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THE DEBATES

OF THE

SENAT]

i

OF CANADA

IN THE

THIRD SESSION OF THE EIGHTH PARLIAMENT OF, CANADA, APPOINTED TO MEET
FOR DESPATCH OF BUSINESS ON THURSDAY, THE THIRD DAY
OF FEBRUARY, IN THE SIXTY-FIRST YEAR OF
THE REIGN OF

HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, 3rd Feb., 1898.
The Senate met at 2.30 p.m.
PRAYERS.
NEW SENATOR.

Hon. Raour DANDURAND was introduced/
and took his seat.

THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.
i llency the Right Honourable Sir
Jol}zlnlsga}:;;bell yHamilwn-Goxdgn, Earl of
Aberdeen ; Viscount Formartine, Baron
Haddo, Methlic, Tarves and Kellie, in the
Peeragza of Scotland; Viscount Gox:don of
Aberdeen, County of A_berdeen, in the
Peerage of the United Kingdom ; Baronet
of Nova Scotia ; Knight Grand Qross oﬁ Our
Most Distinguished Order of‘Samt Michael
and Saint George, &e., &c., Governor Gene-
ral of Canada, being seated on the Throne,
The Speaker commanded the Gentlem;n
Usher of the Black Rod to pmceefl tmt,{; :
House of Commons and a.cqt:aml a
House,—“It is His Excellency’s pleasure

they attend him immediately in this House.”
‘Who being come with their Speaker,
His Excellency the Governor General was
then pleased to open the Session by a graci-
ous Speech to both Houses. .

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

I have observed with great pleasure the remarkable
advance in the political importance and material pros-
plen:g of Canada during the year which bas just
closed.

The loan recently effected has shown that the credit
of Canada has never stood so high in European mar-
kets, and affords reasonable ground for expecting
that the burthens of the people will, in. the near
future, be materially reduced by the substitution of &
much lower rate of interest on our indebtedness than
that which now exists.

I congratulate you upon the exceedingly cordial
reception accorded to the representatives of Canada
at the jubilee ceremonials, and also upon the warm
appreciation manifested everywhere throughout the
mother country in reference to the conduct of Canada
in materially reducing the rate of duty upon goods
imported from the United Kingdom into the Do-
minion. .
. The action of the Imperial Government in denounc-
mﬁg the treaties with Germany and Belgium also
affords most satisfactory evidence of their desire to
facilitate your efforts to promote the closest possible
commercial relations between Canada and the remain-
der of the Empire, and will, I trust, contribute mate-
rially to the development of imperial trade.

The extraordinary gold discoveries recently made
upon the Yukon and its tributaries, appear likely to
result in an enormous influx of people into that region,
and have compelled the government to take prompt
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action for the preservation of law and order in that
district and almost inaccessible locality ; measures
will be laid before you for that purpose.

A contract has n_entered into, subject to your
approval, for the completion at the earliest possible
moment of a system of rail and river communication
through Capadian territory with the Klondike and
principal gold fields, which it is expected will secure
to Canada the larger portion of the lucrative traffic
of that country.

The bountiful harvest with which we have been
favoured by a benevolent Providence has contributed
greatly to the increase of our prosperity, and I am

lad to note that the trade and commerce of the
minion, and more especially the amount and values
of her principal exports, have increased greatly during
the past eighteen months, and there is good reason to
believe that this improvement may be waintained if
not augmented, during the remainder of the present
ear.
v I observe with pleasure that certain government
contracts recently rl’e(; contain provisions calculated
to suppress the evils of the sweating systeni.

Gentlemen of the House of Conemons :
The accounts of the past year will be laid before
ou.
¥ The Estimates for the succeeding year will likewise
be placed upon the Table at an early date.
Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

Measures will be submitted to you respecting Su-
perannuation, the repeal of the present Franchise
Act, and a plebiscite on the question of prohibition.

These and other measures I commend to your
earnest consideration, invoking the Divine blessings
upon the important labours on which you are again

entering.

His Excellency the Governor General was
pleased to retire, and the House of Com-
mons withdrew.

BILL INTRODUCED.

“An Act relating to Railways.”—(Hon.
Mr. Scott.)

THE STIKINE-TESLIN RAILWAY
CONTRACT.

INQUIRY,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—1
should like to ask the leader of the House
when we may expect to have laid before us
the agreement’ or contract for the construc-
tion of the Stikine Railway referred to in
the Speech from the Throne. The subject
is agitating the public mind, and the con-
tract should be submitted to Parliament
without delay. It is impossible to discuss
intelligently a question of such magnitude
without having the details of the agreement
before us.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—TIt will be laid upon
the Table at the earliest possible moment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
May we expect it to be laid upon the Table
before the debate on the Address takes
place ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes, I think it will
be.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, 7th February, 1898.

Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
O’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW SENATOR.

Hon. Mr. F1seT was introduced and took
his seat.

THE ADDRESS.
MOTION.
Hon. Mr. KING moved :

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

To His ExceLLENcy the Right Honourable Sir
JorN CampBeLL HawmiLtoN-Gorpox, Earl of
Aberdeen ; Viscount Formartine, Baron Haddo,
Methlic, Traves and Kellie, in the Peerage of
Scottand ; Viscount Gordon of Aberdeen, County
of Aberdeen, in the Peerage of the United
Kingdom ; Baronet of Nova Scotia; Knight
Grand Cross of the Most Distinguished Order of
Saint Michael and Saint George, etc., etc.,
Governor General of Canada.

MAY 1T PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY :

We, Her Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal
subjects, the Senate of Canada in Parliament
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to
Your Excellency for the gracious Speech. which
Your Excellency has addressed to both Houses of
Parliament.

He said :—1In rising to move the address
in reply to the speech of His Excellency the
Governor General, delivered at the opening
of this cession of Parliament, I may be per-

" mitted to say that T would have been much

better pleased had the task, which has been
assigned to me on this occasion, been placed
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in the hands of some person more capable of
discharging the duty devolving upon me than
I find myself to be. I am encouraged, how-
ever, by the thought that while there are,
in the speech to which I propose to refer,
some subjects which may be open to honest
and fair criticism, on the whole I believe
that there is not much that is calculated to
meet with strong opposition. So far as the
political importance of Canada is con-
cerned, I think I am safe in saying to-night
that Canada stands upon a higher plane
than she ever stood before. To say that
Canada is better known in the outside
world than she was heretofore is saying
very little. I might go further and say
that Canada is exerting an influence out-
side and among the nations of the world
greater than she ever exerted before, I
‘might even say as great as some of the
independent powers. Then, again, with re-
gard to her material prosperity. We
have evidence on every hand that Canada
to-day is prosperous. No man in this
country willing to work need go idle. If
we refer to the trade returns and to the
reports of our banking institutions,
we shall be forced to conclude that the
business of Canada to-day is in a sound and
healthy condition. That the credit of
Ca.nada. is steadily improving, T am sure will
be admitted on all hands. As a fact, the
last loan effected in the English market was
placed on better terms than any loan here-
tofore offered. Although identified with the
minority in this House, I am not disposed
to claim all the credit for the improved con-
ditions of this country for the party to
which I belong, but, hon. gentlemen, I ma
be permitted to go this far and remind this
bon. House that the predictions which were
made and sent broadeast through thiscountry
previous to the change of administration, that
& change of government meant desolation
and ruin to Canada, have not been fulfilled.
W.hen I last had the honour of addressing
this House on an occasion similar to the
present, Canada had been invited to send
representatives to what is known as the
Diamond Jubilee, and I took occasion then
to express iny belief that in the person of
the hon. Premier of this Dominion, Canada
would find a representative who would do
her credit and would ably represent all
classes and all creeds within our borders. T
may claim to-night that in that respect our
expegtftions have not been disappointed,

because not only in ‘this chamber, but out-
side of it, throughout the length and breadth
of Canada, even the political opponents of
the Hon. Sir Wilfred Laurier are generous
enough to admit that his conduct and his
course at that great gathering in London-
was such as to reflect credit upon himself
and honour upon Great Britain's greatest
colony. I am not to-night going to discuss
the subjects referred to in the speech with-
reference to the denouncement of the Ger-
man and Belgian treaties, but without con-
sidering the effect of that step on the part
of the mother land I have this to say—and
we have great reason, I think, to be proud of
being able to congratulace ourselves upon
the fact—that the government of Great
Britain so appreciated our effort here in
Canada in the matter of the preferential
tariff as to at once remove the only obstacle
that stood in the way of giving effect to that
tariff. Last year, when Parliament was in
session, we were congratulating ourselves
upon the fact that we possessed in British
Columbia great wealth in mines, as well
as in the other provinces of the Domi-
nion. At that time the words “ Klondike ”
and *“Yukon ” were scarcely known. To-day
they are household words, not in Canada
alone, but throughout the civilized world,
and capital by millions is seeking invest-
ment today in British Columbia, in
Klondike and elsewhere. The government
who are called upon to administer the affairs
of this Dominion at the present time are face
to face with a condition of things which is, so
far as I know without parallel in the history
of mining elsewhere in the world. Before it

y | was possible to get reliable information with

regard to that Klondike country, miners
began to flock there by thousands, and it is
said to-day that there are at the present time
in the vicinity of Dawson City, or in the Klon-
dike country, from five to ten thousand peo-
ple, and if we are to take the opinion of gen-
tlemen who ought to know, strong doubts
are entertained at this moment as to whether
their diminishing food supply will be suffi-
cient to see them through until their stores
ean be replenished on the opening of navi-
gation. That is not all. In the face of
insurmountable difficulties at this inclement
season of the year—shall I say hundreds—
I think T am safe in saying thousands are
wending their way to that country. It is
estimated that this very year not less than
one hundred thousand people will obtain a
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foothold in the Klondike mining regions.
Some persons, perhaps nof quite so conser-
vative and not so careful, estimate the num-
ber far in advance of the figures I have
given, and it is true I think that, railroad
or no railroad, the chances are that these
people will work their way into that country.
I may be mistaken, if I am mistaken I am
subject to correction, but I believe that the
Klondike country is a country which pro-
duces nothing in the way of substantial
food. I have heard it said, and I have not
very much doubt myself upon the subject,
that the Klondike would not grow a Lapland
turnip, and it must be apparent to all that
every pound of food, all the supplies required
tor the maintenance of that large population,
must be brought into that county from out-
side. Thope and trust that the largest portion
of it may go in from Canada ; but let me say
this, that unless we are prepared to start our-
selves ; unless we are prepared to put forth
herculean efforts, the chances are that in
the coming year we shall not reap the
harvest, but some one else will who is not so
well entitled to it as we are. I do not sup-
pose that it is possible for us to intelligently
discuss what is known as the Yukon Rail-
way contract as the papers are not before
the House. I do not know that the matter
has been referred to very much upon the
floor of Parliament during this session, but
it is a well known fact that the press out-
side are dealing with the question from day
to day, and that there are different opinions
with regard to the propriety of the conduct
of the government with reference to this
matter. I am prepared to speak on this
question to-night as I understand it, simply
from the reports which have come to me
through the same sources through which
they must have reached the ears of hon.
gentlemen. If when the papers are brought
down and the contract is laid before Parlia-
ment, I discover anything in it which I
believe is not in the interests of Canada,
I shall be prepared to disapprove of

it, notwithstanding what I may say
to-night. As I understand it, a con-
tract has been entered into by the

government of Canada with a firm of con-
tractors. I think they must be responsible
contractors, when I take into account the
fact that they have already put up $250,000
by way of security for the completion of the
work which they have undertaken. The
gentlemen, Messrs. Mann & McKenzie, have

undertaken to build a road from the Stikine
River navigation to Teslin Lake, estimated
ab 150 miles. In addition to that, they
have undertaken to provide a sled road as
early as the month of March to facilitate
communication with that country. Then,
the price they are to get is 3,750,000 acres
of land in alternate lots in the Klondike,
or the mineral region. Besides that, the
government have agreed, I believe, that no
aid or encouragement is to be given for five
years to any line from the Pacific coast to
go into that country. AsI am informed,
and as I believe, the general consensus of
opinion is that the government have
selected the best route in the interests of all
Canada. There is no difference of opinion
on that score. If there is, I so. far have
not been made aware of it. I think itis
admitted on all hands that in the selection
of that route the government are following
the policy of keeping Canada for the
Canadians ; but there are objections to that
contract. First among them is this: it
is said that the contract was made
privately—that tenders should have been
called for. Ordinarily, I admit that
that would be the correct course to
pursue, and there would be nothing to
justify a departure from that course,
save the emergency with which the govern-
ment is confronted at this moment. The
loss of a few weeks now might imperil, not
merely the completion of that work, but so
interfere with the construction of the road
as to render it useless for another year. If
the country is what we suppose it to be, we
cannot afford to take any chances. If we
bad it there now it would be a great boon
to Canada ; if we can have it before the first
of September, it will be a greatboon to
Canada. If we fail I am satisfied it will be
a great loss to Canada. The chances are
that next year we will have a population,
in that country, ten times—I might
say twenty times—greater than we have
this year. Then again, it is said that the
government should have paid cash and
should not have given land. Tt does seem
to me that if there is one provision in that
contract which is likely to commend itself
to the people of, shall I say all Canada—to
the people, at all events, of the older pro-
vinces of Canada—it is that particular
feature. I do not believe that it is right to
tax the people who have no direct interest
in that country continually for the purpose
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of opening it up, when there is a possibility
of avoiding it, and I am pleased to-night to
be able to say that at last the government
of this country have found a portion of the
far west which is able to develop itself with-
out adding to the burdens of the taxpayers
of the older provinces.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—To the extent of
150 miles ?

Hon. Mr. KING—TI ain not to-night going
to cry over spilt milk. I am not going to
complain of the moneys that have been ex-
pended in the past in the west, but I am
satisfied that the people of Canada, as a
whole, will be glad to know, as I have said,
that even the lands in the Klondike are of
sufficient value to induce the construction of
4 railway for the purpose of developing the
aining interests in that country. It is said
tha}il: the Government should have given
cash—

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Who says that !

[}
Hon. Mr. KING—T have heard it said in
@ great many places—I hear it every day.

_ Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Not authorita-
tively by anybody—merely a rumour.

Hon. Mr. KING—It is said that the
land which the: syndicate gets could have
been placed on the market and millions
more than what the railway is to cost would
have been realized. That is an old story
and one I think that will not bear repeating.
I have a vivid recollection myself of hearing
similar statements made with regard to the
<construction of another great work in this
country. \I heard the hon. gentlemen who
were charged with the administration of the
government of this country going so far as
to predict that before 1891 Canada would
have received from the sales of land in the
North-west a sum of money sufficiently
large to recoup it for all the expenses con-
nected with the building of the C. P. R. I
think it will not be denied that down to the
present time—I may be wrong, and if so, I
am subject to correction—the receipts from
sales of land in the North-west have been

scarcely sufficient to pay the cost of surveys
and management.

_Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—They have been
given away.

Hon. Mr. KING—I believe that the
government should take no chances in this
matter. We all hope that the prospects in the
Klondike country may continue to grow
brighter and brighter, but none of us know
what may happen in a year or two from now.
We do know that the inducements at the pre-
sent time are sufficiently strong to warrant
capitalists outside of Canada, commanding
large amounts of wealth, to invest it in that
country, but we do not know how long placer
mining in the Yukon is likely to hold out,
nor do we know what value there may be in
the land which the government purposes
to give to the syndicate for building that
road. It is said that the contractors
for this railway have got a five years
monopoly. To a certain extent I admit
that is true—a monopoly so far as the
building of railways from the coast into
that district is concerned, but I shall
be greatly surprised if there is any pro-
vision in the contract which prevents the
building of roads from this side of the
Yukon into the Yukon district.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. KING—Then again, I may be
wrong, but I think that when the navigation
of the Yukon is open, it will be possible to
transport supplies by way of the Yukon as
they have been going heretofore, and so far
as monopoly is concerned, I have not a
shadow of a doubt in my mind that when it
can be demonstrated, in a year or even less
time, that the business of that country will
warrant the construction of railways from
points available on this side of the mountains
in our own North-west Territories, that cap-
ital will be found in sufficient amounts to
undertake them. It must not be supposed for
a woment that all the people in Canada live
on the Pacific coast. If I am not greatly
mistaken 95 per cent of them live south and
east of the Yukon River, and we on this side
of the continent have an interest in getting
into that district without going to Vancou-
ver, up the coast, along the Stikine River,and
by Teslin Lake to the Yukon. I expect that
long before the five years expire, if the trade
of that country will warrant it, capitalists
will be found who wiil at once begin the
construction of railways at points in our own
North-west Territories, and the monopoly
will soon have passed away. In doing this
we shall also provide a market for our work-
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shops and factories in Canada. We shall
provide a market for the productsof Canadian
farms, and if the Klondike turns out to be
what we hope it will, it would mean some-
thing of consequence to Canada, because the
amount of supplies and provisions that would
be required to provide for the wants of even
one hundred thousand miners in the Klon-
dike region would be a very considerable
item in the interprovincial trade of the
Dominion. I am not an expert in railroading,
and do not profess to know very much about
the construction of railways, especially in a
country such as the one in which this road is
to be built ; but the probable cost of that road
is variously estimated. In some cases it is as
low as $15,000 per mile. Well, it may be
possible to construct a road in that country
for a sum so small as that, but I must say
I do not believe that that would be an
adequate remuneration for the contractor
undertaking that burden. In the first place
every one must admit that the time limit
will add materially to the cost of work-
All the supplies, and all the material
necessary for the construction of that road,
or a large proportion at any rate, will have
to be transported across the continent and
find its way up there at an extremely heavy
cost. Then in addition to that, the gentle-
men who have that contract I fear will be
subjected to serious competition with the
employers of labour in the mining country,
and, further than that, I imagine there is
danger that the employees of that syndicate
when they discover that that company is
compelled to complete the road by the lst
day of September. or forfeit the quarter of a
million, will in all probability be ready to
take advantage of that condition of things.
Therefore I say that the company under-
taking a work of this kind requires more
than the ordinary price in a settled country
for constructing a railway. One would
think to read some of the newspapers
which are dealing with this question
that the syndicate who are building this
railway are likely to become millionaires at
once. They may be now for aught I know.
They have, it is true, a large area of country
under this contract, but I do not believe that
it is possible for them or anybody else yet to
determine the value of it. That has to be
proved. Gold in that country is not got
without digging for it. You would suppose
to hear some people talk about it, that all
the syndicate had to do when they got their

railway through and got down to the Klon-
dike, or the mining country, was simply to
load up their steamers and ballast cars, and
bring millions out of that region. But
mining cannot be carried on, even in Klon-
dike, without considerable cost. As I said
before, with regard to the building of rail-
ways, I am not an expert, or an authority,
but I had the pleasure of listening to an
address delivered in another place not long
since, by a gentleman who was deeply inter-
ested, who was the manager, I think, of one
of the English syndicates seeking to invest
capital in that country. That gentleman
said, if I understood him correctly, that to
produce $22,500 worth of gold would require
an expenditure of labour amounting to
$20,000. Sothat if Messrs. Mann & McKenzie
should be so fortunate as to take out of
these large tracts of land a good many
millions, 90 per cent at least would be ex-
pended for labour, according to the calcu-
lation I heard the other day, from which
certainly the government must derive a con-
siderable benefit. I think that the limited
time #t the disposal of the government
justifies their hasty and energetic action,
and I have no doubt if that contract is
completed in the time specified, the people
of Canada from one end to the other will be
prepared to appreciate and endorse the con-
duct of the administration which made
that contract. I do not propose to refer to
all the matters contained in the speech, but
there is one particular question with refer-
ence to which I do intend to say a word
before resuming my seat. The government
have announced through the speech of His
Excellency, that it is their intention to in-
troduce a measure this year looking toward
a plebiscite, or a vote on the question of
prohibition in Canada. As a temperance
man and prohibitionist, I have to say that
I trust that the measure will receive a
majority of the vote in both Houses of
Parliament ; and when the people at the
polls are called upon to pronounce upon it,
I trust also that the majority may be decisive
in favour of a prohibitory law,—a law that
will prohibit in Canada the importation,
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors.
But T have also to say that unless the
majority is a decisive one in favour of it, I
would rather that it be decisive the other
way.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND (in French)
Before adding some comments to the remarks
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which have fallen from the hon. gentleman
from Queen’s (Mr. King), my hon. colleagues
will permit me to thank the administration
for the honour which they have done me in
. calling me to a seat in this House, a position
which I prize all the more highly because it
comes to me at an age which gives me an
absolute right to claim your kind indulgence.
The government no doubt said to themselves
that if youth is inexperienced, it is sufficiently
pliable to acquire quickly the two qualities,
the two essential virtues of wisdom and
1mpartiality, which alone can obtain for us
pardon and lead the public to forget our
lmmovability and our irresponsibility. I
have searched the reports of your debates
for the past 20 years to find lessons and
exawples, and I have found the sound
traditions and the customs which appear to
have had for their foundation a constant
respect for the popular will. I intend
faithfully to follow the road which you have
80 well marked out, and in which I am
certain we shall not cease to touch elbows.
The representative of the Crown has spoken
to us of the prosperity of the country. I
shall content myself with congratulating
the government on whatever share they
have had in bringing about general
lmprovement of business. Throughout the
country confidence has been restored.
Traders and merchants and bankers admit
unanimously the improvement in the situa-
tion of the finances of the country. Canada
has taken a place in the eyes of Europe that
the most optimistic could not have dreamed
of our holding for at least fifty years to
come. The personal influence of the Premier,
“the Hon. Mr. Laurier,” has been a con-
siderable cause in producing such splendid
results. His journey across Europe, thanks
to the talents with which he is endowed,
had a considerable and beneficial effect for
our country. The denunciation of the Bel-
gian and German treaties showed to the as-
tounded world, the power which an autono-
mous colony is able to exercise when it is
guided by a politician who despises the old
beaten roads. The placing of our bonds at
2% per cent, following this event, has shown
that the pretentious title given to our coun-
try in 1867 was not merely a vain word, and
f«hab.we are commencing really to be the
‘ Puissance ” of Canada. Our Minister of
Finance took a momentous step when he
presented himself before the financial market
of Europe to ask for the same terms as the

richest nations. The stock quotation is the
barometer of the confidence in which a
country is held. I recall the outburst of
enthusiasm provoked in France, in the
home of the richest nation of the world,
by the news that their 3 per cent bonds for
the first time in this century had touched
par. That was two years ago. To-day the
3 per cent French bonds are at a premium.
That indicates that confidence is absolute,
that, thank God, the republic is seated upon
a rock, that the republican form of govern-
ment can no more be questioned—that the
republic is immortal. The prosperity of
our country cannot fail to grow, now that
the European immigrant knows its value,
and now above all, that our gold is
attracting attention in all countries. It is
important that those who come to our country
should proceed to the Klondike through our
territory ; that they should traverse our
country to reach Dawson City, and I congra-
tulate the government on having promptly
taken the necessary measures to render the
Canadian route the easiest. There is a three-
fold interest in our having the gold seekers
pass through our North-west to reach
Alaska, Circumstances have given the United
States possession of the mouths of our rivers,
and the coast of our territories bordering
on Alaska. The immigrant who passes that
way is subject to all sorts of exactions if his
outfit which he takes with him has not been
purchased in the United States. Here is
what Mr. Carruthers, of the Pacific coast,
says on that subject, indicating the state
of feeling in the Pacific coast cities on the
Klondike outfitting question :

The Klondike is in Canada ; it is most easily
reached via Canadian railways and Canadian ports :
*‘Canadian merchants should receive the greatest
benefit from the trade that is to be done with the
new gold fields. But to reach these fields travel-
lers have to sa.ss over a strip of territory belonging
to the United States. The customs exactions en-
forced there are so onerous, and the cost involved
so large, where travellers with Canadian outfits are
concerned, that it pays better to purchase supplies
in United States cities, and pay the Canadian
duty, than to carry through Canadian goods and
p:gr _t}ie ‘“ honding ” exactions of the United States
officials.

If the intending settler choosesthe Cana-
dian route, the country will derive a profit
from the moneys which he will have to distri-
bute on his way. I want the stranger to have
an opportunity to see our North-west plains
in order that the prediction, not yet fulfilled,
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of Sir Charles Tupper may be realized under
the present government, and that the thou-
sands of disappointed gold-seekers returning
from the Klondike (for all will not find for-
tune there) may people Manitoba and our
" North-west Territories. While it is desirable
that the government should interest them-
selves in our young provinces, it is also well
that they should think of redressing the
wrongs from which the older provinces
suffer as well as the younger provinces. One
grievance from which our population has
suffered will disappear by the repeal of the
present Dominion Franchise Act. A part
from the exorbitant cost of preparing the
electoral lists, I am personally aware of the
trouble, the injustices and the inconveniences
to which the people of the Dominion have
been subjected in the application of that law,
" and I shall be happy to see and to vote for
its repeal. With great pleasure I second the
motion which the hon. gentleman from
Queen’s has submitted for your consideration.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
should like to call the. attention of the
leader of the house to the promise that he
made at the opening of the session when I
asked the question whether the terms of the
contract for the Yukon Railway would be
laid upon the table before the discussion
upon the address took place. I understood
the hon. gentleman to say at that time that
the contract would be laid upon the table
prior to this discussion, and I find that it has
not been done.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I did not tell the hon.
gentleman that the contract would be laid
upon the table. I said I would lay it upon
the table if possible. I did not find it possi-
ble to do so. I should have been very glad
indeed to have met the desire of my hon.
friend, but I have found it impossible to do
so up to this evening.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
must confess Iam notdisappointed, and under
the circumstances I move the adjournment of
the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the House
do now adjourn.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Before the House adjourns 1 should like to
call the attention of the Secrotary of State
to the promise that he made before the close
of the last session of parliament. I think
there can be no mistake this time as to the
actual promise which was then made. He
will remember that I moved for a certain
return on the 9th April. On the 5th May
I called the attention of the House to the
fact that it had not yet been laid upon the
table. On the 7th I asked if there was any
information as to when the return would be
submitted, and on the Tth June I again
asked when the return would be laid before
us, and the Secretary of State made the
following statement :

I had a letter from one of the ministers saying
that it appeared to be quite impossible to bring it
down in any reasonable time. A large amount of
the information is not in the department at all.
The proceedings before the commissioners have not
in many instances been terminated, and the names
of the witnesses are not within the knowledge of
the departments and the names of the attorneys
who may be retained by the parties charged is not
within our knowledge. There is a vast amount of
information which we cannot get.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I shall be
satisfied if we can get it by the opening of the next
session, provided the hon. gentleman will add to
the return the number of dismissals and the reasons
and the commissions appointed since the date of
the address for which I moved and up to the date
at which the return is presented to this House
which wounld make it complete.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—VYes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL —Is that the
understanding ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—VYes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-—That you
will bring it down the first day of next session.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I hope so.

