very arguments we hear to-day—saying
that it was impossible to comply with such a law
without ruin to the lumber industry, that this saw.
dust was swept down the channels of rivers and
did not interfere with navigation, that tish rather
than otherwise liked the substance of sawdust,
that it was nonsense to talk about sawdust affect.
ing the life of fish. They used all these arguments,
plﬁ!lisllcd them through the press, and bhrought
them before Parliament; and with their well
known influence they succeeded oftentimes in stay-
ing the hand of Parliament, in preventing legisla-
tion and in inducing enquiries to be made.  There
were enquiries made previous to 1874 and also dur-
ing the time of Mr. Mackenzie's Administration.
‘The representations of the mill-owners, which
were never despised or put aside cavelessly, induced
the Government of that day to order another for-
mal enquiry.  There was a formal enquiry, the
result of which was put in the blue-books. ~ That
enquiry has not been alluded to in this discussion,
and I doubt if the report of it has been studied by
the hon. gentlemen who have attacked the present
policy. which was also the policy of that day.
The men who made that enquiry, including a Mur.
Mather, who was himself, T understand, interested
in the lumber trade, gathered facts which, to my
mind, place beyond dispute the necessity of having
this Act on the Statute-hook and enforeing that
Act.  With regard to the Ottawa River, to which
allusion has been made, T do not hesitate to say
that I am in accord, so far as my understanding of
the question goes, with the necessity of removing
the exemption from that river : but still, that viver
had been exempted before I came into oftice.  The
subject has been brought up in the other House of
Parlinment as well as here. It is now being con-
sidered, and a careful enquiry, which is necessary,
is to be made, as I understand, with a view of
ascertaining whether there are any exceptional
reasons why this river should enjoy exemption.
But I may say that, coming, as 1 do, from the
Province of Nova Scotia, and the House remember-
ing that the greater part of my argument has
reference to the importance of the coastal fisheries,
many of the arguments which render it necessary
to put into operation a law the enforcement of
which brings a great deal of unpopularity and a
great deal of suspicion with it, in reference to the
rivers flowing into the sca, do not apply to the
case of the Ottawa River. We have not, in such
a case, the question of coastal fisheries; we
have not the question of keeping up the bait
supply for the larger and more valuable fish;
so that it is burdening this question considerably
to come down to a detail of that kind ; and I men-
tion that case to peoint out that in reference

to the river about which enquiry is being
made as  to whether it should be exemptec
~or  not. No doubt other vrivers might

be mentioned where the exemption should never
have been applied ; and Parliament will remember
that last year I'introduced a Bill—which for varicus
reasons 1 was unable to proceed with, not being
here—taking away from the Governor in Counci

the power to exempt rivers. I feel that this isa

most ditticult responsibility to discharge in many
Mr. TurpER.

ways. It is calculated to create in the public mind
a distrust in the Government of the day, that favour-
itism is shown to this river or that, according to
the political complexion of the Government: and
it seemerd to me that when mill-owners endeavoured
to make a case for an extraordinary power, for
dumping these deposits into clear and navigable
water, they should be bound to come to Parliament
like other people and ask that that exemption
should be given by special legislation, after they
had put all the facts of the case before Parlia-
ment. Parliament could then deal with the sub-
ject, and the department would he beyond
the suspicion which attaches, unfairly I claim,
to the administration of this Act at present.
In the Scuate this whole question came up
again, and the representations which hon. gen-
tlemen have advanced with rvegard to other rivers
were advanced there by gentlemen interested in
the mill industry on the Ottawa River. They
argued that it was impossible to save this sawdust
except at great cost, and advanced other argu-
ments. Hono gentlemen who care to pursue the
cnquiry into that case further will find the results
of the enquiry in the reports of 1888, And after
taking all the evidence, that House of Parliament
came to the conclusion that the law was a good
law, and that its enforcement was necessary on that
river, as well as other rivers in the Dominion of
Canada.  This legislation, as T have said, is not
peculiar at all to Canada, either before or.zince
Confederation. It is found in the different States
of the Union: it is found in the mother country,
where the tronble with sawdust is comparatively
insigniticant compared with ours.  Nevertheless,
in the mother country, eminent men have heen
engaged, at much higher salaries than any of our
officials command, investigating this question over
a long period of years, and we find the results of
their labour, not only in the Statute-book, but all
through the Government reports. They have gone
into the question scientifically and shown  the
veasons why this pollution is most hurtful to fish,
and particularly to the tish of the kind with
which the La Have River is stocked, the king
of fish, the salmon. As regards the enforce-
ment of the Act and the statements made that
in one district it is in force, and that in
another it is not, leading to the suspicion
that the department first looks to ascertain who
represents a particular  district before deciding
whether to put the law in force or not, if hon. gen-
tlemen will look to the report of 1888, the tirst re-
port made after I became Minister of Marine and
Fisheries, they will tind that the Act, so far as the
departinent can cause it to be enforced, has heen
geuerally enforced, or that instructions for its gen-
cral enforcement have heen issued, save in the cases
I have mentioned, and with regard to which all the
papers will be brought down, which have heen ex-
empted, under that power of exempting a river or
stream, or part of ariver or strenm.  The reasons,
in such cases, which have been given and which
have decided the cepartinent to issue orders of ex-
emption, are¢ on file and open to inspection. An
hon. gentleman mentioned that the Act was a dead
letter in the Counties of Guysborough and Pictou.
Pictou I know something about, and T can only say
this, that the fishing interests are of comparatively
minor importance in that county. They are not so
great as I should like to sce them, and I doubt