May I ask the hon. gentleman whether
he is prepared after seven or eight months
cogitation over this matter to comply with
the promise that he made in reference to
information which we desire as contained in
the address for which I asked?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman
is quite right in stating I hoped to be able to
bring down the return by the first of the
session. It is one of those returns that has
been growing steadily.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
am very sorry to hear that.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT—TI at one time offered
to bring down all that was prepared. I am
atill prepared to bring down the list, if he
Wwill accept it in that way. I have pressed
On my colleagues the importance of having
1t here, and I still hope to have it early in
the session. I think I have a return from
all the departments but two. There are two
delinquents yet. I suppose the hon. gentle-
man would prefer to wait until I can get the
returns from those two departments.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL I
ave nodesire tounduly pressthegovernment.
I am very sorry to hear that the return has
Decome voluminous, or will be more volum-
Inous now than it was at prorogation last
session. The government have had seven
months in which to prepare this return.
can easily understand why the return
has not been completed, after the state-
ment made by the hon. Secretary of
State, that is, that the list is growing con-
tinually, which means that the government
18 continually dismissing officials, and that
they are continually appointing commissions
to Investigate charges, or assumed charges,
against the officials, in order to make room
for others. If the hon. Secretary of State
can say within any reasonable time this
Session—I mean before parliament rises, or
a.few weeks or a month.

. Hon. Mr. SCOTT.—The hon. gentleman
18 quite aware, having been a member of the
government, of the difficulty there is some-
times in getting those returns from some
departments, Several departments have been
overworked. I have written repeatedly to
f,wo or three departments which have been
In arrears with these returns, pressing on
them the necessity of it. I shall further

Ppress them, and hope to accomplish it within
& reasonable time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-—We
shall wait g week or two.

The Senate ad journed.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, 8th February, 1898.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE ADDRESS.
DEBATE CONTINUED.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-—In
rising to address the House upon the sub-
ject of the Speech from the Throne, I take
this the first opportunity of congratulating
my hon. friend, the Minister of Justice,
upon what I consider, from a party stand-
point, the just promotion which he has re-
ceived. He has been long in the political
harness. It has been my good fortune to
have known him since Confederation. We
have battled, not together, but we have en-
gaged in political warfare in opposition to

each other for now over a quarter of a cen-

tury ; and I say this, and say it in all sin-
cerity, that the longer I have known the
hon. gentleman the higher opinion I.have
formed of him, and have no doubt he will
perform the duties pertaining to his office
in a manner that will be satisfactory at
least to his own party, if not to the coun-
try generally. 1 must also be permitted
to congratulate the hon. Secretary of State
on the fact of having been for the second
time relieved from the onerous duties of
leader of the government in this House.
He occupied the enviable position which I
now occupy for some 17 or 18 years—as
leader of the opposition. Whether he per-
formed that duty to the satisfaction of his
party can be best judged, from the fact that
they have upon two occasions promoted
those who have recently been brought into
the Senate over his head to lead this House.
However, T know that he will appreciate
that kindness from the fact that he is re-

lieved from the great responsibility
which would otherwise rest upon his
shoulders.  Referring to the Address

before the House, I think we might very
properly comment upon what it does
not contain rather than what is contained
in it. I expected to see a reference to the
Drummond County Railway, setting forth
the fact that they had entered into an
arrangement with that company, and that
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great results were following the agreement
which had been made. But if newspaper
reports be true, the government are about
as far from accomplishing the object which
they desired to force upon the country dur-
ing the last session as thev were at that
period. It is evident to me, and must be
to every hon. gentleman in this House,
from the position in which they find them-
selves and the position in which that road
is at the present moment, that the Sen-
ate performed one of its wisest acts when it
rejected the proposition which was laid
before it during last session. I also enter-
tained the hope that we should have had
some reference to that for which we have
been all looking with a great deal of
anxiety, the establishment of a fast line of
steamers between Canada and Great Britain.
A short time ago the press was filled with the
boastings of the premier, and others, over the
fact that they had entered into an agree-
ment with wealthy gentlemen in England
—that the money had been deposited and
that the ships would suon be upon the
ocean, and that we should be reaping the
benefits which we believe would flow from
the establishment of a line like that.
However, there is no reference to that, and
if whisperings be true, there does not appear
to be the slightest probability of any success
with the present contractors, and the country
will look with regret and suspicion apon the
action of the government in not carrying
out the arrangements which had been made
by the late government prior to their vaca-
tion of office. Then, again, there is that
very important question of cable communi-
cation between this continent and the
Australasian colonies. I have always looked
upon that scheme and that proposition as
one of absolute necessity, in order to accom-
plish that which all British statesmen at
the present moment are desirous of accom-
plishing, and that is, the unity of the Em-
pire to the fullest possible extent. Until
that communication has been established, so
that it will be exclusively British, instead of
having to pass through two or three foreign
countries, just so long will we be deprived
of the advantages of that trade which is
rapidly growing between the islands of the
Pacific and the Dominion of Canada. Per-
haps, however, when my hon. friend rises to
address the House, he will be able to give us
some satisfactory information upon these
points. It will be accepted, I know,

with gratitude, by those who have taken
an interest in this great enterprise.
There has been a conference in England
during the past year between the represen-
tatives of the Australasian colonies and
Canada. The Hon. Mr. Jones and Sir
Donald Smith acted on behalf of Canada,
with Mr., now Sir Sanford Fleming assist-
ing them at that conference. Why these
papers have not been laid upon the Table,
and why we have received no information
on the subject is a matter which is incom-
prehensible to me; and I hope that before
long we shall have the information which is
absolutely necessary in order to keep us in-
formed of what is really being done on these
important questions. I know it is the
custom to congratulate the mover and
seconder of the address. I do not know
that it is necessary that I should particularly
extend that courtesy to an old member of
the Commons and alsc of the Senate, a
gentleman who had already spoken in this
House. Still I must compliment him on the:
very lucid speech which he gave to the
House in endeavouring to sustain the policy
of the government on one or two of the great
questions which are referred to in the Speech.
T am sorry the hon. gentleman, the seconder
of the address (Mr. Dandurand), is not pre-
sent. We must all welcome that hon.
gentleman to a seat in this House. His.
readiness of speech, in fact, his eloquence,
was enough to captivate us, more particular-
ly those who understand the language. My
limited knowledge of French was not
such as to enable me to form such a
correct opinion of his remarks as will
his own countrymen and those who do
understand the language. However, I
understand sufficient to find that he, like
many others who have entered this Chamber,
materially change their opinions and views
upon the question of the existence of a
second chamber. We have otserved during
the past few years that this chamber has
been threatened with annihilation or at least.
reformation, by politicians and by news-
papers. We had the late Minister of Justice,
when he condescended to accept a seat in
the cabinet, telling his chief the present
premier, that he would accept it with the
understanding and condition that he was.
to reform the Senate. You will all remem-
ber the eulogy which he passed upon the
composition of this House and the necessity
for its existence. Since that, however, the



[FEBRUARY 8, 1898)

11

Senate has had the courage of its convic-
tions, and it has been honest enough to
express them, not only in word but in deed,
and by its votes. That has brought down
the condemnation of those who have been
denouncing the Senate as a useless body,
and at the same time condemning them for
exercising their own opinions and judg-
ments upon important questions affecting
the great and material interests of the
country. Within a short time we had an
utterance from the hon. Minister of Public
Works. I have no doubt it was very
interesting to the members of the Senate,
but if T read it, I trust it will not frighten
them and that they will not be under any
apprehension as to what is to follow. At a
dinner given in the city of Montreal to the
Minister of Public Works, referring to the
Senate, he says :

You can rely upon our good will and we must count
equally on yours. :

That is speaking to the people.

We have eminent men in the House of Commons
and in the Cabinet.

Of course we would expect that, knowing
that the hon. gentleman was there himself.

And in the Senate the majority are not worth the
rope to hang them. Keforms are necessary and to
accomplish them we can depend on your good will
and unity.

The hon. Premier, who spoke immediately
after the Minister of Public Works, used
this language :—

You appreciate him, (that is the Hon. Mr. Tarte)
and so do E

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—So did

ercier,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
And he further says :—

I think I have known him longer than you have.

And consequently, he knew better how
to appreciate him. Then we have La Patgw,e,
that $30,000 organ of the party, throwing
out its threat that if the Senate dared to
express opinions upon fome questions and

reject certain memsures which it fore-
shadow may be brought before it, that we
must be annihilated. The Globe, the other
day, uttered its warning voice against us if
Wwe dared to reject the Yukon Railway deal,
a8 we had rejected the Drummond County

deal. The Hamilton 7'imes has also been
muttering its threats against the Senate if
we dare. to have any such opinions ; but after
all, when we think of the utterances of the
hon. seconder of the motion for the adoption
of the address, and particularly after his
utterances at a dinner party in Montreal as
to how he, among others, was to use his
power and influence in reforming this body,
we may rest safely for at least a time. If T
understood the hon. gentlemap’s language
when he addressed the House, he said :

The history of the Senate showed that it had always
acted with wisdom, prudence, and a due responsibility
to the popular will, and for this the public was dis-
posed to forgive it for being a non-representative and
irresponsible body.

+ may have misunderstood the hon. gentle-
man, but thatiswhatI understood him to say;
and what, I think, has been reported. Still,
we may rest content since he has given us a
certificate of character of acting with wisdom
and prudence, and it only proves to me that
the moment an hon. gentleman enters the
Senate, it appears that the benign influences
by which he is surrounded, and the general
company in which he finds himself, and the
conservative character of the Senate, so
mollifies his opinion that he becomes as mild
as a suckling dove—one of ourselves. Then
I have, in addition to that, and 1 desire to
put this matter on record, the opinion of the
present Minister of Justice, and I frankly
confess that when I read the remarks of the
hon. gentleman at a demonstration given in
his honour when accepting that important
portfolio which he now holds, I read it with
pleasure, though I have no recollection dur-
ing the 25 or 30 years I have known him, of
ever hearing him speak of abolishing the
Upper House. The hon.gentleman, the Min-
ister of Justice, said in hisspeech delivered
at Ridgetown, on the 26th November last :

It is sometimes argued that we ought to have but.
one House. He did not accept that view, and he was.
free to say after he had become for the time being, at
all events (I do not know whether that indicates that.
the hon. gentleman intends to descend to the other-
House), & member of another Chamber, what he had
said before he entered it, that it would be a very
dangerous experiment where a government had large
questions to deal with—and every government would
have such questions from time to time to solve, and
in times of excitement that government should be
entirely under the control of one Chamber,if the whole
power is in the hands of one Assembly, and that
Assembly had behind it an excited public,there would
be no guarantee of justice and fair dealing. The
great advantage of two Houses is this, that it leaves
upon the members of the House that is dominant the
ever present impression that it cannot do wholly as it
pleases.
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With those sentiments I'am sure there is
not a conservative member of this House,
nor a conservative in Canada, who will not be
heartily and fully in accord. I trust I may
be pardoned for these introductory remarks,
but I was anxious that these sentiments
that had teen uttered by different members
-of the House, and the change which has
taken place in their sentiments since they
became senators should be put upon record,
in order, that at least we may know what
their opinions really are. I could not help
reflecting upon times gone by when I heard
the speech of my hon. friend who moved the
-address. I fancy that I heard his dulcet
tones ringing through the chamber of the
House of Commons in denunciation of the
national policy and protection, as having
brought ruin and misery on every poor man
in the country, and on the farmers in par-
ticular. But what a change has come over
‘his dream. 'Why he had nothing but praise
for the government and their whole policy,
so far as he ventured an opinion. Itis true he
said that he would not expressanopinionupon
what might be called the Yukon railway
deal, until he had seen the terms of it, but
unfortunately for him, the greater part of
his half hour’s speech was devoted to approv-
ing of that of which he said he knew noth-
ing. It is enough for an old politician like
himself to know that the party that he
follows had enunciated a ecertain policy and
he was prepared to support it. He also,
with a good deal of pleasure, referred to the
political importance and material prosperity
of Canada, referring to the prosperous state
of the country and also to the increase in its
business, particularly the imports and exports
of the country. There is not a man in
Canada who does not join hands in rejoicing
-over any prosperity that may exist, but when,
by inference, it is pretended to show that that
is the result of the policy of the present
‘Government, then it becomes an asser-
tion which will be doubted by any one who
has studied the question. If our exports
have increased during the past year from
16,000,000 to 17,000,000 of dollars has that
been the result of the policy of this, or any
other Government? It has been the result of
better harvest in Canada, more particular-
ly in the North-west Territories, andin Mani-
toba. It hasbeen caused to a great extent by
the fact of a scarcity of provisions, more
particularly of cereals in other countries.
If the present government and its policy are

to be credited with the prosperity which has
existed in this particular line, then I suppose
they are also responsible for the causes
which created the increase in the value of
our cereals. There was a famine in India ;
are they responsible for that? There was a
shortage in the crop of the Australian
Colonies to such an extent that millions of
bushels of grain had to be shipped to that
country. The wheat crop in the Argentine
Republic was also a failure, and so it was
almost over the whole world, except, fortu-
nately, in the Dominion of Canada. That
failure in other portions of the word,
opened a market for every bushel of grain
and every pound of beef that we could send
out of the country. Prices rose and we have
reaped a benefit thereby. If you look at the
trend of trade in this country you will find
that it is tending almost entirely towards
England. I have pointed out in former
addresses to this House how from 1868
up to last year, the percentage of trade
from the United States had fallen off,
and that there had been a great increase in
the export trade to England. The present
preferential tariff, as it is called, however,
has had this result: while England has
furnished a market for all that we could pos-
sibly send her, the importations from Great
Britain have fallen off over 3 millions of
dollars during the last 9 months. Statistics
give us these facts, and if that be the case
what becomes of this boasted preferential
arrangerent, which it is caid the present
government has adopted in order to increase
our trade with England and reduce our trade
with other sestions of the world? Has the
tariff been preferential in its cheracter? Is
it not precisely what we pointed out it was
during the last session of this House? It was
denied then by the government that the pre-
ference was given to other nations. However,
if my recollection serves me right, 1 must
give the late Minister of Justice credit for
this: I have no recollection of hearing that
hon. gentleman giving an opinion, as Minis-
ter of Justice, upon the disputed point as
to the effect of the German, Belgian, and
other treaties, containing favoured nations
clauses. He studiously avoided that, if my
memoryserves me right. The furthestI heard
him go was to say “ Our governmentcontends.
that those treaties do not affect us,” and
beyond that the hon. gentleman did not go.
Great Britain accepted the statement made
by the Premier and by other members of the
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cabinet that it was a preferential arrange-
ment to specially benefit the mother country,
but as its operations became known to the
mercantile community of England, they be-
gan to change their mind and asked them-
selves this question : If this be the case, how
is it, that our exportations to Canada are
falling off while those from the United
States to Canida are increasing? If you
look at the tariff you can understand why
that has been the result. While the hon.
gentlemen opposite have professed free trade
principles—that is before the election—and
while they re-echoed them in Englg.n@, their
tariff is not a free trade tariff, noris it what
is known as a revenue tariff ; and I am quite
satisfied that my hon. friend who sits oppo-
site me (Mr. Mills) will not attempt to prove
or even to state that it is one or the other.
All you have to do is to look at the rates of
duty to convince you that it is not a free
trade tariff. Let me give you a few figures

in order to sustain this portion of my argu-| Lace

ment. If you refer to the tariff you will
find that the old rate of duty on pig iron was
$4, under the present tariff it is $2.§0, put
bear in mind, that they adopted a principle
which they had, when in opposition, in the
strongest possible language condemned as
vicious, that of increasing the b_ountxes, S0
that a greater protection was given to the
manufacturer of iron than they had enjoyed
under the old regime, while the reduction of
the duty was a loss to the revenue. No
doubt my hon. friends opposite Will argue
that that was for the benefit of the con-
sumer. The following are the old rates
compared with those in the new list :—

Former | Present
h— Duty. | Duty.
i I 8 cta.! 8 cts
Pig iron per ton .. . .....o-- o 400 2 50
C ]! perton.............envenn o 7§ Fres.
orn, per bush............c.ocooet o y
ar 1ron, per ton... ........c000c i 015 0 123
heat, per bush ............. | e 0
Flour, per bbl. ... ...wceuen-- 075 | 060
Corn meal. .........coveeeeemanes Il
N

I have selected those items to show that
wherever the duties affected the trade from
the United States, they have been lowered,
and the consequence is that larger importa-
tions have taken place from the United
Btates during the last nine months than at

any previous period. So far, therefore, as
preference in the new tariff is concerned, it
was in favour of the United States rather
than of Great Britain. Now, let us look at
the importations from the mother country
and see how far the hon. gentlemen opposite
have carried out ‘the principle of free
trade. Here are the duties imposed upon
a number of articles which are principally
imported from Great Britain with the 12§.
per cent deducted :—

‘| Former ; Present
Duty. | Duty.

P p-c.

i

21
1

RBEBHEE ¢

©
Ot

|
|
|
l

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Is the hon. gentleman.

giving our rate of duty on English goods or-
on goods generally %

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
am speaking of the tariff as it exists, with
the 12} off, and that applies to the world, but
what I want to point is that the duties have
been decreased on importations from the-
United States while on those from Great
Britain the duties have been actually
increased. Is it any wonder that the.
manufacturers of this eountry say that the
present tariff is as good for them as the old
one in many respects? Isit any wonder:
that the late election in Centre Toronto was
carried more on a personal issue than on

5REBY

.| party lines by the election of one of the-

strongest protectionists in that city—by the
election of a gentleman who boasted that he
had supervised every single item in the
tariff, and more particularly the iron duties,
and the manufactures of machinery in
which he is himself engaged.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—There is the 12}.
per cent reduction.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
am aware of that. There will be a 12} per

cent reduction en. goods until the first of:
July.
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Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Not on goods im-
ported from the United States.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Allow me to make my own statement: 12}
per cent until the first of July, and after
that an additionnal 124 per cent, upon
goods imported into this country under
what is termed the preferential tariff. That
will not apply to any country, the United
States among them, except they reduce their
tariffs, but it is open to be taken advantage
of by the United States, or any country that
may think proper to reduce their tariff, not
to a level with ours, but in the words of the
resolution, to a level, on the whole, equal
to ours ; hence the clause does not apply
to Engiland exclusively ; it applies to
every country in the world that has any
tariff regulation which is as low as the
Canadian tariff The best evidence of that
is that the preference has been extended to
many countries—I think some 15 or 20,
outside those countries which are governed
in their commercial relations with England
and her colonies, by what is known as the
favoured nations clause. If any one has
taken the trouble to look at the different
tariffs throughout the world in the smaller
principalities and smaller countries, outside
of France and Germany, and some portions
of Austria, and one of the Australian colon-
ies in particular, he will find that all their
tariffs are lower than the Canadian tariff,
and consequently they come within the mean-
ing of the resolution which provides for the
reduction of the duties. I will not weary the
House with other figures upon this point.
But it has been also stated that the govern-
ment have adopted a free-trade policy, and
I was a little astonished in reading the
newspapers to find in the reported speech of
the mover of the address—I suppose I cgn
refer to what appeared in the newspapers, it
is public property—in which he said that the
Liberal party never pledged itself to remove
every vestige of protection or of adoptiny
free trade. I do not know how the present
tariff will meet the approval and approba-
tion of my hon. friend from Marquette (Mr.
Boulton), particularly when you look at its
operations, and the effect that it is having
upon the trade of the country generally. I
will even, at the risk of wearying the House
for a few moments, refer to some of the
utterances of the party in power, in order
that we may judge of the correctness of that

statement. I may say that one would be a
little surprised, in reading the debates of
the other House and the utterances of min-
isters, to find that they never attempt to
justify the non-fulfilment of the professions
which they made before they came into
office, and yet you hear members of the
party justifying the actions of the govern-
ment in continuing the tariff as it is. Speak-
ing from a personal standpoint, according to
the views I hold upon the questionof the fiscal
policy of this ccuntry, more particularly
with reference to protection, I do not find
any fault with the course they have pursued ;
but when we are told, as we have been told
by the mover of the address, that the pre-
dictions made before the elections of the
destruction of our industries had not been
fulfilled, but that everything was prosperous,
why then we can only reply that the people
of this country were dolts enough to believe
that the professions which public men had
made would be honestly carried out. In
the language of Mr. Bertram the other day
in the House, had the policy indicated in
their speeches been carried out, we would
have seen the destruction of our industries,
and the prostration of trade in the country.
I am going to read a few extracts in order
that they may be placed in a succinet man-
ner before the people and upon record, to
show how grossly the men at present in
power have violated every promise that they
have made when they were in opposition. I
read in a paper a short time ago a very elo-
quent lecture delivered by the Hon. Geo.
Washington Ross, Minister of Education
for Ontario, in which he made this declara-
tion :

In Canada the conditions are such—and I know of
no liberal who took any other ground—that free trade
is impracticable.

That is a very good sentiment, but it
sounds strange coming from the lips of a
leader in the Liberal party, after our ex-
perience of the last ten or fifteen years.
Then we have the mover of the address in
the Commons the other day declaring that
the Liberal party never pledged themselves-
to adopt free trade principles. Let us see
what some of them said. Mr. Laurier, the
present premier, at the Ottawa conference
in 1893, made this declaration :

We shall never rest until it (protection) is wiped

‘out entirely.
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In Peel the same gentlemen said :

I propose that we shall follow England’s example
and open our ports to the products of the world.

In Ottawa at the convention he said :

I preach to you the gospel of absolute destruction
protection ; not a vestige shall remain.

Mr. Laurier at Waterloo, in J uly, 1893,
said :

The Liberal party proposed to tax for revenue only,
and not one cent for the protected manufacturer.

At Victoria, B.C., in 1894, he said :

If the Liberals were successful they would cut off
ax)% head of protection atjonce and trample on its
y.

I have given these quotations from their
speeches in 1890, 1891, 1892, 1893, 1894,
1895, and up to the present time to show
how consistent they were in their advocacy
of that which they say now they never did
advocate. Let me continue. In Montreal,
in July, 1895, the Hon. Mr. Laurier said :

In the next place I will assert that, so far as
‘Canada is concerned, the system of protection has
been the bane and the curse of Canada.

At Quebec, he said :

Gentlemen, the only way in which Quebec can
recover its old time prosperity as a maritime city is by
adopting a policy of freedom of trade as it exists in
the mother country, Old England. Such is the end
we have in view and, as you all know, we are excep-
tionally well situated to carry on a maritime trade. -

In Ottawa, in 1893, he again said :

-They (the Conservatives) want to reform the tariff
and still retain the principle of protection, but I
submit to you that tge ideal system is the British
system of free trade. Let it be well understood that
from this moment we have a distinct issue with the
party in power. Their ideal is protection ; our ideal
18 free trade.

In Waterloo, in 1893, in addressing the
electors, that hon. gentleman said :

“Idenounce to you the policy of protection as
bondage ; yes, bon age; and I refer to bondage in
the same manner in which American slavery was
bondage. Sir, our policy is freedom of trade as it
exists in England, such as is practised in Great
Britain. I propose we should follow England’s
:{K;tlxap}g, and open our ports to the products of the

Mr. Laurier at Newmarket, Sept., 1893,
(Globe's Report)—

I will not be satisfied_till the last vestige of pro-
teTﬁ::;m }&s begnmreu‘x’ovgd from the soil O?Canfda.
 hat is the en which we are progressing, and the
aim which we have in view, and Pwe will ngé rest till

:: h ::e ac:\::vte: kthat otl))joct. When that will be 1
the Rohmoress to C:::ti ut at all events I say that

a have reforms to carry out,

‘| but that our great reform is to put away from the

soil of Canada the last vestige of protection.

Mr. Laurier at Winnipeg, as reported in
the Toronto Globe of Sept. 4, 1894 :

And now I will ask you, what is the policy of the
Liberal party ? I refer to freedom of trade such as
exists «in England, freedom of trade such as is
practised in Great Britain, freedom of trade as it was
in vogue at the time of Cobden and Bright. We
shall give you free trade, and although it will be a
hard fight, we shall not %ve in one inch, or retrace
one step, until we shall have reached the goal, and
that goal is the same policy of free trade as it exists
in England to-day. .

Mr. Laurier at Waterloo, 1893 :

We will tax for revenue, but not one cent for pro-
tection. Taxation is an evil that nothing but the re-
quirements of the government can justify. When
we are in power— and I don’t want to sell the skin of
the bear till the bear is shot, yet I think the Tory
bear is about to be skinned—we will relieve the people
of protection, which is a fraud and a delusion and a
robbery. For 1t is a robbery to take money from one
man and give it to another. It is not right that the
farmers should be taxed to give workingmen employ-
ment in the cities. It is not just to tax workingmen
in order to appreciate the prices of farm products.

Mr. Laurier, at the village of Arthur, in
North Wellington, on Sept. 17, 1895 :

It was claimed that protection was a benefit to
Canada, but it was the bane and curse of the country.
Again: Sir John Thompson, at Montreal, said that
the tariff would be reformed, but that they would
keep to the principle of protection. This, Mr. Laurier
went on to say, was no reform whatever. The system
was wrong from top to bottom. ..... The Liberals are
opposed to the system. They declare it to be a fraud
and a robbery upon the people of Canada. The goal
of the Liberal party is freedom of trade such as exists
on the other sigg of the water in the motherland.

Is it any wonder that when Sir Wilfrid
Laurier, the Premier of Canada, uttered
sentiments similar to those in England, that
they should have been accepted? and is it a
wonder that they believed that he had
authority and permission from this country,
after the elections, to give utterance to senti-
ments such as characterized his speech upon
his arrival ! I noticed in one of the speeches
from a member in the opposition in the
Lower House the other day, it was stated
that he had no mandate from Canada to give
utterance to free trade sentiments. I differ
from that and take issue with him on that
point. I think that from the utterances and
from the results of the elections, the people
of England had a right to believe that the
Premier was honest in his opinions and
honest in his declarations, and that he
would carry them out as the Conservative
party did in 1878, when they adopted the
National Policy. I never forgot a remark
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made to me by a leading member of the
Liberal party after Sir L. Tilley had made
his first speech in 1879, the session
called immediately after the elections of
1878. I was metin the lobby of the House
by one of those gentlemen, and he said, “ Well,
Bowell, you have gone the whole hog,” I
said, “ What do you mean by that”?! He
said, “You have adopted protection in its
entirety.” I replied, “Did we not tell the
people of Canada that if we were elected we
would do so?” “ Ah,” said he, ¢ I never
believed you would.” “ Well,” I said “ That
is just the difference between you and the
party to which I belong.” We have had an
illustration of the truth of that statement,
18 years afterwards. They went to the
people pledged to a certain policy, pledged
to the very hilt, that if they were elected
they would give free trade to this country
the moment they got into power. They
adopted the veny policy which Sir John
Thompson said should be adopted, and would
be carried out by the Conservative party, of
reforming the tariff—very slightly though,
only to the extent in a great measure of re-
moving the specific duties, a point which 1
will not discuss now, and adopting the ad
valorem system, but on the lines of protect-
ing, every industry in this country excepting
two, binder twine, on which now some Lib-
erals are trying to have the duty restored,
and barbed wire. Now, is the Right Hon.
the Premier the only man who made utter-
ances in this wav? Why, we have the mild
and genial Minister of Trade and Commerce,
Sir Richard Cartwright, who never uses, as
we all know, strong language. He said, in
reference to the protective policy :

The National Policy is worse than war, pestilence
and famine.

He also again said :

When we get into power there will be no half mea-
sures; we will destroy this policy root and branch.
These men and their bonused manufacturers are
scoundrels great and scoundrels small.

Then in Montreal, the same gentleman
said :
There is no Canadian manufacturer who need be

afraid to face the competition of the whole world.
Our policy is death to protegtion.

He also 'said, see Hansard, page 714, in
1893 :

Our.policy, first to last, has been to deétroy this
villainous protective system, which has been grinding
out the vitals of this country.

Sir Richard Cartwright—

1, for my part, wonld be sorry to see the issue
dwindled down to a mere question of revenue tariff.
This i8 a very good thing in its way, but very much
more than this can be got.

Sir Richard Cartwright’s tariff speech,
1894 :

Sir, we strike, and we strike for liberty and free-
dom fromn this system of protective taxation. I tell
the hon. gentlemen that we will not rest until the
slavery that theyv have imposed upon us has become
a thing of the past.

Sir Richard Cartwright at Ingersoll :

There are some people of the Liberal party who are
there for their fleshpots, and their stock of cotton and
some other stock, who did him the justice to believe
that he would do what he promised, and that he would
not be satistied with half measures.

One more extract from Sir Richard Cart-
wright’s free trade utterances, see Hansard
page 336, 1894 :

Sir, they demand our policy. Well, sir, they
shall have our policy, and I believe I do speak for
my hon. friends beside me. Our policy is death to
protection and war to the knife to corruption. Sir,
we strike, and we will strike for liberty and free-
dom fromn this system of protective taxation. I tell
the hon. gentlemen that we will not rest until the
slavery that they have imposed upon us has become
a thing of the past.

Well, they, like many Conservatives, be-
lieved his utterances at that time, as well as
those of his volleagues on the trade platform.
Then (Mr. now Sir Iouis Davies) uttered the
same sentiments narticularly in the maritime
provinces, where he denounced protection as
a system “accursed of God and man.”

At Middleton, P. E. I, the same gentle-
man in 1893, declared that :

Whatever doubts or difficulties there may have
been about understanding our trade policy in times
past, there is none now. Our platform is clear and
definite. To-day the people stand face to face
with such an issue, and the next contest is to be
one between free trade and protection. The policy
of the Liberal party is the reform of the tariff by
the elimination from it of every vestige of protec-
tion.

Columns could be filled, and I could occupy
your time for hours in reading extracts to
show what the professions of these men were
when they were in opposition, I would then
ask you to compare those sentiments and
those utterances with their deeds since they
have been in power. I do not know that I
can close this part of my remarks without
giving you two lines of their campaign
song :

Join together, heart and hand,
Liberals for free trade shall stand.
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1 do not commend the metre, nor particu-
larly the sentiments, but the opinion is ex-
Pressed in this doggerel of two lines just as
fully as if T had quoted for an hour. If it
will not weary the House I should like very
much to place on record the opinion which
people at a distance have formed of Sir
Wilfrid Laurier’s tariff and of the present
government and their fiscal policy. Passover
the old world and proceed some ten thou-
sand miles away from home into the Austra-
lian colonies, for instance, and you will find
the newspapers there diagnosing the tariff as
correctly as any man could possible do who
has watched it from its inception. I have
here o tolerably long article, but it is worth
reading. It is from the Australian Star,
published in Sydney, New South Wales. It
was a protectionist colony when I was there
a few years ago, but since then they had
an election. Hon. Mr. Reed, the present
Premier, was then leading the opposi-
tion, and they had a contest there just
a8 we had an election in this country
v?ith Sir Wilfrid Laurier leading the oppo-
Sition, both upon the same lines exactly.
Mr. Reed is an out and out Cobdenite, a
free trader pure and simple. He told the
People of Australia that if he was elected
and Sir George Dibbs was defeated, he would
Introduce the principle of free trade in its
entirety in parhament ; and unlike the free
traders in Canada he acted up to his promise.

he moment, the legislature met he abolished
the protective principle altogether, placed
the taxes upon lands and incomes; and
adopted, in fact, a free trade policy pure and
Stmple. That gentleman, when he was in
England, might and did very properly, when
Lord Hartington, the present Duke of Devon-
shire, suggested the question of preferential
trade with the colonies, repudiate the whole
thing. He was honest in his professions.
He had carried them out to the letter. He
did more than that ; he was opposed to what
our present premier once designated as “ tin-
pot titles,” he refused to accept any, and
went home to Australia as plain Mr. Reed.
Tinstance this to show the difference between
the two parties, one in Australia professing
free trade principles, and the free trade party
In this country. The Australian Star in

1scussing this question recently, used the
following language :

When Sir Wilfrid Laurier, Premier of Canada, re-

cently jubilated in England, he was welcomed there,

1t will be remembered, with unexampled effusion by

the frge traders as the true apostle of the gospel
-

according to Cobden. The Cobdenites presented him
with a gold medal, as the outward and visible sign of
his inward and spiritual free trade grace, and other-
wise worshipped at his shrine. And Sir Wilfrid re-
ceived the acclamations of the faithful with the prcud
humility of one who knows adoration is his due. He
seemed to stand there, the most solitary figure in the
empire, outside of Great Britain, lifting his voice and
testimony in favour of the only true fiscal faith. He
might suffer political martyrdom, but he was strong
to do and dare in the sacred cause of free trade. Only
a few months previously a general election in Canada
had taken place ; whilst the main issue in that con-
test was a dispute about the teaching of religion in
the public schools in the province of Manituba, it was
well known that Sir Wilfrid also denounced the fiscal
systemn in operation in the country, and declared that
i{ his party came into office they would sweep away
protection.

This accursing thing was stifling the energies of the
people, and preventing the proper development of
traAe and industry, and therefore it was only right
that it should be destroyed. At the time Sir Wilfrid
Laurier was in London to: take part in the Jubilee
festivities the English people probably did not know
to what extent he iad fulﬁls)ed the promise to establish
free trade in the Dominion, for the newspapers pub-
lished in Great Britain did not give much information
on the snbject. They knew, however, that the Cana-
dian c})a.rlia.ment: had included to the new Tariff Act
an admirable provision by which the manufactuiers
in the mother country were given certain advantages
in trading in Canada over manufacturers belonging
to foreign lands, and this provision so excited their
ima{nation that they apparentlg’ did not take the
trouble of ascertaining whether the other provisions
in the act were equally liberal from their point of
view, or whether, indeed, any real advance beyond
the reciprocity arrangement had been made in Canada
in the direction of free trade.

The new Tariff Act has recently come into our
hands and it is a revelation to us as it must be to the
people of England.

As we read its pages the pathetic figure of Free
Trade Apostle Laurier fades and is lost alike to im-
agination and sight. The best that can said of him is
‘“The voice is Jacob’s voice, but the hands are the
hands of Esau.” TFor, in truth, Sir Wilfrid Laurier
deceived the Cobden Club and obtained its gold medal
by using the voice of free trade, while, as for his
tariff, no protectionist in this province (New South
Wales) even in the wildest of his dreams ever con-
jured up or ever desired a tariff so thoroughly pro-
tectionist as that of the Dominion of ¢ Free Trade ”
Canada. KExamine the schedule of that tariff where
you will, from initial ‘“ale” to final ‘“ unenumerated
goods,” and you find a high scale of duties,.such as re-
gards New South Wales at least, it has hardly entered
into the heart of man to conceive. Thereis, it is true,
a schedule of *‘ free goods ”—*“ articles for the use of
the Governor General,” ** travellers’ baggage,” ‘* Ad-
miralty charts,” ¢ communion plate when imported
for the use of the churches,” ¢ curling stones,” ‘‘fos-
sils,” and cognate articles not_producible in Canada,
and certain ‘wares, such as indecent photographs and
oleomargarine are prohibited, but with these and a
few other exceptions every article imported into that
‘‘free-trade” Dominion has to pay heavy duties.
Take a few instances : Canned meats, etc., pay 25 per
cent ad valorem ; mutton and lamb, fresh, pay 35 per
cent ; paraffine wax candles, 30 per cent ; condensed
coffee, etc., 30 per cent ; apples, 40 per cent ; pickles,
35 per cent ; books, 30 per cent ; buggies, etc., 35 per
cent ; cotton fabrics, coloured, 35 per cent ; reas;-
made cluthir}g, wholly or in part of wool, 35 per cent,
and so on. These, of course, are merely a few instan-
cea taken at random of the free trade tariff of Cobden’s
Canadian disciple, Sir Wilfrid Laurier. These are
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gsome of the services to the cause of free trade which
have earned him the gold medal of the Cobden So-

ciety, the plaudits of English free traders and the ! ) A
0 3 /it by their taritt,

profound admiration of *‘ right-thinking ” free traders
throughout the world.

But the Canadian tariff is not, as no doubt our
foreign trade friends would, with their usual ingenu-
ity, like to attempt to represent, a tariff framed in
the interests of tge greedy manufacturer. Itis de-
signed for the benefit of tze people. Whenever the
Governor in Council has reason to believe that with
regard to any article of commerce there exists a ring
among manufacturers or dealers to unduly enhance
the price of such articles has (the Governor in Council)
may empower any judge of the Supreme Court to
make summary inquiry and report whether such com-
bination or ring exists.

If the judge reports in the affirmative, and, ‘‘if it
appears to the Governor in Council that such disad-
vantage to the consumers is facilitated by the duties
of customs imposed on a like article when imported,
then the Governor in Council shall place such article
on the free list, or so reduce the duty on it as to give
to the public the benefit of reasonable competition in
such article.” Tt is unnecessary to add that this pro-
vision gives the death-blow to seltish combinations,
not only of manufacturers, but of retailers, and con-
clusively shows that the tariff is designed to foster
local industries, not at the cost of the consumer, but
at that of the employers of cheap labour in Europe
and the Orient. Our free trade apologists have,
therefore, a great deal to explain away in connection
with Canadian trade and commerce and Canada’s
fiscal system. They must first explain away the
tartff ; next they must show how this most drastic
description of tariff has injured or will injure Cana-
dian manufacturers, or the Canadian consumer, and
if they cannot do this, and they cannot with truth, it
will be necessary for them to demonstrate how a very
much lighter tariff can, with provisos similar to those
of the Dominion, which we have quoted, injure
either the manufacturers or the cousumers of this
province. Finally they ma%feel it_incumbent upon
them to explain how Sir Wilfrid Laurier, with his
own inflexible fiscal policy, staring him in the face,
could by any stretch of truth or of imagination, even,
style himself, when in England, a free trader. For
our part, we are free to confess that the practice of
the (?:na.dian premier seemg to be infinitely better
and more honest than his precept. At the same
time perfect honesty of profession, combined with
protection, would never have procured him the gold
medal of that eccentric organization, the Cobden
Club. We hope, however, that after this exposure
we shall hear no more nonsense about Canada being
a free trade country. and that no further attempts in
this direction will be made to deceive the people of
New South Wales.

Now, let us look at the premier’s conduct
when he came back to Canada. His first
speech on his return was made in Montreal.
In it he assured the manufacturers in as
plain language as he could use, that their in-
dustries would not be destroyed, that they
would adopt, as far as possible, a perman-
ency of tarift, and in adopting a permanency
of tariff the protective principle, upon the
lines that had been suggested by Sir John
Thompson, which they have adopted,
would be carried out. Then, he found that
there was a strong sentiment of disapproval
of his utterances in England, particularly

when he declared that they did not want
any preference, though they had professed
‘When he got to Toronto
he made the astounding statement that he
had to adopt that principle of diplomacy in
order to obtain the denunication of the Ger-
man and Belgium treaties; or, in other
words, he had to swallow at one gulp, all his
professions to the people «f Canada the
moment he set foot upon English soil. In
order to what —to humbug the people of
England and lead them to believe that they
would afopt every principle which they had
professed in regard to the fiscal policy of the
country by adopting free trade; and when
the olive branch was held out by the Duke
of Devonshire (one of the most important
Liberals in England, of a family of Whigs
and Liberals of a whole life time—now it
is true joined with Lord Salisbury, more
particularly on account of the Home
Rule question) and still further by
Mr. Chamberlain—that was rejected
by Sir Wilfrid Laurier on the part.
of Canada, and that, too, in the face of the
professions that he had made during the last
eight or ten years. Well, he says, I could
not obtain the denunciation of these treaties
unless I had taken that course. Why, it
seems to me a diplomat would have held his
tongue! There was no necessity for his re-
jecting a proposition, however remote it may
have been, however indefinite it may have
been, the moment he set his foot on the
shores of England. All that was necessary
for him to do, when the intimation was
given that England was prepared to adopt
a more liberal policy, and to give something
in return for the opening of our markets to
their manufacturers, was certainly to have
either thanked them for it, or given such an
answer as would have left it open for the
future, when the conference met, to discuss
the question.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—What proposition am
I to understand the Duke of Devonshire
made ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
did not say a proposition was made, I
said the olive branch was held out by the
Duke of Devonshire that a preferential
trade with England could be adopted.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—On what basis ¢
It makes a great difference.
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Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It
doqs, if any basis was suggested ; but no
basis was suggested.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —But was it a pro-
tective basis or a free trade basis ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Why ask that question? Have I not already
said there was no basis suggested? The pre-
mier had said, and he reiterated it the other
day, and it was stated by the Globe that the
proposition of Mr. Chamberlain was free
trade, pure and simple, between England and
her coionies; and then he asked this ques-
tion: Are you prepared, said the premier,
to adopt that policy? The answer is that
the London Times took exception to that
statement. The London Times said, in re-
viewing the article that was in the Globe,
that Mr. Chamberlain was a sensible man,
and he would never make such a proposition,
and we have no evidence that he did make
such a proposition. On the contrary, the
record shows what Mr. Chamberlain pro-
posed at that conference, and he makes no
such proposition there. When asked the
other day what took place at that conferencs,
the premier said his lips were sealed, be-
cause he was not permitted to give to the
public the proceedings of that conference.
May we not naturally ask, how it is that the
Globe got possession of that information
unless it was given for the purpose of the
election at that moment, or concoted by
the writer? °If the premier took upon him-
self the responsibility of informing the Globe’s
editorial writer that such a propositign was
made, then his mouth should be' open
to tell this country the whole of the
proceedings that took place in reference
to that conference; otherwise it is a
a gross breach of faith on the part of the
premier to those who formed that conference.
Eve.ry man who reflects will come to the con-
cl'usu.)n, that he made the grievous mistake of
his life when he took the position that he
did in his first speech in Liverpool, reiterated
through the whole of England wherever he
had an opportunity of speaking. Any one who
has watched current events and has followed
the policy which Mr. Chamberlain has car-
ried out ever since he has been in office,
knows that it has been one having for
its object the unity of the empire and
was prepared to fight our battle with the
Peoplgéof England upon this very question.

And had it not been for Sir Wilfrid
Laurier’s declarations, backed by those of
the premier of New South Wales, I doubt
not we should be rapidly on the road to-
wards receiving something like a preference
in the market of England, such a preference
as was indicated by the Hon. Wilfrid Laurier
in his speech in London before he left for
England, when he declared in the strongest
possible language that he was in favour of
preferential trade, that every man in Can-
ada was in favour of a preference in the
English market; and then he said this: If
we had a preference in the English market
for our wheat and meat and cheese, of what
inestimable value it would be for the com-
merce of this country.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Does the hon. member
say Mr. Chamberlain was ready to give us
preferential trade !

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Well, I must say this, that question is
very much like drawing a herring across
the trail. It has nothing to do whatever
with the point I was making. What I
say 1s, Mr. Chamberlain’s whole policy
has been that of colonial preference, and
he stated himself that, after the declara-
tion of Mr. Laurier, he would not touch
the question with a pair of tongs, that it
was hard enough to fight the free traders of
England on that question, even with the
approval and consent of the whole of the
colonies at his back ; but they, having de-
serted him, and saying they did not want it,
he was not going to run his head against a
stone wall. That was the position of Mr.
Chamberlain, and no one knows better than
my hon. friend opposite (Mr. Mills) that
Mr. Chamberlain’s whole policy has been
more liberal towards the colonies than that
of any colonial minister that has existed in
his and my day: that he has done every-
thing he possibly could to cement the union
between the different parts of the empire.
Preferential trade was one of the grandest
schemes that could possibly have been de-
vised ; and 1 believe thatthe peopleof England
were beginning to realize that fact, but when
Lord Rosebery said, in view of what had
taken place and what had been uttered by the
two premiers of the two premier provinces,
Sir Wilfrid Laurier and Mr. Reed, the ques-
tion was out of the range of practical politics
at the present day. And so it is. But what
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I was saying is this, that Mr. Laurier enun-
ciated certain views at London, Canada,
where he pointed out the great advantage
that preferential trade would be to Canada,
and at the very moment he set his foot on
English soil he denounced the policy of pre-
ferential trade, declaring that Canada did
not want it. [ have occupied more time
than I intended on ‘his point. There are
one or two others, nowever, to which I
desire to call the atte ation of the House be-
fore I sit down. I notice in the address a
reference to the giving of contracts by which
the sweating system is to be abolished. 1
confess I am at a loss to understand what
that means, Am I to understand that in
giving out contracts for the manufacturing
of articles for the government, that there is
a clause in the contract instructing the
contractor whom he shall employ, how many
hours the workmen shall be employed and
the wages they shall receive? We all know
that the sweating system in manufacturing
centres, both in the United States and
Europe, is vicious in principle. How has
that been adopted here? When did we hear
of this before except through the press?
And why is it of such importance that a
reference to it is put in the Governor
General’s mouth in opening parliament?
Now, I have it from the best authority that
in some manufacturing establishments in
Canada which have received contracts lately
for the manufacture of police and
militia clothing, and other things, there
is no such restriction—that the contrac-
tors can employ women at all hours,
make ‘the girls work for starvation
wages, and carry outin fact and in practice,
that which is denounced as the sweating
system. Am I correct in this, or does my
hon. friend know, or is it one of those little
dodges to get a little cheap popularity?
We had announced in flaming letters during
the Centre Toronto election that the foreign
postage was reduced fromn five to three cents.
Well, there was another evidence that those
who were administering the affairs of the
country had as little knowledge of what
was containel in the Berne Postal Conven-
tion, as the Finance Minister and all the
ministers of that day, had as to what would
be the effect of the German and Belgian
treaties upon the preferential tariff. Tt
turned out that they knew nothing about it,
until they announced the fact, and their
attention was called to it by the Colonial

Secretary informing them they had no power;
and then they had to do in that as in the
preferential trade—back down most ignomi-
niously. Is this sweating paragraph of a
similar character ? Tf not, I shall be glad
to know what it means. But we have
heard a great deal about paternal govern-
ment. My hon. friend opposite has a dis-
like to paternal government. He thinks we
have no right to interfere with the manuer
in which people should carry on theirbusiness.
But here is a system without the warrant of
law, as far as I know, I know of no law which
justifies interference by the government with
any man’s manner of carrying on his busi-
ness. There is, however, one important
paragraph which reads as follows :

The extraordinary gold discoveries recently made
upon the Yukon and its tributaries, appear likely to
result in an enormous influx of people into that region,
and we are glad to hear that the government has
taken prompt action for the preservation of law and
order in that distant and almost inaccessible locality ;

and we assure His Excellency that any measures laid
before us for that purpose—

‘What those measures are it is impossible
to tell, but any one who reads this paragraph
will come to the conclusion that the present
government were entitled to all the credit
for taking steps to preserve peace and order
in that country. It is on a par with most
of their other professions. Before I left the
late government and while I was president
of the Privy Council and had the police
force under my control, I took steps to send
the first contingent of police into that coun-
try to preserve law and ordér, and looking
at what might possibly occur, we took those
steps for which the present government

now claim credit and consider it of sufficient

importance to put it into the Governor’s
speech. They have, it is true, gone a little
further. They have sent an additional force
of police to preserve law and order. How
far that law and order will be preserved,
with their gold regulations to be enforced,
remains to be seen in the future, but they
are not very likely to preserve law_and order
if the denunciation of the Liberal press in
the North-west Territories and in British
Columbia are to be taken as an index of the
feeling of the people.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Does my hon. friend
object to those regulations?