2181

[JULY 13, 1891.]

2182

whether we could do very much in the Connty of
Pictou by improvement in this divection. Neverthe-
less, the instructions to the officers in that county,
aswellas in the County of Guysborough, have been
the same, and, judging from the reports under my
hand, I fancy that the hon. gentleman who made
that statement is talking without the book. Cer-
tainly no officer except under special instructions,
for the veasons I have given, and which are open to
inspection at any time, has had any authority or
information, direct or indirect, from the head of
the department to permit, for one moment, any
violation of the law.

Mr. FRASER. I did not mean at all that they
had. My statement was that the law was a dead
letter, simply because there was no necessity for
putting it in force, and they did not think it was
necessary.

Mr. TUPPER. The hon. gentleman may have
said that, and T quite aceept that; but, according
to the reports, it is clear, that unless the officers
entrusted with the enforcement of the Act in those
counties have directly contravened the instrnctions
of the department, the law isnot o dead letter there :
anil Tam endeavouring to clear my own skirts, as
it is only right I should, with reference to the in-
direct charge—a charge which has not been very
bold or open or straight in this Honge—that I have
maladininistered the Act, though such charge has
heen made directly outside the House by the Messrs.
Davies und others.  In 1888, I tind that the otticers
for the district of Guysborough reported :

* The sawdust order gave the mill-owners a_seare, and
the most of them went to work to put their mills in order
and prevent the rubbish and sawdust slipping into the

river.”

Another says :

*The law has been in force, and there has been a general

though reluctunt acquicscence.”

That is all I have to go by until any hon. gentleman
states to we in this House that these officers have
not reported correctly, and notice of course will he
taken of that without delay.  But in the Connty of
Pictou, which I have the honour to represent, the
officer reports :

*“ Tho rivers and streams of the district have been kept

clear of suwdust and other mill rubbish.”

Those are the reports with rveference to the two
“counties singled out.  Similar reports will be found
with reference to Cape Breten Island, all the coun-
ties of which ave represented, T may say, by steady,
intelligent, and earnest supporters of the present
Adninistration. There has been no exception made
in their favour. 1t has been reported to me by the
otticer in that district, and his report is not dis-
puted, that that cvder rvesched them and that it
was obeyed. In the Georgian Bay and in Manitoba,
I am glad to say, that public opinion supports
the department. In the west, where the milling
industey cannot be said to be very small, public
cpinion is in that condition, that the mill-owners
are not. sulliciently strong in the communities in
which they live to have these good beneficent laws
in the interests of the fishermen set aside ; but, so
far as I can judge, all the reports show a
very vigorous cenforcement of the law, and
we know that all kiuds of contrivances are used
throughout the Province of Ontario for the dis-
position of sawdust as well as mill rubbish. The
general instructions appear in the report for 1890,
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and at page 78 in the appendix will be found from
various districts, not the statements made by hon,
gentlemen from incorrvect information, but the
statement that this law has been in force andis
being carried out, and I had it put in the report
for the benetit of the mill-owners. 1 do not wish
to oppress them, I know the law is vexatious to
many, I like popularity as well as most gentlemen,
but I cannot )u}ie\'e that the law is bad, and can-
not tind an argument on which I could ask the
House to repeal it ; and that being so, 1 am com-
wlled to see that the law is carried out. 1 have
}uul in t