Hon 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL--I
will tell my hon. friend when that



(FEBRUARY 8, 1898]

questio_n is _under consideration. I am
391‘, d}scussmg the regulations; I am
1scussing  the modesty of my hon.

frlequ in arrogating to themselves the
credit for carrying out the same policy as
their predecessors did, and which it is
not very likely will accomplish the end
I view if the statements of the Liberal
press in the North-west and British
(Jol\_xmbla, are any icdications of public
feeling. The next matter is with re-
ference to the contract which is to be
laid before the House. The contract
was placed in my hands after I had
commenced speaking: the Senate I think
will excuse me if I do not discuss this ques-
tion as intellivently as I might have done if

I had had a few minutes to read it. But I |

built without the expenditure of one dollar
of public money. That was well illustrated
by a little paragraph I saw. A farmer went
home and told his wife he had bought her a

. very expensive piano. ¢ Well, my dear,” she

said, “You should not have done that, we
cannot afford it.” ¢ Don’t trouble yourself
about that, I never gave a dollar forit. I
gave the farm for it.” While we don’t give
any cash subsidy we give away an enormous
territory which is supposed to be worth hun-
dreds of millions of dollars. If the reports
of Mr. Ogilvie and those who have been in
that country, and the investigations of pros-
pectors are to be relied upon, then we have
given millions. But why was it necessary
to take this step? Parliament was to meet
within five or six days after the date when

have this to say with reference to the policy | this contract was being entered into. But
of the government, that it is another evidence { nobody knew ; it was kept a profound secret.
of the total abandonment of the principles : Contrast the course of hon. gentlemen oppo-
they had advocated for years. We have site with the conduct of the government of
been told over and over azain that entering | Western Australia when they were placed
nto contracts by Order in Council was a | in a precisely similar position. About four or
viclous principle.  We have been told over| tive years ago gold was discovered in Western
apd over again, that all contracts should be . Australia. There was just such clamouring
given out by tender, but we are told in this | for railways into that country, about 120 or
case that urgency necessitated taking a 130 miles, as there is now for railways into
different course. I read in the government | the Yuk-n district. Did the Australian
organ of this city, a day or two hefore I government, with Sir John Forest as gov-
came to Ottawa, a statement of this kind, | ernor, adopt the policy that has been pur-
and I was rather surprised, because it was|sued by this goverument? Not at all.
written in a chuckling and glorifying style. ?They asked for tenders. There were scores
It went on to say that the government had ' of people waiting for it, and they made this
entered into a contract for the construction | provision : ““ We will give you a contract
of a road_ in order to enable producefor the construction of this road into the
to be carried into the Yukon district!gold territories,” and time being the essence
at the eafliest possible moment, and|of the contract, they limited them to a cer-
that _passengers could get there; and|tain period within which it should be com-
that it had been a great disappointment | pleted, but they added this addendum “you

to many people who have spent large
amounts of money in investigating the
feasibility of building a road, and that there
were over thirty people applying for charters
in order to obtain power to enter that coun-
try, and that fully half a miilion of money—
you will find it in the Free Press of a few days
ago—had heen spent by these gentlemen in
9rdqr to ascertain whether they would be
justified in investing money in constructing
theroad, and that they went away chopfallen
because, without their knowledge, a contract
had been secretly entered into with two
gentlemen, to give them that whole coun-
try. Whether that is justice to the outsiders
or not I am not going to argue just now. It

has been said also that this road is to be

shall have the use of that road from the time
of its completion unti! the time provided in
the contract.” The moneyed men went to
work ; they built the road at about one-half
the ordinary co-t for the construction of
roads, and for the seven or eight or nine
months that they had that road under their
own control to collect the revenues from
freight and passengers, they collected more
than paid for the construction of the whole
road, and retired weal:thy men. Uf course, I
admit the difference between the climates.
I admit the difficulties in the Yukon
country, which they will say, no doubt,
are almost insurmountable. They are not
insurmountable, because if the reports be
true that road can be built at $25,000 a
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mile ; that is the report of those who have
been over the road. If that be so, a policy
similar to that adopted in Western Austra-
lia could be followed here. You might have
extended the time; you might bave said:
You shall have ten or fifteen months to
complete that road, and we will give you a
monopoly of the proceeds of passengers,
traffic or trade for one, or two, or even
three years, if you like; and if you had
given it to them for tive years, the country
would have been in an infinitely better posi-
tion than under the bargain which has been
made. Then, there is another point. If
the contractors for the construction of the
Western Australia Railway into the gold
fields could construct that road and be paid
by the government very littie more than
half its actual cost, and could by the pas-
senger fares and the freight enrich them.
selves in a very few months, comparatively
speaking, in a country where the population
is as small as it is in Western Australia,
what would be the result if this is to be the
main line to the Yukon district with a
country like ours. We have the whole of
British Columbia, we have the whole popu-
lation of the Dominion. We have the
mining population, and those who enter
into these speculations of 65,00¢,000 in
the United States, who are rushing
there by the tens of thousands, so that in
three or four years the owners of that 150
miles could have retired millionaires, simply
from the freights and passenger rates alone.
Instead of that, you give them a charter to
build a road and give them a monoply of
the whole country for five years, and you
give them 3,750,000 acres of gold land. It is
true you may say, formerly it was considered
to be worth nothing, but it has leen known
for -the last quarter of a century that gold
existed in this country, and if you want any
evidence of that, read an extract from one
of Sir John Macdonald’s letters contained
in his history by Mr. Joseph Pope, when he
was writing to Lord Strathcona on this very
important question, in which the then Sir
Donald Smith pointed out the necessity of
securing, under the Washington treaty, the
navigation of the Yukon and Stikine
Rivers, because, he says, that is looked upon
as a gold country. The Hudson Bay people
I suppose, had discovered the fact that there
was gold in that country, but acting on
their policy they never gave the information
to the public. But that is not all. Contractors

are to receive some $375,000 from the British
Columbian Government to aid in its con-
struction. So that you have all these advan-
tages granted toa couple of gentlemen who
are undertaking this contract. Personally, I
have the highest esteem and greatest re-
spect for these gentlemen and I do not blame
them for entering into the contract obtain-
ing the charter for 150 miles for which they
are to receive 3,750,000 acres of land and
$375,000 from British Columbia and &
monopoly of the carrying trade into that
country for five years at least, and I believe
there is something about a ten year conces-
sion in the contract of which 1 cannot speak
now, because I am not aware of the actual
contents of the document which has been
placed in my hands. What I ask is this:
whether, with a proposition of that kind,
this House or this country would be justi-
fied in adopting it and in placing the law
upon the stitute-b ok. Urgency, 1 kuow,
is all that can be said in its favour. Ur-
gency existed in Australia at the time I
refer to. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Mills)
shakes his head, but the fact that they made
time the essence of the contract is the best
possible answer to that wise shake of the
head of the hon. Minister of Justice, that
urgency induced the government to take the
course they did,and I do not hesitate to say
that a more extravarant and indefensiblecon-
tract—perhaps I may change my mind after
I read the terms—so far asit has been made
public, could not be conceived by any per-
son, nor can I understand how any govern-
ment could enter into such an arrangement
secretly on the eve of meeting parliament.
Would it not have been as easy to have said
to all these gentlemen seeking charters ¢ We
want this road built immediately, it is
urgent that it should be constructed in
order to keep the people who go into that
country from starving, and what are the
terms upon which you will build the road %’ I
believe the road could havebeen built without
the granting of une single dollar of money or
one single acre of land. The traffic over that
section of the road will be suflicient to justify
the expenditure of any amount of money in
order to enable them to construct it When
the measure comes up I shall take the trouble
to go more fully into this whole question, be-
cause then I hope to be better informed upon
the subject ; but in the meantime I cannot
believe that this country will justify the adop-
tion of any contract involving the sequestra-
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tion of so large an amount of the public do-
main, and that too of 1 kind and character out
of which it is believed millions of dollars can
be made. My hon. friend asked me a
moment ago if [ approved of the regulations.
This I do know, that if the public state-
ments be true, this favoured company is to
pay a royalty of one per cent upon the pro-
ducts of the different mines which they may
sell, or which they may operate, while the
hard working miner has to pay ten per cent.
The man who goes there, and develops the
industry, the man who discovers itwould have
to pay ten per cent, while this favoured
company, with its four million acres of
land supposed to be go'd producing, would
have to pay only one per cent. I leave that
question at present until the whole state-
ment comes up before us. There are three
other matters referred to in the speech,
superannuation, the plebiscite, and the fran-
chise. I am glad to see that the govern-
ment intend to make some changes in the
Superannuation Act. That is like many of
their other principles. Some of the minis-
try in 1869 were its strongest supporters—
not to say adherents—of a Superannuation
Act. Being at that time in the House of
Commons, I voted against it, for reasons
which it is not necessary to repeat now, but
the manner in which the Superannuation
Act has been abused within the last
twelve months, should induce its strongest
advocate to suggest some changes. I shall
take occasion to bring before the House one
illustration at least in my own city of the
manner in which the Superannuation Act
has, to my mind, been most grossly abused,
and I question whether they have acted in
accordance with the law. The plebisci‘e I
have already expressed my opinion upon. I
am opposed to the principle in toto. I be-
lieve it is an abnegation of the functions of
parliament. I believe it to be the duty of
a government, under our responsible system,
to come down to parliament, if they believe
prohibition to be right, with a well defined
scheme, and ask the approval of parliament,
and if parliament disapproves, to go the
people and ask them to sanction it, and
stand or fall by what they consider to be a
great moral principle. Whether it be moral
or immoral, it is the duty of the government,
to my mind, to have opinions upon the
subject, to have a policy upon the subject,
and to come down to parliament and ask
for its verification, or not to touch it

at all. Is it anything but a shirking
of responsibility for the government to
go to the people and say: “TIf you want
so and so we will do so and so.”- Is
that the principle of responsible govern-
ment? If they had gone to the country up-
on the question of prohibition and taken
their political lives in their hands, individu-
ally and collectively, upon that question,
then it would be quite right, quite proper to
come down to parliament, and either pro
pose or reject it. And so it is with the
whole system. I believe it to be a violation
of the principies of responsible government,
the shirking of a responsibility which de-
volves upon the Ministers of the Crown. I
do not mean that offensively, although it
may, perhaps, sound offensive. As to the
franchise, I am in favour of a uniform fran-
chise. I care very little what it is at
present, but I have never been in favour in
my life of what you call manhood suffrage
or universal suffrage. But when we consider
the extent to which the suffrage has been
extended to the people of the Dominion, it
is a grave question whether it would not be
better to have one uniform system over the
whole Dominion, with manhood suffrage
with certain restrictions as to age and
residence, rather than have a franchise
different in each province.. I believe it
is universal suffrage in P.E.IL. and the same
in British Columnbia, with restricted suffrage
in the province of Quebec and a complicated
suffrage in the province of Ontario, and so
on throughout the whole Dominion. [ am
speaking for myself and not for any other
party. I have come to this conclusion, that
it would be much better, and particularly
for the Dominion Parliament, where
every young nan pays into the treasury
of the country in proportion to his consump-
tion of imported goods, or the consump-
tion of excise goods, and where every man is
subject, under certainages, to militaryduty in
defence of the Dominion and of the empire.
‘The principle, to my mind, is not so strong
when you apply it to the provinces, because
their taxation is based upon property and
income, almost exclusively, and many of the
younger men pay no taxes at all, they hav-
ing no property or income sufficient to tax.
So that the principle as applied to
the Dominion is quite different from that
applied to the different provinces. There
are many other points to which I would very
much like to allude from a political stand-
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poing, but I think I have said quite enough
to show at least the opinions that I hold in
reference to the policy of the government,
their abnegation of principle, their total dis-
regard of all promises that they ever made ;
and we must look forward in the future, I
suppose, to a continuance of something of
the same kind. I hope they will never
adopt their free trade doctrines in this
country, but I would like them to be honest
and straightforward and admit that they
have changed their opinions and know that it
cannot be carried out, and that they will
continue to protect all industries in this
country to the fullest possible extent.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I will begin my obser-
vations to-day like my hon. friend opposite,
by congratulating the mover and seconder
of the address in reply to His Excellency’s
speech upon the very lucid and clear state-
ments which they have made with regard to
the public policy foreshadowed in that
speech. These hon. gentlemen have acquitted
themselves with credit in the addresses
which they have delivered to thiz House,
but they have done precisely what I had no
doubt they would do when they undertook
the honourable and dignified task of reply-
ing to his Excellency’s speech. I may say
that I thank my hon. friend for the very
kind observation which he he has addressed
to this assembly in respect to myself. As
leader of this House I shall endeavour to
discharge my duties in a way consistent with
the duties and functions of this dignified
chamber, and I trust that I shall receive,
and I have no doubt I shall receive from
hon. gentlemen, that consideration and that
fair treatment which they, I am sure, will
be always ready to bestow upon one who
relies upon them for a support for those
measures which he believes to be in the
public interest. Now my hon. friend, while
he said some kind things with regard to
myself, nevertheless said some very hard
things with regard to the government of
which T am a member, and in respect to a
policy for which I with my colleagues am
responsible. The hon. gentleman thinks
that we are rather a dishouest group of
persons, at all events politically, and that
there is nothing that he can say of us that
is worse than we merit. Now, I do not
agree with my hon. friend in that particular.
T am sure that this hon, assembly will not
be surprised at my dissent, and I think I

shall be able to show that the hon. gentle-
man has taken rather a jaundiced view of
the position of the government, and that
they are not churgeable with all those in-
consistencies and with all those derelictions
of duty which the hon. gentleman has with
so much force, attributed to us. The hon.
gentleman cowplains of what is in the
speech and he complains of what is not
there. The hon. gentleman reminded wme,
in the address which he delivered to the
House, of a sermon that was preached by a
western minister many years ago, in which
he said his subject naturally divided itself
into three parts, and he would discuss them.
In the first place he would tell them what
they knew and he did not know, and in the
second place he would tell them what he
knew and they did not know, and in the
third place he would tell them what neither
of them knew. Now the hon. gentleman
has made a division, not siinply of the policy
of the government foreshadowed in the
speech, the work of the session, but he has
decried everything to which he thinks the
government of the day is committed, and
although the policy of the administration
was marked out for a period of five years,
he complains that the whole work of legis-
lation which the government has promised

to undertake 1is not foreshadowed in
the speech from the Throne and
undertaken in a single session. Now

this would be a heroic work for which
I confess myself—and I believe my colleagues
will join me in that confession—that we are
altogether unable to accomplish in a single
session, and I doubt very much whether my
hon. friend would not think us unreasonable
if he were in our places and we were to make
similar demands at his hands. The hon.
leader of the opposition in this House has
told us that the conntry is prosperous. He
admits that; it is idle to deny it under the
circumstances. The trade and navigation
returns, the state of the revenue, all pro-
claim the fact, but my hon. friend says the
government deserves no credit for this. It
is only when my hon. friend was in power;
it is only when my hon. friend was associated
with some of the colleagues that are here
and some elsewhere that the hon. gentleman
was willing to claim, or thought right to
claim, credit to the administration for every
good that the country received. If the prices
were high for farm products, if the crop was
abundant, if the season was favourable for
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a bountiful harvest, my hon. friend claimed
that as the work of the administration, but
he will not admit that the present condition
of trade and commerce and the present
Prosperous condition of the country is in the
slightest degree attributable to the govern-
ment or to its policy. The hon. gentleman
complained that there was nothing said in
the speech from the Throne about the fast
line of steamers. My hon. friend had that
subject before him and, if I remember
rightly, an appropriation was taken to estab-
lish a fast line of steamers many months
before my hon. friend went out of office. He
accomplished nothing. He tried to do some-
thing, but he did not succeed, and he must
not be surprised if, under the circumstances,
the negotiations which the government have
undertaken, and which they have been
carrying on, have not yet been completed.
My hon. friend speaks of the watter of a
Pacific cable and of better trade relations
with the Australian colonies, I am not
complaining, nor am I expressing any dissent
from the views my hon. friend has addressed
to this assembly in respect to these matters.
I would be very far indeed from expressing
any opinion that it was not important to
extend our trade with the other portions
of the empire, in so far as the elements
for mutual exchange exist between them
and us, I think it is very important
that the work should be accomplished.
And T am ready to go this far: I am ready
to say to my hon. friend that when he suc-
ceeded in bringing about the intercolonial
conference some few years ago, he did a very
good thing, not only for this country but for
the empire, because it brought men from
the different colonies of the empire together,
and the mere hearing and discussion o
-matters of common interest among them
could not do otherwise than confer a sub-
stantial benefit upon them. The union—
the common brotherhood ; the union of the
common interest ; the importance of secur-
ing, maintaining and upholding the unity of
the empire were matters of no little conse-
quence, and I did my hon. friend full credit
for having initiated that matter and for all
that he accomplished. Let me say more :
My hon. friend has expressed sentiments
here to-day with regard to protection and
with regard to the promotion of in-
dustries by a system of taxation—of bur-
densome taxation, and it always seemed
to me extraordinary that while he fully

appreciated the importance of imperial
and intercolonial intercourse, he did not
seem to appreciate this fact that the
fiscal regulations which he was urgently
advocating stood in the way of accomplish-
ing the most beneficial results that could
flow from such a system. My honourable
friend’s patriotism led him to decry closer
relations between different portions of the
empire. My honourable friend’s little Eng-
land view in this regard led him to erect a
Chinese wall around this country as far as
he could, and tended to make Canada a
close preserve for one class of the commu-
nity against the other classes. I am not
going to follow my honourable friend in the
discussion on the tariff changes. Some
changes have been made and those changes
are all in the direction of freer trade and
less restricted intercourse. My hon. friend
has spoken to-day of the importance of trade
between different portions of the empire,
and he has referred to views expressed by
the Duke of Devonshire, and what in very
vague terms would have been accomplished
if Sir'Joseph Chamberlain’s views had been
seconded and he had been encouraged to
pursue the line on which he set out. But
what that line is I do not precisely know,
nor do I think my hon. friend is any better
informed tban I am. That Mr. Chamber-
lain would have agreed to impose duties
against all the rest of the world and to esta-
blish free trade between the different por-
tions of the empire, I do not think and I
do not believe. I am of opinion that Mr.
Chamberlain would be very far from making
such a proposition. I believe it for this
reason, that if he had made it it would have
been impossible for him, in the present state
of public opinion in England, to have re-
mained in pablic life. He could mot have
maintained his position as a member of any
government, whether it be a radical govern-
ment such-as he favoured when he first en-
tered public life, or the government of Lord
Salisbury. I do not care what government
you look at in the mother country, you will
find it favoured unrestricted trade. The
people are unanimously in favour of such a
policy, and Mr. Chamberlain, as a man not
desiring to render himself wholly useless in
the public opinion of the couutry, as it
exists for the time being, could not-and
would not commit himself to a proposition
of that kind. There was this difference
between the views advocated by my hon.
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friend and those associated with him, and
the views that have been adopted by this
government with respect to this question of
trade. My hon. friend, while he maintains
that it was important to establish closer
trade relations between different portions of
the empire, was altozether opposed to dving
that without the British government would
make some special concession in favour of
Canadian products that were put upon the
British market. That he cou'd not get;
that would not be conceded; that would
seriously interfere with 85 per cent of the
trade of the United Kingdom, and that
being the case, the hon. gentleman was not
willing to make those arrangements which
we have made, and which 1 regard as of
great political importance, apart altogether
from the commercial advantages which

may spring from those trade regul-
ations. Does any inan doubt that
the concession of preferential trade

—especially preferential trade to the
United Kingdom—brought this country at
once into prominence, led to a discussion of
the affairs of Canada, and its relations to
the empire, to Canada as a field for immi-
gration, to Canada as a field for the invest-
ment of British capital ? Does not everyone
see that, apart from the question of trade,
an immense impetus was given to immigra-
tion in this direction by the adoption of th's
policy and that it has conferred upon
Canada, in the friendship which it has
securcd from the mother country in the
sympathy which has been extended to this
country in consequence of that conces-ion,
a standing and a position which it would
not have enjoyed and was not likely other-
wise to obtain. My hon. friend said that,
80 far as the second chamber is concerned,
certain parties advocated its abolition. T do
not know whether my hon. friend intended
to point those obscrvations at myself per-
sonally or not, but I can say this to the hon.
gentleman : I have never advocated a single
chamber. I have always taken the position
that two chambers were essential, under
our constitutional system, to the preserva-
tion of liberty and property and to. the
security and permanence of our political
institutions.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—-1
said distinctly that T was not aware that the
hon. gentlemen had ever advocated the
abolition of the Senate.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—On the contrary, I
have always maintained the necessity of
two chambers. In appealing to the cons-
tituency that for 30 years I represented,
somne three years ago, when the question
was put to me whether I would favour
the abolition of the Senate-—because that
seems to be a favourite doctrine with our
Patron friends—1 said T would as soon
think of crossing lake Erie in a canoe
and expect to reach safely the other shore
as to carry on the government of this country
for any length of time with out a revolution
if we had only a single chamber. That has
been my view for years, and it is the view
which [ entertain to-day ; but the manner
in which a second chamber should be cons-
tituted I consider a fair question for public
discussion, and the views that T have enter-
tained upon the possiblitity of improving
this chamber, by altering the mode of its
constitution, I still entertain. My hon.
friend made another statement which seems
to me was scarcely candid, and let me
invite his attention to it. He spoke of
preferential trade with Great Britain,
but he said the effect of our present
tariff was merely to increase our trade
with the United States and diminish
our trade with Great Britain, and the
hon. gentleman referred to the trade
and navigation returns as an evidence of
that fact. Now, I do not admit that that
is any evidence of my hon. friend’s proposi-
tion. In the first place, the tariff which he
quoted—the general tariff—is not the tariff
which is applicable between this country
and Great Britain. That tariff is less, and
the articles which the hon. gentieman refers
to as articles upon which the duty has been
diminished between this country and the
United States are articles that: do'not come
from Englaud at all, and in regard of which
there is no competition between the United
States and England. The duty on coal he
says was reduced from sixty to fifty cents,
the duty on corn from ten cents to free corn,
and that these things the United States
have a preference. Now, the United States
is the only country from which those
articles are to any extent purchased by
Canada. Take, for instance, corn. There
was any amount of United States corn put
upon the Canadian market a little over a
year and a half ago for eight or ten cents a
bushel. Iam speaking now of corn unshelled,
and that corn was purchased by whom?



[FEBRUARY 8, 1898]

27

By the farmers, throughout the west in large
quantities for feeding their stock.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Does the hon.
gentleman say that the United States
shipped cob corn into this country

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes, I have seen it
in the elevators at Windsor. Although I
had a considerable quantity, as a farmer, on
hand, I thought of purchasing at the low
rate then prevailing because it was there for
sale and a great nany of our farmers in the
west did so. That, I think, was an advant-
age to the agricultural population ; my hon.
friend may take a different view, but after
all, that is a question on which we may
differ. I believe it is of very great conse-
quence to the people of this country that
they should have the opportunity of buying
cheap corn.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
What about the other articles ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS-—Which other articles

—-coal ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—No,

iron.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I took a note of two
articles which the hon. gentleman men-
tioned. I am taking these as illustrations.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Taking all the items that I mentioned, I
do not agree as to your deduction.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I think the hon.
gentleman will see that I am entirely right.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—No.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—In my opinion that
certainly was the view of the country, for
those who purchased those articles, if they
thought they were going to be injured by
their purchases, would never have made
them. The hon. gentleman speaks of the
destruction of our industries. No one in
this country, so far as I know, proposes to
abolish customs duties as a means of rev-nue.
This country is very largely in debt.

t has to meet its obligations in some way
or other, and a tax on importations and on
commeéree, fairly imposed, is perhaps as fair
a way of collecting revenue as any that can,
for the present, be devised, at all events in
the present state of public opinion. About

that there was no difference between hon.
gentlemen opposite and those who are mem-
bers and supporters of the present govern-
ment. But when you propose to impose the
tax, not for the purpose of revenue, but for
the purpose of enabling some one to sell an
article at the expense of his neighbour at a
larger price than he otherwise could obtain,
and that neighbour is compelled to take
from his income and to hand it over
by virtue of the operation of that law to
the party who puts that article upon the
market, the hon. gentleman then is using
the power of taxation, not for the pur
pose of revenue, but for the unequal dis-
tribution of the profits of the various indus-
tries in which the people of this country
are engaged. When a state of things is
once established, it may be very difficult to
change it. The opportunity does not always
come to make an extensive change. We
are bound to consider the social order of
things ; we are bound to take into conside-
ration what we can accomplish by way of
reform with as little disturbance as possible.
It is one thing to force industries into exis-
tence by special legislation ; it is another
thing, when they become once established,
to undertake ruthlessly to pull them up by
the roots. That we cannot undertake ; that
we never said we would enter upon. We
have said that we were in favour of a revenue
tariff, and we believe that the freer you can
make trade, the better it will be for the
country. Let hon. gentlemen look at what
would be the consequences if you were to
adopt the views of my hon. friend opposite.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—But your Prime
Minister says he wants free trade?

Hon. Mr. MILLS —My hon. friend so we
do all wan: it, and we want many things
we cannot always get, but we can aspire
after them and perhaps in time will be able
to accomplish them. Let us look at the
condition of these things. Supposing this
country were out of debt; supposing we
had other means of meeting the co-t of
government than the imposition of customs
duties more advantageous than those, then
my hon. friend might say the country
would be ruined because you cannot prevent
the people of Canada purchasing what they
require abroad, because you cannot impose
any duty. You have no pretext for imposing
any duty to keep those articles out, so that
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if the views expressed by my hon. friend{
opposite and those who agree with him are
correct, then the government of this country
—if the country were out of debt—would
be in a most unfortunate condition. I do
not agree with that view.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—The whole of
the argument of the hon. gentleman is that
“f.” «If ifs and ans were pots and pans
what would the tinkers do?”

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend can
answer that better than I can. T cannot
tell what they would do. I put a hypothe-
tical case. I say that if my hon. friend’s
contention is right, then the greater the
burden of taxation the more certain the
protection is and the greater would be the
security. That is not my position at all, 1,
say if you had started out without a public
debt, with fewer public burdens; if no ex-
penditures had taken place except those |
which were absolutely necessary, you would
have to day in this country sowme millions
more of agriculturists. Would they be alone ?,
Certainly not, for when your farmer takes up
his land, there must be a blacksmith ; there
must be a carpenter. He requires hishouse to
be built and turnished ; he requires all those
appliances which give employment to skil-
led labour and without which the country
itself could not ex st, and it in no way de-
pends upon the imposition of heavy burdens,
nor the exclusion of goods from other por-
tions of the world. Now, I am not saying
that we should adopt heroic measures. We
are anxious to carry on the government
economically. We are anxious to reduce
the burdens oi taxation as far as the present
circunmstances of the country will permit,
and when a still higher tide rises in the
finances of this country there will be a
further opportunity of making further re-
ductions. Ifin the case of the settlement of
the North-west regions in which gold is found
you have that tide of immigration which for-
merly flowed towards Africa and Australia,
turned in the direction of the Yukon country
and the North-west and British Columbia,
and you have seven or eight millions
to bear the burdens which are now borne
by five millions, does any man say it will be
in. the interest of the country to maintain
the present rate of taxation? Would it not
be advantageous to this country, if you had

'depends upon the will of parliament.

the power to further reduce taxation? f do

rot think that can be questioned—at
all events successfully questioned, and that
being so, I do not propose to accomplish the
reform, nor have the government proposed
to accomplish the reform that they call for
in this country in a night ; but we do expect,
with the progress of the country, with the
development of its resources that those
burdens which are borne by a small popula-
tion will be borne by a very much larger
population at an early date.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE —Will no improve-
ments be made in the meantime ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS —Certainly improve-
ments will be made where they are required,
but I trust no wild or visionary expendi-
tures will take place which add nothing to
the wealth or the prosperity of the country.
T wish to say a few words with regard to
the measures of the government proposed
during the present session. My hon. friend
has criticized the proposed railway scheme
into the Yukon country, and he says that
this is a measure made by Order in Council.
Most measures are, but this is a measure
that is not yet in force. Tt is a measure that
Par-
liament can say whenever this measure
comes before it that it is a bad measure and
sught not to become law. We have not
invaded the authority of parliament; we
have not taken anything out of the hands
of parliament. Parliament is as free to
deal with this contract as it was to deal
with the contract for the construction of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, which also was
submitted to parliament and required the
ratification of parliament to bring it into
being. My hon friend refers to a precedent
in the history of Western Australia, to show
that we ought to have advertised for tenders.
I admit that ordinarily that is the correct
rule ; but there may be emergencies in
which that cannot he done. Ordinarily we
ought to ask parliament for an apppro-
priation of public moneys when they are
required, but in England they have some-
times been obliged to use money to meet
an emergency which could not be fore-
seen, and have had to come to parliament
for a indemnity. They say it is in the
public interest and we throw ourselves
on parliament to sustain us for taking our
political lives in our hands to accomplish
this resuit. That is the position in which
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we stand to-day. There is no comparison“
between the case of western Australia and

the Klondike country. Australia has not a
country of 70,000,000 people beside it which
may at any moment take possession of the .
country. Australia has not a country beside
it which may at any moment close every
gate and every avenue which leads irto the.
country which you call your own, but that'
is the pusition of Canada at this moment.

We fiud along the whole of the Facific coast -
the only avenues into our territory in the
hands of our neighbours. There is a quan-
tity of land a few miles away from Skagway
that we believed they would recognize as a
boundary, but you will see it ~tated in almost
every United States periodical published on
the Pacific coast that is not the boundary line;
that the boundary extends ten geographical
leagues inland, and thattheirterritory reaiches
to that point. If it does, the Treaty of Wash-
ington gives them the right to navigate the
rivers in our territory, and instead of thg
government of Canada holding that terri-
tory, it would be the government of the
United States that would hold it, and you
could not send a policeman into the terri-
tory nor a man with arms, nor ma.k.e the
slightest defence of your country without
the will and grace of your reighbours. That
is the position. That is a position on which
this government has determined shall not
continue, and we have undertaken to con-
struct a railway, in the public interests, to
defend Canadian rights and British interests
in the North-west.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-—The building of
a railway will not prevent the use of the
Yukon by the people of the United States.

Hon, Mr. MILLS--If the honourable
gentleman was a little more disposed to
listen fairly, instead of listening unfairly, he
would see that it is vital to us that we should
have means of communication with the
Klondike by which we could send supplies
and the police and our officers, under our
own control.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-'—IS
not the navigation of the Stikine River
and Lake Teslin free to both countries the
same as the St. Lawrenct??

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes, I do not deny

that, but the hon. gentleman knows it is

only for commercial purposes, and the treaty
says so. The hon. gentleman knows that
under the treaty of St. Petersburg, we had
the right to navigate the Yukon for
all purposes, and every other river which

“flows into the ocean, but we lost that when
. the treaty of 1871 was negotiated. By the

route through the Chilcoot Pass you go into
a United States port, and whether you are
allowed to land police there, or land arms,
or send any equipment through, depends
upon your neighbours. If you go to the
White Pass, there is the same condition of

'things, and until this railway is constructed

we have not the means of getting into that
territory, except by the favour of our neigh-
bour. Every hon. gentleman knows that the
Edmonton route is a most desirable one,
and one which it may be necessary to
open at an early date, yet it is fifteen hun-
dred miles, and the whole season would be
lost if it was adopted, and at present it
would be quite impossible to get the required
supplies through by that route. We believe
it is in the public interest that that road
should be constructed. If we had delayed
it could not have been built this year. The
work must be carried on while the snow is
upon the ground. There must be means of
sending in supplies, and storing them at the
head of the navigable waters of Teslin Lake.
There are provisions made, as hon. gentle-
men will see, that that may be accomplished.
and that road, which is to be made within
thirty or forty days fit for ordinary travel, is
to be made a completed railway, connecting
the navigable waters on the one side with
the navigable waters on the other, by the
ist of September and it will be in the power
of the government to send in such men as may
be necessary to maintain law and order
with a large population, which will be
mostly foreign, and to retain that country,
and to maintamn the interests of Canada
within it. In fact there are many
things it would be must desirable to
say in our defence which cannot in the
public interest be said this moment, but I
am satisfied that there is not one in this
House no matter how strong his feel-
ings may be, no matter how anxious he
might be that there should be a change of
government, if he knew the circumstances
as I and my colleagues know them, who
would not defend the government, even if
our arrangement had been less favourable
than the one which we have made.
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Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—We should have
that knowledge. We should have the papers
on the table.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No, the hon. gentleman
should not have it, because tbe hon. gentleman
knows that in the political relations that
exist between countries it is impossible to
commnicate that. My hon. friend knows
that as well as I know it, and so, for the
time being, my hon. friend has to permit
that information to remain with the govern-
ment.

Hon. Mr KIRCHHOFFER—W hat other
country has the right to interfere with what
we are doing on our own land? Why can-
not the information be given? Why should
the other country interfere

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend asks
what we are doing on our own land. Take
the Lynn Canal. My opinion is the bound-
ary should be drawn at ics mouth, but it is
in the hands of the United States people,
and Skagway and Dyea are for the present
United States ports. We supposed the furth-
est they would claim would be the summit
of the pass at Chilcoot and White Pass,
but we find the United States flag was
raised at Lake Bennett, far north of these
places. Our flag at the present time has
taken its place, and the hon. gentleman
knows that out of these matters corres-
pondence may arise which could not be
communicated to the public.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER—I do not
see why it should not be.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I venture to say my
hon. friend is the only hon. gentleman in
this House who thinks so.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER—I am sure
there are others who-think so.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-—There are fourteen
Ministers in the Cabinet, and the greater
part of them married men. How can they
expect the secret to be kept from the world }

Hon. Mr. MILLS—TI think I have stated
enough to show the hon. gentleman that
there was urgency in undertaking this work,
and undertaking it at a season when it was
possible to push it with some vigour and hope
of success. Another measure of the gov-
ernment is the Superannuation Act, which

my hon. friend opposite says has been
grossly abused in the last six months. My
hon. friend will remember that the state-
ment was that it had been grossly abused
for the past twelve years, and we think hon.
gentlemen perhaps did not make the wisest
use of that law. It will be very much as it
was in England when the Conservatives, or
Tories as they were then called, accused the
Cromwellians of desiring a standing army,
and the Cromwellians accused them of
desiring the same thing also, so that they
both began to dislike the idea of a standing
army, and got rid of it. I suppose the hon.
gentleman would sooner wipe it out than
see the abuse continue.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
I said that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend has
spoken in favour of manhood suffrage. Iam
not going into a discussion of manhood
suffrage, nor the provisions of the Franchise
Act. For eighteen years after this union
was established we accepted and acted upon
the franchise of the provinces, and, so far
as I know, no difficulty arose, and no
expenses were incurred by this parliament
in the preparation of the voters’ list, and no
special complaint was made. Now, I am
not going to defend the measure. It will
be time enough for that when it is before
the House. We promised that measure
while we were in opposition. We advo-
cated it for years. It was an issue when
we went to the country, and the opinion of
the country has been pronounced upon it ;
and whether the hon. gentleman thinks we
kept faith with the country in regard to the
tariff, we, at all events, undertake to keep
faith with regard to that particular measure.
Then, my hon. friend has referred to the
question of the plebiscite, aud says he con-
siders it an abnegation of the principle of
responsible government. I am devoted to
the principle of responsible government,
but I do not see that this is an abnegation.
There are certain questions of a social
character, and you may entertain: views on
them, and whether your views are prac-
tical, and whether it will be in the public
interest to carry such a measure or not, will
depend wholly upon the state of public
opinion, and whatever you may think with
regard to the propriety of prohibition, I
think no one will maintain that a prohibitory
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mea.s'ure which public opinion would not
ecab'e you to enforce, which would be dis-
regarded, where you would have illicit

distillation and private stills all over the|

country, and stills by persons whom you
could not punish, and dare not undertake
to punish, because public opinion sym-
pt.lt.hlzes with them, you would have a con-
dition very much worse indeed than anything
that could possibly arise under any well
regulated license system. Therefore, I think
& measure of this sort, being somewhat
sumptuary in its character, is a measure on
which you should ascertain the state of
public opinion before you undertake to
legislate upon the subject. I have briefly
alluded to the many points to which m
hon. friend referred, and I shall not further
trespass upon the indulgence of the House.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON moved the adjourn-
ment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, 9th February, 1898.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
O’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

JAPANESE IN THE YUKON
COUNTRY.

INQUIRY. °

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Before
the Orders of the Day are called, T wish to
ask the Minister of Justice if his attention
has been called to the report that an inva-
sion of the Yukon country by the Japanese
is expected. I suppose under the treaty
between Gireat Britain and Japan we cannot
Plll‘event them coming iﬁto ourh country,
though I suppose we might tax them as we
tax %hinese?pglslt 1 thifk they should be
shut out from the mineral country of the
Yukon. It would be a serious thing if
hordes of people from that country should
come into our mines and carry off the pro-

ceeds. Of course, they are men who do not
take root in our country and we do not want
them as citizens of Canada. »

Hon. Mr. MILLS My attention has not
been called to the subject further than the
announcement which I have seen in the
newspapers, which I suppose attracted the
attention of the hon. gentleman himself.
The government have not considered the
subject. )

Hon.Mr.MACDONALD(B.C.)—I would
ask the Minister if he would have maps of
the Yukon country placed on the Table of
the House for the information of members.

y | Many members have asked about the coun-

try. They know nothing at all about it
and would like to have something in the
nature of a map before them to refer to.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I may say to my hon.
friend that a map is being prepared by the
Minister of the Interior, and it is perhaps
ready by this time. I shall inquire of the
Minister and shall endeavour to comply with
the hon. gentleman’s request.

THE ADDRESS.
DEBATE CONTINUED.

The Order of the Day being called—

Resuming the further adjourned Debate on the
consideration of His Excellency the Governor Gene-

ral’s Speech on the opening of the Third Session of
the Eighth Parliament.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON rose to resume the
debate,

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Make
it short. ,

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Unfortunately,
hon. gentlemen, if you furnish me with a
great wealth of controversy here you cannot
expect a very short speech, unless you discuss
only one- particular individual item of it.
When I rise in my place to address the
Senate, it is with a view of dealing with all
the subjects that are put before us in the
speech, and T think that every one of us
will acknowledge that there is a new feature
put upon a great many of the subjects
formally dealt with that requires considerable
care and thought and discussion, and all I
hope is, should I prolong my remarks longer
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than your patience will permit, that you will
forgive me for it, but I will try not to
transgress. The speech that we have todis-
cuss comiences by saying :

I have observed with great pleasure the remarkable
advance in the political importance and material
prosperity of Canada during the year which has just
closed.

I think that that is a perfectly legitimate
matter for congratulation. There is not the
slightest doubt about it, that Canada has
increased in material prosperity and political
importance. The more our influence is ex-
tended beyond the bounds of our own coun-
try, the more our political importance will
increase. We will never have any political
importance as long as we shut our
selves up, as the former goverhment thought
and did, and I am sorry to say as the pre-
sent government appear to think and do,
shut ourselves up and make Canada a close
preserve for a small coterie of men who
gather wealth under the influence of mono-
poly and protection, a policy which 1 have
for a great number of years strongly opposed.
The more you lessen that, the more you
extend your operations and remove restric-
tions on trade at our seaports, the more poli-
tical influence we are going to exercise and
the greater prosperity we will enjoy because
the field for occupation for our industrial
population is going to be enlarged materially
when we apply the ability and energy of the
Canadian people to enter the markets of the
world and compete there for the extensive
trade that awaits these who take part in it.
For these reasons I think the remark with
which the speech opens gives me an oppor-
tunity of making these few comments. At
the same time I think that while the govern-
ment have for a number of years argued
upon the same basis that the opening of the
doors was the proper way, the very moment
that they have an opportunity to pursue
that policy something seems to have got
hold of them and they are shutting the doors.
The second paragraph in the speech is :

The loan recently effected has shown that the credit
of Canada has never stood so high in European mar-
kets, and affords reasonable ground for expecting that
the burthens of the people will, in the near future, be
materially reduced by the substitution of a much
lower rate of interest on our indebtedness than that
which now exists.

I think Canada has kept pace with the
rest of Britain’s colonies and Great Britain
herself in the credit that she has in the mar-
kets of the world. That is due very largely

to the thrift of our population—to thrift in
the management of our finances, no matter
which government is in power. It is also

.| very largely due to the continual lessening

of the value of money. People now are very
thankful indeed to get a good investnent at
two or two and a-half per cent, where they
would have scorned it at four per cent a
dozen years ago. So it is not altogether
due entirely to causes within ourselves, but
it is due to that cause also. I regret very
much indeed to see that the public debt is
still increasing and that there has been a
steady increase to date. Of course, if we
get a lower rate of interest every year, the
burden of that increase does not bear quite
so heavily as would if the rate of interest
were not reduced ; still the increase of our
debs annually, involves the remitting of that
amount of money abroad to meet interest
and necessitates the absorption of our experts
in order to meet that demand, and under our
present system puts the burden of main-
taining the revenue upon our industrial
classes. The increase of the debt during
the past year has been $3,500,000. That
increase may probably be due to the
loan of £10,000,000 that we had to float,
a portion of which went to remove former
indebtedness and the other to meet ad-
ditional burdens that were put on the coun-
try for some reason or other. I do not
think the Crow’s Nest Pass, $3,500,000, will
come into the public accounts of that year,
because it was only appropriated in May, and
we might have an additional debt next year
to add to this amountgiven totheCrow’s Nest
Pass of $3,500,000, and whatever they may
give to the Grand Trunk Railway for the
Drummond County Raiiway. All these
things, of course, involve an additional debt
and create an additional demand every year
for the absorption of a certain portion of the
exports of the country. But it is a matter
of congratulation that we are able, as a
nation, to maintain our credit and pay our
debts regularly so that we enjoy the very
lowest rates of interest going for public
loans of such a nature as we have applied
for and obtained. There are, however,
evidences to which I will presently refer that
our exports in the past year or two, have
been absorbed to an alarming extent.
Now, hon. gentlemen, the next clause in the
address of His Excellency is :

T congratulate gou upon the exceedingly cordial
reception accorded to the representatives of Canada
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at the Jubilee ceremonials, and also upon the warm ‘
appreciation manifested everywhere tﬂomughout the |
mother country in reference to the conduct of Canada |
In materially reducing the rate of duty upon goods |

imported from the United Kingdom into the Do-]
minion,

Hon. gentlemen, that is also a matter of
congratulation. As you are all aware I had
the honour of being included among those
who took part in the military contingent
that went across the Atlantic last year, and
obtained the leave of the Senate in order to
take part in it and leave my duties. A few
remarks with regard to wy visit there will
probably not be out of place, in order to
endeavour to show you the honourable part
that Canada played in the ceremony both
In connection with the visit of the premier
of Canada and also the visit of the military
COptlngent that we sent over. 1 may say
this, that the premier, Sir Wilfred Laurier,
may‘be congratulated upon the cordial re-
ception that he met with. It was due to
the dignity with which he upheld the char-
acter of Canada, to his own personality and
to the mode in which he conducted himself
and the addresses that he delivered to
the people of England while there. He|
was placed in the highest position in |
the. procession and in the ceremnniesi
which took place—taking his rank next the
Queen’s Government; he occupied the
most  prominent position with Lady
Laurier in the procession ; and wherever
he appeared before the public he was
cheered, for the sake of Canada, and, as
I said before, the dignity with which he con- |
ducted himself on every public occasion.
The Canadian contingent went across on the
steamer 200 strong, including officers and
men. The journey across was not a very
comfortable one, because the steamer was
overloaded, and this caused a certain degree
of discomfort. The return passage was not
accompanied by anything like the discomfort
we had experienced going over, the ship
being an excellent one, and accommodation
ample. When we arrived, we were met at
the station by Lord Methuen, who com-
mands the Tondon district, and Colonel
Herbert and Colonel Ward, Sir Donald
A. Smith, the High Commissioner, and
Mr. Colmer accompanied them. We
marched to Chelsea Barracks, where we
were located for the next fortnight. Chel-
sea barracks is in the grounds of the Chelsea
HOSp}ta.l. that noble pile that was designed
by Sér Christopher Wren, 200 years ago,

and has been the home of Britain’s pen-
sioners from that time to the present.
We found General Robinson, a Canadian,
in charge as deputy governor. ‘Lhe
accommodation that was provided for
us was exceedingly comfortable and the bar-
racks that were occupied by the Guards
were given over to the contingents from all
parts of the empire which, together, num-
bered about 1,000. The officers were fur-
nished with a mess in the gymnasium, and
accommodation provided for them by tempor-
ary buildings put up in the barrack square.
To Lord Roberts was assigned the command
of the colonial force on public duty, with
Colonel Ivor Herbert as second in command
in garrison, and we were under the com-
mand of Lord Wolseley in Hyde Park.
After we arrived there, our contingent par-
aded with all the rest of the colonial force
and the gathering was one of the most re-
markable sights ever seen. All colours and
all hues from all parts of the world werethere.
The negro blacks came from Africa, East In-
dians and West Indians, Houssas from the
Niger, native troops from Cyprus, Ceylon,
Borneo, Trinidad, British Guiana, artillery
from the Mauritius and Malta, Chinese
from Hong Kong; Malay troops from
the Strait Settlements, the Australians
in strong force, Cape Mounted Rifles from
South Africa, Rhodesia under Captain Gif-
ford, Natal, New Zealand, our forces from
Canada, etc., and the whole of this large
force, numbering about one thousand men,
were paraded and assembled together in

i Chelsea barracks for the purpose of being

instructed in the duties we had to perform
in the ceremonies, and also in conjunction
with the premiers of the self-governing col-
onies, and heads of the Crown colonies, to
show the people of London, the centre of
British life, the class of men that
were gathered together to illustrate the phy-
sical power and political unity of the British
Empire. We took our place in the proces-
sion, and on the morning of the procession
we marched to the Hotel Cecil, where the
various premiers resided as the guests of the
nation. We formed up there in order to
give.them the opportunity of falling into
their respective ranks at the head of their
various colonial contingents, with the Hon.
Sir Wilfrid Laurier as premier of Canada
heading the procession. We marched off in
that order, and led the procession as far as
St. Paul’s Cathedral, passing Buckingham
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Palace at half past eight in the morning, and
there the rest of the procession fell in after
us, and we led the way to St. Paul’s Cathed-
ral, where the great religious ceremony was
to beé performed, and the Queen was to hold
the short service that had been provided as
part of the celebration, in which all the reli-
gious sects and denominations of the
British Empire, and the nation’s guests
partook on the steps of St. Paul’s
Cathedral. After halting there a suf-
ficient time for the service, we held our
places, and the procession that had marched
behind us, with the Queen at its head and
the British troops passed us, so that we saw
the whole procession in rear of us going by
at St. Paul’s Cathedral, and we had led the
procession as far as St. Paul's Cathedral.
We fell in at the rear of the procession and
followed Her Majesty round across London
Bridge on the Surrey side, re-crossing at
Parliament Buildings, and so on back to
Buckingham Palace. The multitude we
passed through, a million provided with
seats in every available niche, and another
million on the curbstone, were in the hap-
piest mood, and represented every class
from the highest to the humblest. Tt was
one of the most inspiring sights, I think,
that has ever been seen, that great noble tri-
bute that was paid to a sovereign upon the
completion of the 60th year of her reign,
not only for the wisdom and length
of that reign, but of the virtues of a good
woman who had governed wisely and well
through the whole of that period. She was
surrounded by the whole of her family, all
occupying high positions, all working in-
dustriously along with the rest of the popu-
lation in serving the State in their respective
capacities ; and if any one has reason to be
proud and to think that the blessings of the
Almighty rested upon her, it was the Queen
upon that day. The whole world was there
looking at the magnificent spectacle, 50,000
British troops brought into London to guard
the way, and five and twenty thousand
policemen supporting them for the same
purpose, the pick of the troops in England
marching in the procession, headed by the
colonial forces drawn from all parts of the
world. Every nation in the world sending
their representatives to pay their tribute of
respect. There never was a greater display of
reserved physical power since the world began
than was brought together from all parts;
not drawn at the expense of the British

Government, not forced there under the
command of military discipline, but a volun-
tary contribution of the various outlying
portions of the British Empire, that came
to lay their voluntary allegiance at the feet
of their sovereign, as aiding her to maintain
the British constitution in its purity, and
the integrity of the British Empire in its
world-wide reputation and renown. It was
a proud position for Canada to have occu-
pied on that particular occasion. It was
well carried out in every particular.
Our troops were looked at and admired
by everybody. Their physique, their con-
duct and everything could not be surpassed.
They were received with cordiality every-
where. The volunteer corps invited us to
various entertainments, the Colonial Insti-
tute, the Imperial Institute. Madame Albani
gave us a concert in Albert Hall. Sir Henry
Irvine had a special entertainment at his
theatre. The Maxim Nordenfeld Company
provided an inspection of their armouries at
the Einsford ranges with a sumptuous enter-
tainment—Lady Brassey at Normanhurst
Court. Every officer was entertained most
hospitably by General Lord Methuen, and
the High Commissioner had a reception on
Dominion day and a banquet the night after.
Lord Lansdowne, Lord Derby and the Hon.
Mr. Chamberlain specially entertained the na-
tions’ guests. Every theatre was thrown open
to them free ; invitations forced upon both
officers and men without number, and every
courtesy was extended to Canadians and to
Australians and to other colonists that could
possibly be extended to them on their visit
to the motherland. Her Majesty received
the contingent at Windsor Castle where the
whole force was entertained at luncheon,and
the officers, one hundred and fifty-three in
number, sat down in St. George’s banquet-
ting hall in the castle. The Queen inspected
us on a lawn in the rear of the castle and
all the officers and two men from each corps
were presented to her. She addressed the
Indian troops in Hindustani and she showed
an active interest in everything, as Lord
Roberts accompanied her and presented each
corps for review. The Queen’s garden party
at Buckingham Palace and the presentation
of the jubilee medals by His Royal High-
ness the Prince of Wales were two brilliant
sights. The review was shared in by the
contingent force at Aldershot, when the
review was held for Her Majesty’s inspec-
tion, and the naval review at Portsmouth
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was one of the grandest sights ever wit-
nessed. The contingent forces were well
looked after by the mayor and citizens of
Portsmuuth, and the government, provided
accommodation to give the whole force the
best opportunity to witness the review and
Inspection by the Prince of Wales. The
1llum.ma.tions on this occasion and on the
évening of the procession were remarkably
ﬁne.. Wheeled traffic was entirely suspended
at night in London, and the stream of peo-
Ple thronged the route of the procession to
overflowing and millions enjoyed the sights
with the utmost freedom and in the utmost
good humour. The events of the fortnight
Wwere ample evidence that the government of
the vast population in the city of London
was developed upon the highest principles of
self government that had yet been reached
In any nation. That was a great occa-
sion, hon. gentlemen, that was a great year.
Now, what is going to follow it} Ts it go-
Ing to be a ceremony and nothing more ¢ 1Is
1t going to stir up the hearts of the people
1n the various parts of the British Empire,
to do something more than they have been
doing, to accomplish something more than
they have accomplished towards the unifica-
tion of the British  Empire, towards helping
to strengthen in a material way the forces
tha.t are at work by the British Government,
which is doing the noblest work that any
government has ever yet laid itself out to
do, to bring under subjection the forces of
the world towards peace, to open the ports
of the world to free trade, to give all nations
an opportunity to reap together on a common
ground, on common soil, in unity and peace
and commercial rivalry? That is the battle
that England is fighting to-day. You have
only to read the papers from day to day to
see the noble stand she is taking in China at
the present moment. What for? To ag-
grandize herself there and seize a portion of
the territory ! No; it is simply to announce
to the world that her determination is that
Do nation should seize a portion of China
or Africa or anywhere else and lock it up
from the rest of the world, as long as she has
the power to withstand the effort.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I say that thatis
one of the noblest things a nation had ever
set itself out to do. They are not taking a
pomgx; of the world and saying that nobody

else should deal there but themselves. They
are taking the foremost partintryingtobring
heathen nations under the influence of civili-
zrtion. Wherever England has put her hand
on a piece of foreign territory it is as free to
Germans, Chinese, Frenchman, Canadians
or anybody else who chooses to go and trade
there as to the people of the United King-
dom, and she gives them good government
under the British constitution. She gives
them ample protection under the power she
possesses in Ler army and navy wich all the
forces of justice that prevail wherever Bri-
tain’s government holds sway. Are we going
to be chided by Sir Michael Hicks-Beach
when he says we are doing nothing for
the maintenance of the protection of the
British Empire? He says we are doing this
in the name of Canadians, South Africans,
Australians and the people of every portion
of the British Empire, and are you going to
offer no material assistance in the shape of
money or men or anything else ? The burden
is being felt, the pressure of foreign nations
is great. Sir Michael Hicks Beach is right
in drawing our attention to the great re-
sponsibilities they entail. T say that
the answer of Canada should be “to the
utmost of our power will we stand at your
back and assist and support Great Britain
with our material resources to the best of
our ability.” 1 can say, in answer to what
Sir Michael Hicks-Beach sent over the cable
the other day, that we are as yet a poor
country, notwithstanding the prosperity set
forth in the speech beforeus. We are still a
poor country, so far as national revenue is
concerned and national prosperity, that
must to a very large extent be shown
by the redundancy of the revenue which
the nation is able to contribute to
its support. The revenue we enjoy has
been to a certain extent stagnant for
the last ten years. There is no redundancy
to it. Notwithstanding our large territory
and the increasing exports, the result of more
labour, it has been amply shown that we
have reached the limit of the power of rais-
ing revenue by the Canadian people under
the principle of protection, that there is no
force that we can bring to bear except to
impose direct taxation, such as we did the
other day in reimposing a dnty on raw sugar,
or increasing the excise on spirit, or some
direct taxation of that kind. There is no
possible means under the principles of our
commercial policy by which we can extract
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from the people of Canada a larger revenue
than we are doing, because monopoly divides
the taxation with the government. I say, hon.
gentlemen, that the people of Canada can
contribute a larger revenue a great deal than
they are doing to-day, butit is impossible to in
crease thatrevenue beyond the twenty million
dollars that wa are contributing to-day under
the customs taxation which, as I said before,
is stagnant and has been stagnant for a great
number of years and is only stimulated
by borrowing. It is possible for the
people of Canada to pay a great deal more
revenue than that if it was only levied in the
proper way, if it was only levied in the
same way Great Britain levies her taxes.
She releases the necessities of labour and
taxes profirs. Hers is the most redundant
revenue in the world. The Government
of Great Britain has spent enormously
on its navy without imposing one ad-
ditional penny of taxation upon the
people. She has maintained her position,
she has increased her trade, she has
perpetually and constantly increased her
revenue year after year. Every year it is
greater than it was before. This last year
her trade has increased and is the largest
ever known in the history of the country.
This year her revenue has got a surplus of
eight or ten milliop dollars, the lurgest ever
known in the history of the country. That
is due to the method in which she exacts
the revenue for governmental purposes,
while we divide the revenue which should
go for the support of the country, with the
monopolists and protected classes that
enjoy a very large portion of the means
that should be at the disposal of the govern-
ment. The people have to contribute the
taxation and these people take half of it.
Now when we are prepared to see
things in a different light, which I think
before long there is no doubt the people of
Canada will come to see, that the business
of the government is a different business
from the business of an individual, and that
the government has got to take care of its
revenues, that it has not to manage for the
customers who come here for legislation,
but it has to manage its affairs for the stock
holders, who are the people of Canada ; and
when they comne to carry out their business
upon that basis and upon these relations,
then hon. gentlemen will see that the
revenue of Canada, instead of being stag-
nant and remaining as it is to-day, will show

a redundancy that is the outcome of pros-
perity. Itisin order to reply to the leader,
the great financier, Chancellor of the Ex-
chequer in England that it is not the spirit of
Canada that prevents her from giving ma-
terial resources to strengthen Great Britain,
to stand at her back in the fight that she is
making with the rest of the world, but it is
the weakness of the revenue that prevents
us showing that in any appreciable or
material manner. To be sure the govern-
ment did try to show a disposition, and they
did show a spirit by reducing the tariff in
favour of Great Britain to the extent of 25
per cent, which comes into force on the 1st
July next. That is only a concession of
trade and not a source of revenue. The
carrying out of that is siwply the carrying
out of the idea of the hon. Minister of
Marine when he made a motion in the House
of Comions some years ago that the taxa-
tion levied against Great Britain was large
compared with that of the United States,
and this reduction is no reduction so far as
protection is concerned ; it is merely an
attempt to equalize the protective duties
that are still imposed and make them even
with those of the United States, which it
was always contended were of an unequal
character, so that it is not regarded in Great
Britain as a very great concession, it is not
regarded as of any particular material value,
as business men in England assembled to-
gether said they would prefer a great deal
to see an insolvency act passed to protect
the commercial interests of the merchants
who have customers in Canada than
have this 25 per cent reduction in the
tariff. That is only an evidence of the
mxnner in which they look upon it, but so
far as the spirit that has been shown by the
people of Canada in making that reduction,
it is accepted as an evidence of good spirit
and a hope that something better will follow,
and 1 was really in hopes that something
better would follow as announced in the
Speech from the Throne. Well, hon. gentle-
men, as the speech says here it was due:

To the conduct of Canada in materially reducing
the rate of duty upon goods imported from the United

Kingdom into the Dominion.

As I say, that is an evidence of good will,
and it is an evidence of good spirit; but
beyond that it has not-shown itself to be of
any material value so far as increasing the
power of the people of Great Britain to ex-
port their goods to Canada is concerned. It
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led to _the action of the Imperial govern-
ment in denouncing the treaties with Bel-
glum and Germany which has been a matter
of controversy for a greatnumber of years and
which has been solicited bysuccessive govern-
ments. The question has been up veryoften on
the floor of this chamber and hon. gentlemen
are thqroughly acquainted with it. The
denunciation of the treaties was requested
for the purpose of enabling the colonies of
Great Britain to admit British goods into
Canada or Australia on better terms than
the rest of the world were permitted to send
them'. That was the object of getting the
treaties 'denounced. Recollect that it did
O require the denouncing of the treaties to
allow Eungland to put on a preferential
tariff in  England; that was open to
England to do at any time whether the
treaties were in force or not, but it required
the denouncing of the treaties in order to
permit Canada to reduce her tariff or to have
fre(_: trade with Great Britain, while still
Mmaintaining the duties against the. rest of
the world. That was the object of
the denunciation of the treaties, that
was why we applied that the treaties might
be den.ounced. It was applied for by the con-
servative government. As you all recollect,
Sir John Abbott prepared an address and
sent it forwar.l when he was premier, and it
has been a matter of correspondence with
the British government for many years.

here was a meeting of the colonial premiers
last year at the Jubilee ceremonies and they
met together with Mr. Chamberlain, the Co-
!oma.l Secretary, to discuss this very poinr,
In order to place before the Imperial gov-
ernment the necessity that arose on the part
of Canada, Australia and other outlying por-
tions of the British Empire, for the Britishgov-
ernment todenounce those treaties which they
evidently regarded as a very great safeguard
to their commercial affairs. = These favoured
bation treaties have been negotiated by
England as far back as the year 1820 or 1830.
They have been arranged with nearly every
nation of the earth, and Great Britain at-
ta.che.s very great importance to these com-
mercial treaties. Their importance has been
brought out more forcibly than ever before
by recent affairs in China. Great Britain
has  with China a treaty containing
the wost favoured nation treaty by
w!nch she is admitted, and Canada
with all the British Empire is admitted, to
trade freely in Chinese ports upon the same

terms as may be accorded to any foreign
nation, and it is upon that right that Eng-
land is to-day standing in order to maintain
any ports that are acquired by any foreign
power open to British and Canadian
trade, a policy that is now being acquiesced
in by Germany and Russia. That
only shows the importance that Great
Britain attaches to these commercial
treaties. Now, the premiers met there, and
this position was put before the Colonial
Secretary, and it was the climax of the
negotiations that had been continually going
on, mostly, 1 believe, from Canada herself.
Great Britain agreed to the desire of the
Canadian government, and denounced those
treaties. What for? So that Canada
might reduce her tariff and establish, as I
thought, as I supposed, and I have ad-
vocated for a number of years, free trade
with Great Britain, while still keeping up
her tariff against the people of the United
States as long as their hostility to our com-
mercial interests remains. Canada went
over there with a guerdon held out to the
people of Great Britain—with a reduction
of 25 per cent upon her tariff. This
was a kind of tempting bait to
say, “Now you denounce those treaties,
you put that in force and then you
will see what we will o in order to bring
about that commercial unity which you
think is so important to the prosperity of
Canada.” And Great Britain did it. T say,
hon. gentlemen, that the Canadian people are
bound in honour to carry out the idea that
was conveyed by the premier of Canada,
when at that Jubilee celebration upon every
platform, he announced that that was the
policy he advocated, and that was the policy
he expected to carry out, and it was to en-
able him to carry out that policy that he
asked the government of Great Britain to
denounce those treaties which were of such
value to the people of Great Britain. And
I say, hon. gentlemen, that we cannot have
any better evidence of that than a short
extract I took from a speech made by Lord
Rosebery a month or two ago in which he
discussed the question of free trade, and
apparently taking the stand of the Liberal
party in Britain firmly upon that policy in
order that Canada and other countries and
the people of Great BFitain might know
exactly the stand they took. He says:

But I have au illustrions authority, perhaps the
most illustrious outside these islands, inside the
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empire, who sustains my views as to the preservin
effects of free trade on our empire. Sir Wilfri
Laurier says : ‘“ There are parties who hope to main-
tain the British Empire upon lines of restricted trade.
If the British Empire is to be maintained, it canonly
be upon the most absolute freedom, political and
commercial. In building up this great empire, to
deviate from the principle of freedomm will be to so
much weaken the ties and bonds which hold it to-

ether.” That is the view I hold, and, I believe, you

old in this hall. (Cheers.) It only requires the force
of law to give effect to Sir Wilfrid’s policy, and he is
in the position of power to carry it out.

That is the interpretation put by Lord
Rosebery, leader of the Liberal party in
England, on Sir Wilfrid Laurier’s remarks.
The people of Great Britain have taken
exactly the same ground. Some of the leaders
of the Conservative party in this country,
and I believe the Conservatives generally,
still cling to what they call preferential
trade —that we will lower our duties to
Great Britain if Great Britain will give us a
preference over the United States and other
countries of the world. I was in the House
of Commons last night and heard Sir Charles
Tupper refer to the Governor General and
the remarks made by His Excellency lately
in the city of Toronto. The moment I read
those remarks I regarded them as an inti-
mation from the British Government—the
Conservative party in England conveying
through the Governor General to the Con-
servative party in Canada that the carrying
out of that policy was an impossible one—
that the imports of the people of Great Bri-
tain were confined aimost entirely to raw
materials and to food and upon the cheapen-
ing of both of these important articles,
which are imported to the extent of about
$1,000,000,000 per year they relied for
their prosperity—that it would be ruin
to the trade of England an! ruin to the
industrial population of Great Britain if they
put any tax, however small, upon that
enormous import of articles which are so es-
sential to the weltare and prosperity of the
people of Great Britain. Any one can see in
a moment that the strength of Britain’s
policy is free trade. There is no nation in
the world which can show such remarkable
prosperity, such a redundant revenue and
such freedom from debt. Germany, France
and Russia have increased their debt ; the
United States have increased their debt;
Canada has increased her debt. The only
nation that has not increased her debt is the
British nation. They have been reducing
it year after year at the rate of forty or
fifty millions of dollars every year. If that

condition is arrived at through the policy of
free trade that she is to-day following, how
would she prosper under the opposite condi-
tion by taxing the food and the raw
materials that are imported there to be
worked over for export to the markets of
the world by her industrial population ? In-
stead of condemning the Governor General
for the stand that he took—and I have no
authority for supposing any more than my
own intelligence—we should carefully weigh
his words. That the Governor General
would attempt for a moment to interfere in
the battle of the two parties in Canada,—

Hor. Mr. McCALLUM—TIt looks like it.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No; but he is
the representative of the British Govern-
ment in Canada, and if the British Govern-
ment have thought it desirable to convey to
the people of Canada the stand they are
obliged to take upon the policy that is
being developed in any portion of the
British Empire which requires their sanction
to the adoption of such a clause, they are
quite justitied in giving timely warning and
timely notice to the people of Canada that
it would be ruin to their own policy if they
attempted to carry out such an arrangement.
If T am correct in my idea, that the Gover-
nor General was acting as the mouthpiece
between the government of Great Britain
or maybe Her Majesty herself and the peo-
ple of Canada in so far as that is concerned,
I have no fault to find with him or with the
British Government asking him to make that
re ‘erence.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—We have re-
sponsible government.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON— Certainly we
have responsible government, but while the
Governor General is guided by the constitu-
tional advice given by his advisers here in
Canada, be has a certain responsibility also
to the British Government who have sent
him here, as the connecting link in the
British constitution which binds an em-
pire together and I say in exercising his
responsibility in that respect, he was per-
fectly right and perfectly justified. It was
not a quesiion of domestic politics in Can-
ada, but a question that involves the taxa-
tion of the imports of Great Britain. It was
not an interference with our domestic policy
at all, but dealing with a proposition to im-
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Pose taxation upon the people of England

in order to carry out a policy that was be-
ng advocated here,

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—That is a dis-

tinction without a difference.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The British gov-
ernment wished to convey—I am assuming
this entirely—to the people of Canada that
under the present condition of public opinion
Vs.’h.a.t'; they were asking was an utter impos-
sibility to be carried out on the part of the
People of Great Britain in consequence of
f:hab peculiar condition of affairs that exists
In the mother country—that they import
some $600,000,000 worth of food and some
81,000,000,000 worth of food and raw
matet:ial, and that the taxation of that would

ruin to their country. I hear the hon.
gentleman from Halifax saying hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I quite agree with
the hon. gentleman.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —Itisalways “hear,
h*‘/f%!‘.” The hon. leader of the opposition
(Sir Mackenzie Bowell) read an article from
tht': Australian Star yesterday, in which the
writer, referring to the policy of the Cana-
dian government, said, “the voice is the voice
of Jacob, but the hands are the hands of
Esau.” Hon. Mr. Reed, the premier of New
Soqth Wales, has adopted a free trade
policy—the very policy of Great Britain.
Hfa Is an Australian, and when he comes to
criticise Sir Wilfrid Laurier, who received
ovations beyond him and who cuncedes to
Great Britain only a twenty-five per cent
prgference with an average taxation of
_thxrt,y-pwo per cent, he is perfectly justified
n saying “the voice is the voice of Jacob,
but the hands are the hands of Esau.”
My hon. friend always said, *“ hear, hear,”
when T was arguing this during the years he
Was 1n opposition ; I want to show him that
the policy of the government he still sup-
ports deserves the remark quoted from the
Australian Star. T do not condemn Sir Wil-
frid Laurier who I believe is conscientious,

but I do condemn the Liberal party for not
enabling their Leader to make good the
Pledges he gave when seeking the denuncia- |
tion of the German and Belgian treaties. I
have endeavoured to show that the govern-
ment of Canada, not the Liberal party, not
Sir Wilfred Laurier, but the government of
Canada, whichever party is in power is in

honour bound to adopt a policy of free trade

with Great Britain, to the exclusion of the
rest of the world if you like; we are bound
to trade with Great Britain on the same
terms that Great Britain concedes to us, not
only because the denunciation of those
treaties was obtained on the ground that
that was to be our policy, but also in our
own interest. I say we are getting the
worst of the trade when we refuse to receive
back cargoes the products of British labour,
in return for products of Canadian labour.
If you want Canadian labour to get the full
value out of the labour that produces those
exports that go across the Atlantic, we should
admit return cargoes free, and then those who
labour and produce those exports will receive
the full benefit of their labour under that
policy.

The next paragraph in the speech is as
follows :

The extraordinary gold discoveries recently made
upon the Yukon and its tributaries, appear likely to
result in an enormous influx of people into that region,
and have compelled the government to take prompt
action for the preservation of law and order in that
distant and a&moat inaccessible locality ; measures
will be laid before you for that purpose.

A contract has been entered into, subject to your
approval, for the completion at the earliest possible
moment of a system of rail and river communication
through Canadian territory with the Klondike and
principal gold fields, which it is expected will secure
to Canada the larger portion of the lucrative traffic of
that country.

Those two clauses go together. The Mount-
ed Police are an efficient arm of the law,
and its administration in their hands has
always been characterized by jusfice and
firmness and we are fortunate in having such
an efficiently organized force at our disposal
at the present jupcture. Mr. Ogilvie has
upheld the character of Canadian officials
and has inspired confidence in the manner
in which he has performed a difficult task
among the miners and meting out among
them the mining laws. The contract referred
to in the foregoing paragraph has excited
more interest through the length and breadth
of Canada than anything we have had yet
to excite the people. I cannot condemn
too strongly the policy that the government
have been led into in making such a contract
as to give away in that Yukon territory
four million acres of gold bearing lands to
a company for the construction of 150
miles of a narrow gauge railway. I do not
think that, of all the transactions that
we have denounced as corrupt and inde-
fensible when the Conservative government
were in power, any begins to come up
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to the contract that is to be submitted
to this parliament to-day. I feel perfectly
convinced that we are taking a leap in
the dark—that we are trading unsight
unseen—both the railway and the mining
lands. We know nothing of their value
except from the report of Mr. Ogilvie,
and the reports that come to us from
people who have been mining there.
What we do know is that it is an
exceedingly rich country ; that it is a coun-
try which has been unexplored ; that it has
been untouched yet by the hand of man,
except in the last year or two; that it con-
tains marvellous deposits of gold which for
ages have been worn off the rocks by glacial
action, frost and snow and have sunk to the
bottom of its rivers and have lain there a
rich deposit the extent of which is beyond
our knowledge. We all know that the same
excitement took place in the Cariboo district
a great number of years ago—some thirty
years ago—where in Williams Creek $19,-
000,000 worth of gold was taken out in
placer mining. That was just one creek
that yielded that. The inaccessibility of the
country, the difficulty of getting supplies,
the cost of everything has evidently retard-
ed the development of mining property in
British Columbia from that day to this. We
are all aware that where there is $19,000,000
of placer gold worn off the rock and deposit-
ed in the streams of the Rocky Mountains,
there must be a mother lode and quartz
ledges which are capable of great develop-
ment. Quartz mining can only be done by
machinery, combination and the expenditure
of a very large amount of capital. Placer
mining, of course, can be resorted to by in-
dividuals and there are no very great diffi-
culties to encounter.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Quartz mining on an
average takes 90 per cent to pay the cost of
mining. .

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I quite agree with
the hon. gentleman.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—There is only 10 per
cent profit.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Ten per cent is
a very good profit.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—One per cent of that
would be royalty.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—When you speak
of 90 per cent, it all depends on the richness

of the ore, the expenditure for machinery
and the value of the labour that is expended
upon it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—And the cost of get-
ting machinery there.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Thecostof placing
the plant there, the labour upon it and the
value of the quartz. Where those con-

ditions vary the percentage may be larger
than 90.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-—The hon. Min-
ister of Justice speaks of the average cost I
suppose ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—TI suppose he is
speaking of the present conditions.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-—Yes; under very
much more favourable conditions if you con-
sider the location of the country.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—TI am not prepared
to say what the percentage is. 1 can only
say if 90 per cent is expended in extracting
the gold, it is expended in the country and
that the profit only goes out. The larger the
expenditure in the country, the better it is.
It is no argument against quartz mining.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend will
see my statement was this. He says this
company is over compensated. I am point-
ing out to him that 91 per cent, under
ordinary circumstances, of what they receive
is not theirs. It belongs to the public.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—AI I can say is
if Mann & Mackenzie are going on the chance
of making ten per cent on their speculation,
they are not the men I take them for. Of
course, we all know what South Africa,
California and Australia haveyielded. They
yield largely both in quartz mining and
placer mining, and the profits which have
been derived from them have been enormous.
There is $53,000,000 a year in gold mined
in the United States, $43,000,000 in Aus-
tralia and about the same quantity in South
Africa per annum. These are the three chief
countries in which gold is obtained. There is
a small quantity from Russia and a small
quantity from other countries. I have no
doubt that that gold is obtained in those large
quantities in those three countries owing to
the great enterprise of the population that
takes it out, the facilities which are afforded
by the combining of capital and all those
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adjuncts to trade and commerce. West
ootenay is coming to the front with an
0‘“"F"“’lel!'l_rlg the year of nine million dollars.
pS €re 1s mineral activity in various parts of
d}mada. and now we are adding the Klon-
ike or Yukon country to our uineral
;)V:g.lth.. It may not be as rich as we
t’thev_e 1t 1s, but we have no right to assume
3t it is worth nothing. In making the
contract we have no right to assume that the
contractor is making a bad bargain. We
8Ve no right to assume that it is the proper
thing for the government to give away the
whole of the auriferous belt of that mining
country. I think the statement has been
made by Mr. Ogilvie that the auriferous belt
‘?)Xb?nds 100 miles by 50, and 100 miles by
0 is exactly 3,500,000 acres. The govern-
Mment proposes to give 3,750,000 acres to
Mann & Mackenzie to build 150 miles of
railway. If the government is bound by
this contract, to give them 3,750,000 acres
of mining lands with the right of selection,
although they have retained the right of
ho]dmg the alternate blocks, the question
¢omes in where is the government going to
find 4,000,000 acres for themselves and
4,000,000 for Mackenzie & Mann !

. Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman
18 mistaken in the estimate made by Mr.

Ogilvie. My recollection is it was 300 by
100 miles.

. HO}L Mr. BOULTON —That would bring
1 a little nearer the position of distributing
1t equally between the government and Mac-
kenzie & Mann. However, those estimates
are purely in the dark. Mr. Ogilvie is not
10 a position to give an exact statement of
what is available to the government.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The contractors can

make no location until after the railway is
buils,

HO}I. Mr. BOULTON—No, but if the
road is built by the first of September the
lands will be “available for location. The
contract binds them to build it by the first
of September, and when they complete the
road they are entitled to something like four
million acres of land. That is the condition.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE ROWELL_—
ey are entitled to it on the completion of
each section of ten miles.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Oniy a small portion

—not a proportionate amount to the amount
of the line they have built.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
They are entitled to it as they construct the
line. I did not mean they should receive the
four million acres of land at once.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—They only receive a
small portion of it.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Yes. They re-
ceive a large portion of the 25,000 acres
per mile for each ten mile section as
completed and the only forfeiture for
non-compliance with the terins of the con-
tract is the $250,000. That is to say, sup-
posing they were to build 130 miles of
road by the lat September next they will be
entitled to the bulk of the grant and they
would have the bulk of the land transferred
to them, but they would lose the $250,000.
They are going to get so much for every ten
miles, even if they do not go another yard.
Now, the idea of placing in the hands of two
men the entire control of four million acres of
land is beyond our conception. There seem to
be no restrictions of any kind excepting any
laws that we way pass afterwards, but if
Mackenzie & Mann were oper. to sell to Uni-
ted States citizens, then they might purchase
another Alaska. Alaska would not only be
owned by the United States, but all of the
north-western peninsula would be owned
by them as well. Are we going to place our-
selves in such a position, after having lost
Alaska and that strip of coast going down
there, for want of as much foresight and judg-
ment as our neighbours have shown? Are
we going, for some extraordinary reason, to
rush into a transaction that involves the
cession of four million acres of land, handing
it over to United States citizens, because
under the laws it can be sold out to them,
and we virtually have lost our influence and
control of that portion of the territory. I
cannot support any such contract for that
reason, apart.from the opposition that I have
always shown to the cession of land ever
since the grant to the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way. Isupported the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, but I have consistently, for a number of
years, opposed as strenuously as I could part-
ing with any more real estate in that way.
There is a more thrifty way of developing our
necessary transportation, and that is to guar-
antee the first bonds taking them as security
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for repayment. I think that our landsor our |is a very large portion of it will probably
mines should be nursed for the benefit of |be valueless. I am quite prepared to ac-
the country, for the benefit of the people knowledge that. And so with regard to
who come- after us, and the revenue which | our placer mines, we know that it is in the
can still be obtained from it, and not given | deep pools that the gold drops down. Where
away recklessly and blindly, in the way we it is rapid there is no guld ; it will not
have been doing, as was condemned in the|settle there, but where it gets decp it sinks
case-of British Columbia, when they gave|to the bottom. So that really it is concen-
the enormous grant last year, when they trated in pockets. But if it is all concen-
gave the grant to the Canadian Pacific|trated you may be sure Mackenzie &
Railway, and it was also given to Mac-{ Mann will get hold of the concentrated
kenzie & Mann in the case of the Lake!parts, and that the government is not likely
Dauphin  Railway. It did not cost|to obtain possession of a concentrated part.
*$8,000 a mile to build the line, and the However, that is apart from the position
Manitoba government guaranteed the. that I take. In the laying out of our lands
bonds to the extent of $8,000 a mile, 'in the North-west Territories we have even-
and they had the land grant of 6,400 acres numbered sections. The even-numbered sec-
a mile, and a cash subsidy of $2, 000 a mile. | tions wer: for open entry by the people at
Now if that‘is indefensible, and if 6,400 /large, for the purpose of encouraging
acres per mile is considered too la.rge a:population to come there and get the
land grant, with a guarantee from the pro-;land. = We reserved the odd- numbered
vincial government that gave them the cash | sections to preserve the development of the
to build the road with leaving them the;country, and to serve as a future resource
land grant and the submdy of the Dominion  for the development of that country. Well,
government free to do as they liked with, Jnow we have recklessly given away some
unrestricted, untouched, no bonds on it, all | forty million acres of our land and to that
their own—they have the title deeds of it, <extent we have parted with it. But I wish
hon. gentlemen ; they built the road for the|to point out that it is advisable that we
8%, 000 the ooxernment gave them, they should not continue this course, and I can
have the nghb to issue bonds upon it, and | only repeat what I was taught by the Liberal
it is paymv all the fixed charges to-day and ' ,party for 20 years in their speeches. Inthe
has been from the first day it started. | mining country we should endeavour to
That is well known in Manitoba. Those i reserve a certain portion for those who mine,
are the concessions and privileges wefor the individuals who go in there: that
are giving to contractors, and they become ' portion is for the public to assist in develop-
millicnaires by the cession of public lands!ing the country. We should endeavour to
and property in that reckless way. If it utilize the other half in some way that it
was reckless to give them 6,400 acres a' will recoup the Treasury by a revenue from
mile on that occasion, is it not ten times | its resources for governing the country. The
more reckless to give them for each mile of : government apparently have made no effort
this road 25,000 acres of our gold bearmg to ascertain whether it would be possible to
lands ? Beca.use, you must recollect, that  formulate such a scheme as would develop
with gold bearing linds the value is some- | that half reserved from the public by the
times enormous. mining regulations in order to develop a
revenue. We ceitainly are not going to

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friends will develop a revenue from Mackenzie & Mann
see that if these blocks extended half a mile under the present contract and the resources
back from the river the quantity of land | of the country we are going to part with. I
would be reduced to one-twelfth of what it | suggest to the government that a company
is, and so far as the placer gold is concerned, could be formed to mine the alternate sec-
the quantity granted will be exactly the|tions in conjunction with the government.
same. that is to say, that to-morrow if the govern-
ment were to say we will form a company

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Those are items |and give them the right to mine those alter-
to be considered. I know perfectly well | nate lands in conjunc'ion with the govern-
that every acre of that 4,000,000 acres is|ment, for the benefit of the government,
not equally productive, and’ that there | with a representative of the government on
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its board to
the inland
1ts operation:

ascertain what it is doing, with
revenue officer watching over
10n$—a, company, 1 say, can be

f)(:;m}?dl fwn,h a capital cI))f $yé0,000,000 to give
the oa of the profits of its operations to
government ag a revenue. If you go to
iSugland thl_l a proposition and say : here,
& concession obtained from the govern-
10ent to mine for the benefit of the gov-
ernment, and to give one-half of the
Profits that are derived from the operations
of this company, you can, to morr¢w, form a
% company among the investing public to
the extent of 25 million dollars to carry out

the scheme. While they are dividing the
Profits  with the government, investors
realize  that there is no speculation

hmd, it, and they know the govern-
ment is represented upon it and they
ave a joint interest with a com-
Pany of that kind with these terms,
that the company is going to get as fair
Play as the government themselves, and,
therefore, if the investment would not
appear so remunerative, at any rate it would
Present itself to them as the safest, and,
therefore, T say that it is practicable. Tt is
mpossible for the government to mine on
eIr own account. That would not be
Profitable. It would not be wise to place
the mines for sale in the same way as we
Put our lands up in the province of Mani-
toba during the boom there, because there
would immediately be a combination of
uyers, as there was on that occasion when
the land produced only $2.55 an acre, 5
cenls over the government price. So it
would be in this case if the lands were up
for sale. But such a scheme as I have
ormulated and suggested to the government

. myself, from my knowledge of affairs, would
quite practicable and might return a
revenue of one million or a million and a
alf per year, when in full operation, always
assuming that the ining claims would be
held as our odd and even-numbered agricul-
tura] lands, the even numbers for free occu-
Pation by the public, the odd for the revenues
of the government. With the present pro-
Position there is nothing to prevent Mac
kenzie & Mann opening an office at the
ficad of their railway and handing out min-
Ing licenses on a ten per cent royalty and

Pocketing nine per cent without investing a
dollar,

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Does the hon. gentle-
Man suppose he could attract a population

to that country, going into it to work as
labourers, in the same way as a man at
liberty to take his own mining lot and mine
for himself ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I say if you put
in the proper machinery and capital, put up
comfortable houses, and furnish the proper
means for supplying a population, that there
would not be the slightest difficulty in at-
tracting 200,000 or 300,000; and if the
population is going tc be attracted there
at all Mr. Mackenzie and Mr. Mann will
have to do the same thing except that Mr.
Marnn and Mr. Mackenzie only give 1 per
cent, while I propose that this company
should give 50 per cent.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—But the hon. gentle-
man will see that that is not quite a fair
statement, because while he says the govern-
ment will get 50 per cent, that is out of the

net profits; the other includes the gross
earnings.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—In reference to
what the Minister of Justic: suggests, I may .
say in laying my views before the govern-
ment, I suggested that the government
should have 40 per cent of the gross profits -
or 50 per cent of the net profits. I put the
two ideas before them. However, they
were ouly crude ideas, and only formulated
with the idea of offering a friendly sugges-
tion as to the best mode of dealing with
that. In order to make my views more
forcible, and to bring them before parlia-
ment in some form, I myself putinto the
Gazette in December last an application for
the formation of such a company as I speak
of, which may or may not come hefore parlia-
ment for rnactment.

It was in order that I might put the
views I hold more forcibly before the gov-
government. If this contract goes through,
of course, that puts an end to any
further ideas in regard to the dis-
position of those lands; but I wish to say
that it iz exceedingly il-judged in my
opinion to, at the present moment, alienate
any portion of those lands in the imperfect
knowledge that we possess of them, because
any knowledge that we do pos-ess is of a
very crude nature and exceedingly favourable
to the country. But there is another feature
I wish to point out, and that is, that one
great argument that is used in regard to
this route, that it is an all-Canadian route.
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Now, that is the greatest misnomer to apply
to this road that it is possible to apply. It
is not an all-Canadian route ; we have to go
through United States territory in order to
utilize it. The hon. Minister of Justice
himself told us yesterday that that route was
open for commercial purposes only, and that
for military purposes it was not open. We
bave our mounted police in there at the
present moment, and if it is not open for
military purposes, the mounted police can
be ordered to remain there, and any one who
wishes to vet entrance there can be told to
remain outside, and the only way the govern-
ment can reciprocate is to allow the United
States troops to go through Canadian soil,
that is, give a quid pro quo. Then how can
it be called a Canadian route? It is no
Canadian route at all.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Ts the hon. gentleman
opposed to the construction of this road ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—In the first place
I object to the valuable assets in the North-
west Territories upon which we depend to
assist us to obtain direct access to the min-

ing regions of c¢he Rocky Mountains
being used to build a railway in
British Columbia, which holds its own

public lands and mines. I am not opposed
to the construction of the road itself, as far
as the mere value of paying for the road it-
self is concerned ; if I had anything to do
with it T would get the government to
guarantee the bonds to the extent of ten or
fifteen thousand dollars a mile, take a first
charge on the route, and then the govern-
ment will be recouped for the guarantee
very quickly after the road has been built,
and it will not cost the country a solitary
penny. I would not allow anything like a
narrow gauge road to be built. These nar-
row gauge roads, wherever they have been
built, have had to be abandoned. The rails
weizh only thirty pounds to the yard, and
the cost of building such a road is nothing
at all, with iron manufactured in the United
States now, as low as $16 a ton. The narrow
gauge road is an exceedingly light rail, and
the cost of building that is nothing. If the
government would guarantee the bonds to
the extent of $8,000 a mile the road would
be built and contractors would be very
thankful indeed to make their modicum of
profit by taking it for that sum. T know
something of that. The Crow’s Nest Pass

Railway has been built with a bonus ; I be-
lieve if we had the contract of the Canadian
Pacific Railway before us we would find
that the Canadian Pacific Railway has
got from the government every penny
that it has cost to build that railway.
Iron is so very cheap and labour is so low
and machinery has become perfected that
they have machinery not only for grading

learth but they can actually dredge rock.

They have reduced by powerful machinery
the cost of building the-e roads to a very
small thing indeed, and I see that the people
of the United States have increased their
manufacture of iron to the extent of 15,000,-
000 tons per annum and that rails have been
manufactured as low as $15 and $16 a ton.
So you can see what a very small amount of
value the contractors are to put into the
road in comparison with the enormous
subsidies given to them. Now, hon. gentle-
men, we have to look behind in order to see
some reason for this extraordinary position.
We know perfectly well, as Mr. Osler, a
director of the Canadian Pacific Railway
will tell you any day, that the business of
the Canadian Pacific Railway is to
try and carry the freight into that Yukon
region over their road as far as their
road goes. That is perfectly legitimate
for the Canadian Pacific Railway to do.
Then we know a transportation com-
pany has been formed to connect the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway at Vancouver with the
Stikine route. Now we know there is a
desire on the part of the friends of that road
to throw the traflic upon that route instead
of going in by Dyea. That gives a mono-
poly to the Canadian Pacitic Railway to
Vancouver a practical monopoly of the
Stikine navigation, and a monoply of the
railway.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—In going by the
Stikine we have a treaty right in that way,
but the other way we have not.

Hon. Mr, SCOTT—We have no customs
to pay going in by the Stikine.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—Well, we have to
tranship on the Stikine route, and the

United States government, if they choose,
can hamper our hands on the transaction.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
They can do more than that, they can pre-
vent the transhipment.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That is not the inter-

Pretation put on it by Customs Department
at Ottawa, I understand.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
do not know what the interpretation of the
CuStOI.n officials at Ottawa is, but it is a
question that has come under the notice of
all governments for a great many years
Past, and we all know that the Uhnited

tates government has enforced to the
fullest extent all the provisions of the
customs and navigation laws, and they pre-
{?nt. the transhipment of goods at any

nited States port that have come from a
Canadian port.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Are not goods that

arrive in New York, transferred in bond
through Canada

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
es.

Hon. Mr. 8COTT—Can not goods arriv-

ing at Wrangel be transhipped in the same
manner §

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Those are not the terwns of the coasting
laws. The hon. gentleman ought to know
that the transmission of goods from Europe
through the United States is provided for
under treaty and the bonding laws, particu-
larly the Washington treaty. We are now
speaking of the coasting laws and the effect
Wwhich they have on the trade of the country,
not the bonding system. It is possible that
upon a vesselarrivingat Wrangel with British
goods, they might be entered in bond and
then sent out of the United States by mak-
ng an ex-warehouse entry, but the expense

and annoyance attending this course is
great.

_Hon, Mr. SCOTT—We have the same
right on the Stikine that they have. We
have the right to navigate the Yukon. We
have the right to tranship at Wrangel.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—

That is a question you have not shown.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—T have seen the regu-
lations, which are very clear, that boats ar-
riving at 8t. Michael's can transfer their
cargoes to smaller boats to go up the river,
but they cannot coast at those ports of the
Yukon that border Alaska ; they must go

through to a British port, to Dawson or
Fort Cudahy.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
The hon. gentleman may have seen regula-
tions of that kind. I must confess in my
long experience of the customs I have not,
nor has there been any concession of that
kind made. The coasting laws make this
provision : a United States vessel can leave
its own port and touch at a Canadian port,
but it cannot take in any goods at the Can-
adian port, nor passengersand dischargeagain
at another Canadian port ; but it can go from
a United States port to a Canadian port and
thence to a United States port, otherwise it
has no right to touch. Now, if T under-
stand the position in Wrangel it is this, that
it is required, if a British vessel goes there,
she must tranship the goods from the vessel
in which they were brought to that port to
a vessel which can carry them to another
port. :

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Up the river.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Yes, up theriver. A questionwas askedinthe
Commonsof the Minister of Railways whether
the Department of Justice had been consulted
upon that point, and whether the opinion of
the Justice Department was that it had that
power and right, under the coasting laws.
The Minister of Railways said the depart-
ment had not been consulted and he did not
know what the law was. Probably the hon.
Minister of Justice can tell us what the law
is upon that point, which they failed to get
in the House of Commons. ‘

Hon. Mr. MILLS —The hon. gentleman
will see that that largely depends upon the
construction that is put upon the Washing-
ton Treaty with reference to the navigation
of those waters, and that the interests of
the two governments in a large measure
correspond in that regard, and as a matter
of fact the United States government
recognizing our right, for commercial pur-
poses, to navigate the Yukon River, have
also, in connection with that, recognized the
right of transhipment at St. Michael’s ; so I
do not apprehend there will be any difficulty.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Do I understand the hon. gentleman to say
that the United States government has
recognized that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS —Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Because the United States huve the same



46

|SENATE]

right under the Washington Treaty to navi-
gate the River St. Lawrence as Canada, but
they have no further right than that of
navigating ; they have no right, under the
customs laws, to any of the privileges which
are enjoyed by our own people, either of
transhipment or otherwise.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—They have also gone
further than that. They have recognized
our right to obt:in wood along the river,
without which the right of navigation would
not be of any value.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
That is a right they enjoy in the St. Law-
rence. If they wish to stop at Kingston to
receive fuel they can do that, but it must
be consumed on the vessel or taken to the
United States, they cannot land itat a Can-
adian port.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM —British steamers
touching at different places along the Yukon
would be subject to enormous duties.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—OM, yes, that is true.
That would be an interference with the
- coasting laws of the United States. A Bri-
tish steamer leaving 8t. Michael’s could not
take on or put off passengersin Alaska. She
would have to go to Fort Cudahy or Dawson.
So long as she does that, she is quite within
the terms of the treaty aund the regulations
of the coasting trade.

Hon. Mr. SANFORD—This treaty says
“for commercial purposes;” do I under-
stand that the Canadian government are at
liberty to send the mounted police up the
river !

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Up to the present
they have not objected.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —The interruptions
have brought out some very interesting facts.
‘Where we can have reciprocity with the
United States I am with you all the time.
If the United States grant certain favours
to us in a certain direction we are quite pre-
pared to reciprocate, and the better un-
derstanding that we have between us, the
better it is going to be for both countries and
all concerned. But we have to deal with
facts as they are, and when it is claimed
that this is to be an all-Canadian route, it
is a misnomer. It is not an all-Canadian

route. In a month’s time, unless we choose
to accede to the demands of the United
States, our mounted police may be shut out
from going there. But after having spent
$300,000 this winter in order to build a
route through Dyea and open a way for the
United States militia to go in, we may
be excluded from going in.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We have not spent
any money at Dyea.

Hon. Mr. BOUT.TON —The expense that
has been incurred in taking in provisioLs
and opening up that route is not going to
cost one penny Jess than $300,000.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—But the hon. gentle-
man is mistaken in supposing that that sum
has been spent at Dyea.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—In transportation, not
in any permanent work.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —I am quite aware
that this is in transport, the sending Major
Walsh, the commissioner, and his party and
all the expenses that are attached to it.
We read in the paper that Major Walsh
bought provisions at $2 a pound: thatis .
$4,000 a ton for the provisions all round,
whether it was tea, sugar, pork, salt or
anything else. Now you cannot, without
incurring great expense, pay such prices as
that. We know that the cost of transpor-
tation has been something enormous; even
on the route by way of St. Michael’s the
charges are ten cents a pound, but by the
Chilkoot Pass and these other passes the
expenditure has been enormous.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—But my hon. friend
will see that there has been no expenditure
upon the passes. The provisions that are
bought, and the amount that is spent for
provisions and for supplies that are con-
sumed on the way, are not expenditures
upon these passes.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Certainly not. I
am quite agreeable to that position, but
what I want to impress upon the govern-
ment is this, that they sent Major Walsh in
with a full outfit of government stock, and
that he is now still halted at the Salmon
River, and he is as far away from the seat
of government as if he were in Ottawa.

Hon.Mr.SCOTT—What does that show ?
That the difficulties of getting into that
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country are very great, and that even with
the government behind the expedition, it is
almost impossible to get in. There was no
other way for him to go.

) Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—He
1s not there yet.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—That is exactly
what I want to come at, that some $300,000
had been expended in conveying Major
Walsh as far as he had got, without any
public improvements of any kind or descrip-
tion. There have been stopping places and
other things, but the whole cost has gone in
transportation, $300 a ton, for conveying
things up the Chilkoot Pass. When that
bill comes to be paid, you will find I am not
outside of my estimate in saying that we
have spent $300,000 in order to convey
M&,)or Walsh into Dawson City, and that he
18 still camped at the mouth of Big Salmon
River. He tried to send Mr. McGregor, the
Inspector of mines, a few miles further, but
he has had to stop. That is the result of
the efforts and expenditure of a very large
sum of money indeed. The hon. gentleman
says that that was the only way. I find
fault entirely with the folly of trying to
s2nd a government by that route into that
country at the time of the year it went in.
If they thought it advisable and necessary
to send it in, they ought to have sent it in

by the Edmonton route. If they had sent
it that way.

Hon. Mr POWER—It would take six
months to get through.

H09. Mr. BOULTON—I will undertake
to go in there in six weeks if you will give

me a letter of credit on the Hudson Bay
Company.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—An expedition was
despatched consisting of mounted police and
a surveyor. They left in September and we
have not heard of their arrival there yet.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—If they had
gone by the Mackenzie River they could
have got there long ago.

Houn. Mr. SCOTT—They were told to
select the best route they knew.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I am aware that
the expedition got as far as the Liard. I
8m not prepared to say the mounted police

are the smartest men in the world to do

things of that kind. The settlers in the

country are more inured to the difficulties
which their own individuality have to over-
come. The mounted police are under disci-
pline and under orders. They have to go
under certain conditions. They are under
discipline. This party started in there with
eight or ten men and I have no doubt they
are at Dawson to-day. It would not surprise
me if they were not, but there are lots of
people who have gone into that country
inured to difficulties. I myself went into
the part of the country where I settled 18
years ago and took my wife and children
with me across the country 300 miles, across
rivers and sloughs and without a bridge or
any adjunct money can supply, and when
numbers turned back in consequence of the
difficulties. - You can get lots of people in
the North-west Territories who will under-
take to deliver a letter in Dawson City in-
side of six weeks if you will only pay them.
The Mounted Police however are obliged to
act more deliberately they cannot take
chances individuals can.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—Perhaps by balloon.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No, not by bal-
loon. Half the way to Dawson City the
route is through a good country for settle-

ment. There are Hudson Bay rosts and
settlers all over it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—From the Peace River

district to Dawson City is about 1,100
miles?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I am aware of
that, but there are lots of people there that
do not mind travelling 1,100 miles. Itisa
big country. Near where I live, a man with
a team and outfit started from Russell a
week or two ago to go through Peace River,
1,400 miles, and he will get there inside
of a couple of months. The Peace River
district is an agricultural country, full of
rich resources of all kinds, pastoral resources,
grain resources, mineral resources and every
thing that is required to sustain human life.
‘We have in the Peace' River district 3,000,-
000 acres of land that' was transferred
in exchange by the province of British
Columbia because it was on the east side of
the Rocky Mountains and not easily admin-
istered from the Pacific coast. It is an
exceedingly fine agricultural distriot, I
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believe. The same way with the Peace River
district, the agricultural lands extend very
far north, I am satisfied more than half the
distance toward Dawson City. Mineral
wealth is to be discovered and developed on
the streams in that region and if the gov-
ernment had last September sent Major
Walsh in there to establish headquarters
half way between Edmonton and Dawson
City, and let him work his way from there
with the staff that was necessary there,
something would have been accomplished,
and if the $300,000 we have expended this
winter in a fruitless effort to get Major
Walsh and his party through to Dawson
from the Pacific coast had been expended
on the Edmonton route, there would have
been a very different story to tell to-day.
The government might then have boasted
they had opened out an all-Canadian route.
Major Walsh is camped on the Big Saimon
River out of touch with the government and
out of touch with the people up there.
‘When he is to get to Dawson City, goodness
knows. In my opinion it will be the first
of June at least. He has to be supported
there and how far he has provision for that,
I cannot tell. We had information only
two or three days ago that he paid $2 a
pound for provisions, whether for his own
support or to relieve distressed miners I
cannot tell. There is this point I wish to
point out, that if we are going to furnish from
the North-west Territories and from eastern
Canada here the food supplies and the neces-
saries required for the development of that
mining region, we can never compete with
Oregon and California. It is utterly impos-
sible for us to do so and pay the freight
across the continent and ship the gocds on
by steamboat through this route that is now
being developed, tranship them at Fort
Wrangel, tranship them again into smaller
boats, tranship again to this railway and
then tranship them again on to the route
where Major Walsh has been stuck for
months. The emigrants or intending miners
on their return from the Yukon will find
their way to California, they will never come
back over the C. P. R. to settle. Going in
by the Edwonton route, they will, if not
successful in locating gold, fall back upon
our agricultural districts to settle and help
to develop their resources.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—Itis
a fact that we get nearly all our flour,

cattle and supplies of that kind from Mani-
toba and the North-west. It is also a fact
that United States miners come over to
Victoria to compare the prices for such
articles with those in Seattle and Tacoma,
and they buy them from us, finding them
cheaper.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I do not want to
disturb the equaniwity of my hon. friend
from British Columbia, [ am quite aware
that they use our flour and why? Because
it is a great deal better flour than can be
got in Washington or Oregon. This state-
ment that we send our cattle from Manitoba
and the North-west Territories to British
Columbia is not correct. We send them to
the mountains, but not a single beast goes
beyond that. Most of them come east end
are shipped to England. I came down with
the manager of Rothschild’s Company, and
he is sending supplies in there. He came
to buy canned corn and tomatoes and things
of thut kind and he told me that he bought
his flour in San Francisco, his bacon in
Chicago and his butter from a creamery in
Washington. What is the use in arguing
and saying that we can compete and send
our stuff across the continent, and that the
duty is going to keep our neighbours out.
What does the duty amount to when the
transportation is twenty cents a pound ?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—It is
done every day for all that.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Yes, with a cer-
tain class of dry goods, but it is not our
business or the business of the government
to consider the diversion of wealth or busi-
ness into any particular town or city. The
duty of the government is to serve the
incerests of the country at large rather than
the immediate interests of Edmonton, of
Calgary, of Prince Albert or Victoria or
Vancouver. That is not the question we
are arguing at all. They ‘are individual
towns which will look after themselves to the
best of their ability, and provide the supplies
from some source or other, which are
absolutely nesessary for the development of
that mining region. We are interested
whether for all time, or ten or fifteen years
at least, they are going to be diverted from
this country or whether weare to be able to
compete with foreigners by the government
taking the shortest and most advantageous
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I‘]Qutg to get in there from our agricultural
aistricts in the east, customs duty does not
count when freight rates are high.

_HOD. Mr. MILLS—That is the point at
which my hon. friend lays down his free
trade and takes up the other view.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I do not under-
stand the hon gentleman’s point. Any-
body knows perfectly well that if I want to
g0 from that corner of the room to the other
corner of the room, the shortest route is to

80 right across, instead of going ruund the
sides of the room.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—That is the
Way you would have to go, though.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—You prefer the
straight line,

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I prefer the
straight line every time. Toe the mark every
time, stick to your principles, and carry
them out. That is the position in which
the matter stands. The road from Edmonton
In the North-west Territories, which is the
terminus of railway communication in the
nterior, is a Canadian route all through,
which our United States friends cannot in-
terfere with in any degree whatever.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Does my hon. friend
assume that because this road is to be built
to enable us to get in there within a few
months and get cur supplies in, that there-
fore no other road can be built?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No. I quite
understand our position. I do know that if
you give away the whole of our resources to
build 150 miles of road in British Columbia,
there would not be much use in our coming
down from Edmonton and asking for assist-
ance to build a road. I want the government
to hang on to the dollars and cents.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I think there are
about 70,000,000 acres of land left.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—

Under ice.

. Hon. Mr. BOULTON —We are not speak-
Ing of that particular belt surrounding that
district. I do not think it is the business
of the government to contribute with undue
has!,e to the excitement, because it is an
€xcitement, and it is a boom which cannot
last znd will not last. Therefore, I do not

consider it is the business of the govern-
ment to unduly facilitate the ingress of that
enormous population, which everybody
claims is going in there before the country
is able to digest it, and, as Mr. Ogilvie him-
self says, will return disgusted with the diffi-
culties they have to encounter.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Does my hon. friend
think that if the government had taken
advantage of that route they could have
found contractors ready to construct the
road at all

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Put up a notice
in these buildings asking for tenders to-mor-
row, and say that the government will
guarantee the bonds to the extent of $10,000
a mile for a narrow gauge road, and ask for
tenders from contractors from Canada and
you will not have to guarantee them for
more than $8,000 a mile. Let them build the
road, and the company are going to pay you
back every penny out of the business
they will do: it will not cost the gov-
ernment any money. Iknow what Manitoba
did. They guaranteed the bonds of the Lake
Dauphin railway for $8,000 a mile, and
that built the whole road, and the Pro-
vincial Government took a first lien,
and the company is earning enough
from the traffic to bear the whole of the
charges necessary to repay the province of
Manitoba. The same conditionof affairs
exists on that road out there. I heard last
night in the House of Commons an argu-
ment used that the expenditure on trans-
portation and the purchase of goods in that
country this year was going to be $20,000,-
000. But who is going to get that $20,-
000,000? Mainly those interested in trans-
portation and in the construction of that
road. All the government apparently wants
is to secure that road. I will support them
in securing that road, but I will not support
them in giving away that enormous track of
country to secure it, and I am not going to
support them -in their diversion of a large
area of country which could readily be ap-
propriated to connect the North-west Ter-
ritory with that region which belongs to the
North-west Territory. The road is being
built through British Columbia, and ‘they
have their mines there, and own them there,”
and it is developing that portion of the
country owned by the United States along
the coast, and not developing the Yukon dis-
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trict. A connection between Edmonton and
Dawson City would develop Canadian terri-
tory the whole way. We had here a com-
mittee appointed at the instigation of His
Honour Governor Schultz, which went into a
thorough examination of the natural resour-
ces of the Mackenzie basin and hon. mem-
bers who sat on that commission will
recollect very well the enormous resources
which were proved to exist in that country.
The Yukon country is part of the North-
west Territory of Canada, and that the
resources of these North-west Territories
should be husbanded in order to connect the
various parts of the North-west Territory to-
gether, and not force the trade of our heavy
products, the only thing we grow, all the way
back across to the Pacific, in order that the
Canadian Pacific Railway may earn every
dollar that there is to be made in- carrying
these goods. It is not our interest to support
that ; it is not our interest to support a
monopoly of any kind. What we want to
do is to get rid of monopolies. The mono-
polies are eating the vitals of the country.
It is competition that we require. And
while the government may feel the necessity
of constructing that road, what I say is
that they should put it on a business basis
and business principles. Let it be built in
thay way, and if possible administer the
affairs of that Yukon region so that a good
return can be obtained from it,in orderthat
the country may be developed without
falling back on the revenues of the country.
These are my ideas with regard to construc-
tion of that road. The next clause in the
speech reads :

The bountiful harvest with which we have been
favoured by a benevolent Providence has con-
tributed greatly to the increase of our prosperity,
and I amn glad to note that the trade and commerce
of the Dominion, and more especially the amount
snd values of her principal exports, Ka.ve increased
greatly during the past eighteen months, and there
18 good reason to believe that this improvement
may be maintained if not augmented, during the
remainder of the present year.

I am very glad indeed to see that the
government have attributed our prosperity
to the proper source—that is to benevolent
Providence. I thoroughly believe in the
hand of Providence being over us at all
times. That fact that the government have
seen fit to insert that clause in the speech is
an evidence that they attribute our pros-
perity to that source, which is very true,

and for which we have every reason to be
thankful.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—They attribute
it to Providence and not to the government.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—-Yes. But we
strike a snag right here, as far as I am conr-
cerned, and that is my free trade views.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend aban-
doned his free trade views when le talked
about flour from California and the Western
States.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No; my free
trade views are limited to free trade with
Great PBritain for the present, until we can
remove the commercial hostility of our friends
in the United States, and I tell hou. gen-
tlemen that it is the most popular policy
that there is in the country to-day.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW_—You had better
endeavour to abolish the Dingley tariff.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—-If you would
adopt free trade with Great Britain you
would convert the whole Northern States to
the same principle. It will not be more
than five years, or a very little longer, when
the United States will find it absolutely
necessary for them to adopt the same
principle. There are lots of free traders
in the United States, only they cannot
get out of the grasp of protection and
it is the same in Canada. Here is a free
trade government that appealed to the
country for 20 years, who have put them-
selves under the thumb of the member for
Centre Toronto, who says that no disturbance
of that.tariff shall be made for ten years.
When I find that that gentleman has been
put forward to move the address, and that
this speech contains no reference to the
reduction of the tariff, to the carrying out of
the principles the liberal party advocated for
many years, you cannot expect me, hon.
gentlemen, to believe in the views that they
may express so long as that condition is
maintained.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—But you do not want
to lower the tariff against our neighbours.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No, not for the
present. I am quite convinced if we have
free trade with Great Britain that they will
be in a great hurry to lower it, that they
will enter into a reciprocity treaty at once.



[FEBRUARY 9, 1898]

51

Hon. Sit.' MACKENZIE BOWELL—So
as to get rid of the smuggling.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —I want for the
present, our commercial relations with Great

ritain to be veciprocal free trade for free
trade, and the same for the United States,
free trade for free trade. But we are brought
face to face with a new condition that has
hever presented itself since Canada was Can-
ada, and the new condition having arisen,
It 8 necessary to put on your thinking
cap and consider is that condition a whole-
80me one, or is it necessary that some
change should be made in order to improve
lt:l Now, what is this condition which has
arisen, only in the last three years? It
1s that our imports exceeded our exports
for 30 years. If anybody will run
his eye down page 17 of the Trade and
Navigation Returns, he will see that from
1868 to 1898, with the exception of three
years, the imports have exceeded the
exports, that is for 27 years of the life of
Confederation the imports exceeded the
exports. For the past three years they have
reversed this order. - Now, both conditions
cannot be sound. If it was a sound position
that We were importing more than we were
exporting, it cannot be a sound position that
Wve are now exporting more than we are
lmporting. You can take whichever side
you like to argue upon, but you cannot
argue both ways like the present govern-
ment. My hon. «friend, the leader of the
opposition (8ir Mackenzie Bowell), while he
condemns the government for not carrying
out the policy advocated in their epeeches,
quite approves of the manner in which they
are conducting operations in not carrying
them_ out, but I think, to a certain extent,
arguing both ways also. He approves of
the policy the government have adopted,

ut he condemns them for stealing his
clothes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—And they have
le.ft him without the means of covering up
his nakedness. He is not prepared to put
on a new suit. I want to dress him up
with a new suit, and I think I can do it
before I conclude. There is a stone wall
that you have got your head against, and
that is the fact that I have announced to-
day, that we are exporting more than we

are importing. In 1896 we exported two
million and a half more than we imported.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD(B.C.)—That is
a good sign.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—In 1897, the
year which has just closed, the exports have
exceeded the imports to the extent of
$18,000,000. That is a jurap from $2,-
000,000 to $18,000,000. The public returns
show us that the exports have exceeded the
imports during the last six months of the
present financial year—that is, between the
tirst of July last and the 3lst December
last—$30,000,000, or at the rate of $60,-
000,000 a year. I want to know how you
can explain that condition. For 27 years
of our life we have been import-
ing more than we have been ex-
portinz. The moment the Liberal party
get into power, the reverse condition comes
about and we are now parting with $60,000,-
000 more of the product of the labour of
Canada than we are getting back. The hou.
leader of the House knows that I am stating
a thing that is against the principles he has
always advocated, and I believe thoroughly
in my heart he is advocating to-day, only he
has got into a nest of traitors, to use a
new parliamentary phrase, traitors to
their principles, I think, and he must
submit to the inevitable and has to
swallow his own principles. I quite appre-
ciate the position. He knows Her Majesty’s
governiment has to be carried on and I am
proud and pleased to think he is occupying
a seat in this chamber and helping the gov-
ernment to carry it out, and I only hope his
influence will be so exerted that he will
cause them to change their policy ; whether
he can do that or not, remains to be seen.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Would
you stop the exports }

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No, but I would
bring back the imports.

Hon. Mr. MILLS —Supposing this coun-
try had been running behind for some years
previous, supposing we were incurring a
foreign indebtedness, and that when the
country was becoming more prosperous, there
was an opportunity to even up matters, does
not my hon. friend see that the exports
would be in excess of the imports  That may
be our condition.
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Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Yes, and that is
why I opposed giving a grant to the Crow’s
Nest Pass Railway, and why I oppose the
excessive cost of transporting Major Walsh
to Salmon River through the United States,
and several other matters. I opposed those
things for the reason that the hon. gentle-
man has given. What he said does
not justify such an enormous surplus over
imports of $60,000,000 a year. I am
quite aware that any public indebted-
ness that we have to remit in the shape of
governmental indebtedness, in the shape of
dividends of our large corporations, and all
those things are absorbed by our exports,
that our exports go to pay for these remit-
tances instead of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, or the Canadian government sending
gold across there. they merely draw on
England, or rather the country sends ex-
ports, and the exchange in England is what
remits the indebtedness. But there is some-
thing more behind that to account for the
enormous increase, because hon. gentlemen
must become alarmed at the fact that we
bave parted with $30,000,000 worth of ex-
portation of the product of Canadian labour
in six months and get no visible return for
it. ‘

Hon. Mr. COCHRANE-—We got the

money.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —No, sir, we have
not got the money.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—A good wany mort-
gages have been paid off.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The loan com-
panies are not in that prosperous condition
in eastern Canada to justify that last re-
mark. In Manitoba, where the loans do not
as a rule exceed two to four dollars an acre
with 8 per cent interest, their condition may
be better, but loan companies will not
accept payment. of a mortgage under
those conditions.
exactly to you the conditions that I
think we have arrived at, and that is, first
of all, we have of course to remit the gov-
ernment indebtedness, the interest amount-
ing to $11,000,000, the net earnings of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, the net revenue
of the Grand Trunk and the net revenue of
all our corporations. Then, of course, hon.
gentlemen will know that the principle I
have always argued this question upon is

I am going to explain,

this, that if we export to England or any
other country a million of dollars worth of
products which are admitted into England
free, and we refuse to receive British pro-
ducts back again into Canada, excepting
under a tax of 30 per cent, that of necessity
they can only send back 70 per cent.

Hon. Mr. McCALLU M—Where does that
30 per cent go to?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—That goes to cus-
toms duties on our necessaries. The farmers
are bearing the whole cost, because those ex-
ports, as the speech says, consist mainly of
our agricultural products. I am arguing
the question for the benefit of the great
agricultural interest which represents 75 per
cent of the exporting power of the country ;
they send out of the product of their labour,
75 per cent of all our exports, and they get
nothing back for it; it is aksorbed by
the high charges on the Canadian
Pacific Railway, the increase of indebted-
ness, etc. That does not account for
the enormous difference between exports
and imports of the past six months, which
is going to alarm the country, and I advise
people to open their eyes to it, that we
are parting with $30,000,000 worth and
have no visible return for it in six months.
except any one here in this House can ex-
plain how it is returned, and who gets the
money. Now, my explanation of it is this,
that in May last there was a boom got up
for the Canadian Pacific Railway stock and
it stood at 49 in April last, and you will
recollect my drawing attention to the fact
that the hon. Minister of Interior had con-
tributed to that boom by announcing on the
floor of the House of Parliament his opinion
as to the exemptions of Canadian Pacific
Railway lands from taxation for 20 years.
Mr. Lister, the member for Lambton, asked
the question when did the exemption of
the Canadian Pacific Railway lands from
taxation for 20 years commence, was it
from the date of the issue of the indivi-
dual pa‘ent or the date the letters patent
when the land grant was earned. His
reply was that it dated from the issue
of the individual patent, and that only
1,500,000 acres had so far been patented.
The Canadian Pacific Railway stock
boomed up from 50 to 90, an increase of
40 per cent. * That was bought very largely
in Montreal ; so, at any rate, to the ex-
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f,ent: that it was purchased in Montreal,
13 1t necessary to remit the amount of
the purchase money to England. That is
to say, supposing people here in Montreal
or elseshere purchased stock of the Can-
adian Pacific Railway upon a marginal de-
Posit of five or ten per cent for a rise or a
fall, say at 50, they would have to remit
the value of the stock at 50, when the de-
mand for the transfer of the stock was
made, the profit between 50 and 90 remains
Wwith the purchaser, but the 50 per cent would
have to be remitted to England in order to
Ieet the obligations entered into in the pur-
chase of that stock from Dutch, English
or American shareholders or whoever it
Was who agreed to sell that stock at
those figures. Hon. gentlemen, when you
come to think that $30,000,000 has gone out
of the country and that the exchange has
absorbed that $30,000,000, the exchange
being contributed by these sources such as
the remittance of the dividends of the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway government liabilities,
our corporate liabilities and, added to that,
the terms of the purchase of the Canadian
Pacific Railway stock by speculators, then I
can account for the transference of $30,000,-
000 of Canada exports into the pockets of
somebody else ; and the people which have
reaped the benefit of the exports are those
Wwho purchased the stock and pocketed the
profits. They had to remit, of course, the
original purchase mnoney, but the profit they
made between the price they purchased at
and the rise, remained with them, but the
products of the country have been absorbed
In purchasing exchange in England to cover
that. That is what I call the transference
of the profits of labour that produced those
articles of export to the pockets of specula-
tors who do not do any work upon it. And
the moment the farmers whose exports last
Jear were sixty million become aware of
that, T toll the leader of the opposition, they
will get such a hustle on to change that
state of affairs, that at any rate they will
want their commercial policy arranged so
that the British exports shall come into
Cunada on the same terms as our exports go
into England, so that the return cargoes
will be ~ distributed among the people
Instead of being transferred into the
Pockets of the speculators. Now take the
revenue of the Canadian Pacific Railway last
year it is upwards of twenty-four million
dollars and its net revenue or profits is ten

miliion dollars, this revenue pays no taxes.
It is a revenue equal to the income of
15,000 farmers all of whom have to pay
their taxes, while this large income is un-
taxed, the road bed and rolling stock is un-
taxad, the lands are untaxed, the rails are
untaxed and the net income derived from
its earnings is untaxed, and the remittance
of this income absorbs the exports produced
by labour which is heavily taxed; take off the
protective duties and labour will be relieved
trom a portion of the burden in proportion
to its exporting power. It is open to
any one to refute my position, and I
should like to hear a clearer explanation of
this matter. Take one particular article,
that is, the article of iron which we import
from Great Britain. We have put on a duty
and given a bonus to increase the manufac-
ture of iron in Canada, and what has been
the result of the bonus It is that we have
reached a great production of iron in Canada
of 36,000 tons. Here are the mineral
returns.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—That is a be-
ginning.

Hon, Mr. BOULTON—That is a begin-
ning, as you say, but a beginning that has
been going on for ten years, and that
like the crab is crawling backwards
32 per cent of our mineral produc-
tion is coal, twelve per cent gold,
nine per cent silver and one-half of one per
cent is iron produced in Canada out of the
$22,000,000 of mineral production. For
the sake of producing and establishing an
industry which produces but one-half
of one per cent of our mineral produc-
tions in Canada, we tax the farmers
of Canada and the people upon $10,000,000 .
of the import of iron manufactured
goods. Is that justice to labour and
to the country that we tax $10,000,000
worth of the absolute necessities of our
agricultural interests? What for ? To en-
courage the production of one<half of one
per cent of our mineral resources in the
shape of iron. That is only one instance, .
and I could go on and run the gamut of lots
of other instances just exactly in the same
way.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—You are includ-
ing the bounties?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —The duty has
been reduced by the present government to
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$2.50 a ton, but the bonus has been increased
to $3.00 a ton. The late government, I say
it to their honour,imposed $4 a ton to encour-
age the production of iron, but they gave
nothing for the production if it was iade
out of iron ore in the Unitcd States. Not-
withstanding the fact that a bounty of 3 a
ton is paid upon iron produced from ore from
the United States as well as from iron ore
produced in Canada, the whole result of the
protectionist effort, which this government
has not relieved in the slightest degree, but
increased, by increasing the bonus, is that
we are taxing the requirements of agricul-
tural labour to the extent of $10,000,000 a
year for the benefit of the small amount of
Canada production that I have spoken of
to-day. What have we to pay for a binder
in the North-west Territories? $150. Lzt
iron and iron manufactures come in free and
let the Massey-Harris and other companies
hunt their living in the markets abroad,
which they are quite capable of doing and
which they are doing more and more every
day, make then hunt their living abroad,
and then we will be able to buy a binder, a
harrow and a plough of the same mouey.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The hon. gentle-
man laughs.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE -1 do laugh; it is
so absurd.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The hon. gentle-
man is interested in maintaining that policy,
but it is my duty to fight that the
people amongst whom I live who labour
and work and have to huy these
machines shall not be taxed unduly, so
that $30,000,000 of the exports of the
agri dturists of Canada shall not be ab-
sorb d in speculation and the exaction of
money by the government which restricts
their power to produce. The returns are
here for the six months ending the 31lst
December last—January trade returns show
the same condition 85 per cent increase in
exports—imports only 7 per cent :

1897. 1896.
Imports................... $ 62,701,000 8 58,102,000
Dutiable.................. 34,350,000 31,989,000
Duty collected...... ...... 10,341,000 9,683,000
Freegoods................ 25,613,000 21,634,000
Coin and bullion. .. ... .... 2,732,000 4,478,000

The exports during the same period were :

1897. 1896.
%{i?‘erals ................. $ 7,656,000 $ 5,314,000

ish.o........... ..., ,100, ,230,
Animals and produce. 32,467,000 25,950,000
Forest.. . e 19,767,000 18,762,000
Agricultural products 26,771,000 14,247,000
Manufactures........ .. 9,736,000 5,132,000
Miscellaneous. .. .. .... .. 174,000 248,000
Total ............ $ 99,673,000 76,886,000
Produce of Canada........ 89,779,000 69,911,000
Coin and bullion. ... . 987,000 3,212,000

I saw this in the public press, and I was
so astounded at the fact here exhibited that
I went and verified the figures at the Depart-
ment of Trade and Commerce to be sure
they were correct.

Hon. Mr.
excess !

McCALLUM —What is the

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-The difference
between $62,000,000 and $99,000,000 in six
months. A portion of these figures are
foreign trade, but I figured the difference
between the articles imported for consump-
tion and the articles exported the prouduce
of Canada, and the difference is $30,000,000 ;
taking the whole trade, it is $37,000,000
more export than iinports. Those are facts
that I only present for the consideration of
this hon. House, and I consider that it is
ample justification of the warning I felt it
necessary to give some six or seven years
ago, when I saw how the interests of the
people of our great North-west Terri-
ories which are essentially agricultural,
were being pressed down by some cause or
causes which we could not quite arrive at,
and that, as hon. gentlemen know, although
a Conservative I withdrew myself from
the party and took an independent stand
so that I might have a free hand in dis-
cussing this question which you have
patiently listened to time and again on the
floor of this chamber, and for which I have
to thank you. I think I have brought
such an array of facts before this hon.
House that they will see that it is worth
their while to open their minds and put on
their thinking caps, and argue for them-
selves ; it cannot be good for twenty years
to have been importing more than we export-
ed, and then to export $30,000,000 more
than we import. If it is good for England
to import 40 per cent more than she exports
and still be the wealthiest nation in the
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world with the most redundant revenue and
the enormous powers of improvement that
she possesses, the reverse condition cannot
b‘f good for Canada. The United States, I
Will acknowledge, is working on the same
policy as the people of Canada are: they
export $300,000,000 more than they import ;
but if phe people of the United States were
exporting at the same rate as we have done
for the past six mouths, they would be export-
ng $850,000,000 more than they import,
which, T think, would be figures sufficiently
high to alarm even that country that appears
to be so thoroughly wedded to protection.
I do not think that I shall trespass on the
Patience of the House any more by discuss-
Ing the trade question further. I should
like, before T close, to move an amendment
to the address, and T do not know whether

it would be wise to rolong the discussion.
The address says : P

I am glad to know that the trade and commerce
of the Dominion and more especially the improvement
n value of our princlpal exports have increased in
value during the past eighteen months.

I wish to add the words :

retl'?mt I reqret that the importations into Canada in

th urn for these exportations have not kept pace with
€ agricultural exportations of the country.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—If the excess has gone
towards the payment of indebtedness abroad,
the hon. gentleman ought not to regret that.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No, but if it has
80ne to pay the speculative Canadian Pacific
Railway or to other stocks, then, I do regret
1t, and what is more, the hon. gentleman
knows that the burdenof paying the country’s

ebts should not be imposed on the neces-
saries of the people. If I move that amend-
Tent he will be able to explain exactly where
1t is. Thereis one thing to which I should like
% call the attention of hon. gentlemen which
I omitted, and that is with regard to the
Mounted Police, that the government have
found it necessary to withdraw a very large
number of the Mounted Police in order to
assist in keeping law andorder in the Yukon
region. Any expenditure they may find it
hecessary to make in that direction I think
will be thoroughly supported by the country
8o long as it is continued on sound economic
Prineiples. I want to see the labour of the
Mounted Police expended entirely within
Canadian bounds and for the benefit of

anada ; at the same time, I wish to call

attention to complaints which have reached
us time and again in the North-west
Territories that the police are being drawn
off from their legitimate duty, which
they have been in the habit of performing
for a number of years in that country,
keeping down the improper use of intoxicat-
ing liquor and others there and also the
general duties that they have performed. I
hope that the government will consider that
the burden of maintaining the force in the
Yukon district should be quite apart from
the necessities that may hereafter arise in
the maintenance of the protection which has
contributed so materially to the success of
our settlement in the North-west. If that
protection should be withdrawn, it would be,
to a certain extent, disastrous to the interests
which are springing up and which require
the protection that the government has so
far afforded. There is one thing before I con-
clude, T should like to say upon the question
that is not referred to in the speech,and very
properly, because it is, to a certain extent,
a dead issue in its present form ; but what
I want to say is, when I was in England
I took an opportunity of visiting one of
the public schools there in one of the
poorer districts, in the Borough Road, in
order that I might see what they did and
how they managed, and everything that I
saw there pleased me exceedingly. It was
a magnificent school, capable of holding
about 1,500 children. The building was
three stories high, each story an exact
counterpart of the other, I was shown over
the whole building and the girls and the
boys were kept entirely separate. The
girls had their play ground on the top
of the building; the boys in the centre
of the building, and the kindervarten
children had the other end of the building.

Then I went into the class rooms. In one
they were having their morning lesson. It
was just 9.30 a.m, and the curriculum that
governed the whole of the schools—that is
what is called the board schools, we call them
national schools—the first half hour of every
day, after breakfast, was teaching the Bible.
Every day year in and year out, as long as
the child 1s there, he is taught the Bible
without any sectarian or religious teaching
of any kind of description. I asked what
the children knew. The whole class stood up
and repeated the chapter they were then
engaged in learning correctly from end
to end. That struck me as being something
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remarkable and I felt that I should take
the first opportunity of giving my views
upon that.
Manitoba, since theschool agitation,isthat the
teaching of the Bible has practically ceased
in our public shools, a position that I cannot
agree with at all. The Bible, I believe, is
the foundation of the nation’s character and
individual’s character Some like to teach it
and explain it in accordance with their reli-
gious ideas ; other object to the use of the
Bible as a text book at all ; that may be all
right, but at any rate for the nation to
entirely ignore the Bible in its national
institutions where the education of the chil-
dren is concerned is wrong. The principle
in England is, there is a system of voluntary
schools and a system of board schools. The
voluntary schools are supported by those
who wish to give their children a trainingin
a particular line. The board schools have to
submit to the curriculum provided by the
government. The education is excellent
and the training is excellert in the board
schools and it has to be up to a certain
standard in the voluntary schools. The
government gives a parliamentary grant to
the board schools, which are also supported
by rates, and, in addition to rates, the gov-
ernment gives a grant. The voluntary

What I find in the province of |

system produces that result, and the total
population of England are educated either
at these boards schools or at . these
voluntary schools, and the system works
smoothly and does not operate injur-
iously in any shape or form, it must
be effective. The only fight they have
had has been over an attempt to intro-
duce into board schools not only the
teaching of the Bible but religious teaching.
However, the people are determined not to
allow religious teaching to enter into the
national schools and make it a bone of
contention. Those who desire to educate
their children in the way I speak of have
the voluntary system, which is very largely
assisted by parliamentary grants. I only
give these facts and tigures for public consi-
deration and I feel myself that, while
there is a difference between denominations
as to the methods which should be adopted
in teaching children, out of which arose
the troublesome school question which, I
am happy to say, has been cleared off the
political slate as it existed, still there is
continuously an effort heing made to do
something else than what we are called
upon to do. The true position for the Can-
adian people to take is to make the Bible,
where these difficulties do not present them-

schools are supported by voluntary sub-|selves, a part of the national education of
scriptions and fees, to which the government | children, and it would not be at all out of
also adds a grant, so that those who approve | place if the parliament of Canada, out of its
of these schools are supported to a certain ! revenues, when there is a redundancy of
extent, in keeping their children in lines in | revenue, were to assist the voluntary schools

which they think they ought to be taught,
while those who prefer to send their children
to the koard schools where the education
is excellent, are supported by the rates and
by government grants. They are free schools,
with the rates and the parliamentary grant.
I should like to give an idea of the amount
that the British government grants in the
way of supporting education. Taking the
year 1893, it was $35,000,000. The total
cost of education is $55,000,000. The gov-
ernment grant is one pound eighteen shil-
lings per head, and the rate is two pounds
five shillings and five pence. The number
of children that ave being taught is 5,000,-
000. They have increased from two and a
half millions in 1870, when this law was
introduced by Sir Edward Foster, up to five
millions to-day. In 30 years the increase
of school population in England has come
up to five millions daily attendance within
a small fraction of the total. 'When such a

in order to remove the political obstacles that
appear to be perpetually cropping up in our
educational system. I take pleasure in ex-
plaining the interest it afforded me in visit-
ing the schools in England for the purpose of
finding out the facts I have given to you.
I will not imnpose any more upon your time.
I thank you very much for the patient
hearing you have given me, but the subjects,
you will acknowledge, are exceedingly im-

portant. I shall move the amendment that
I spoke of.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM--Move it Llo-
morrow.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—Will it be in
my power. (Cries of now, now.) I move

my resolution expressing regret that the
imports of this country have not kept pace
with the exports.
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Hon. Mr. MASSON—What has that to
do with the motion bhefore the chair? We
are ,not going to amend the Governor Gen-
eral’s speech. The motion before the House
18 Just to declare that we thank His Excel-
lemﬁ)’ for the speech he has made. It is to
avoid discussion on particular words of the
add.ress that can be dealt with at a different
period. The motion of the hon. gentleman
<annot enter anywhere into this resolution.

‘t must be at the close of the Governor
General's speech, and that is not before the
chair. The hon. gentleman cannot move
such an amendment as that.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—1I can move an
amendment to the address.

Hon. Mr. MASSON—We have nothing
to do with the speech from the Throne, but
erely with the address. In old times it
used to be, # We thank your Excellency,”
prefacing each paragraph of the speech. You

could have amended that but not this
motion.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—We have list-
ened to an interesting speech from the hon.
gentleman from Shell River. At this stage
of the evening I would move the adjournment
of the debate until to-morrow.

_ Hon. Mr. MILLS—Has my hon. friend
finished speaking !

Hon. Mr. BOULTON I give notice that
I shall move the amendment to-morrow.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
The hon. gentleman cannot, after having
Spoken, move any amendment. 1f he corm-
pletes his speech with an amendment he is

;‘.‘ order, but he cannot move it at a future
1me, .

Hon. Mr. MILLS—And the amendment

must be germane to the motion before the
House.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I move the
adjournment of the debate.

Hou. Mr. MILLS—The hon. gentleman
had better finish his speech. We can meet
after eight o'clock, if necessary.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentleman
from Shell River has put us under an obliga-
tion f9r the speech he Las made, but after
Speaking two hours I think he, being op-

posed to monoply as he is, ought to feel that
he has done enough for us and give some
one else a chance.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—TI think the hon.
gentleman from Shell River has really, in
substance, finished his speech, and he merely
moves the adjournment of the debate to give
him an opportunity to prepare his amend-
ment.

Hon Mr. BOULTON—This is all.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-—I move the ad-
journment of the debate.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—I move the
adjournment of the debate for the purpose
of preparing this amendment, and nothing
else.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It will only be ruled
out of order, because it is not germane to
the address.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not think we
ought to try to take a technical advantage
of the hon. gentleman. If he has an

|amendment that he wishes to move, we

should not object to it unless he intends to
talk two hours longer.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
object to that course, because you are depart-
ing from well established rules. I differ from
the opinion expressed by my hon. friend the
Secretary of State with reference to our
right to amend the address. It is not
only parliamentary, but it has been the
practice in the House of Commons and also
in this House. You can move an amend-
ment to the address, but it must be germane
to the subject before'the House, and the
proper course for the hon. gentleman to
pursue would be, taking the words of the
answer to the speech, while we are thanking
His Excellency for the address he has pre-
sented, to express regret that a certain thing
has not been done. If that were passed in
the House of Commons, it would be a vote
of want of confidence. It would be utterly
useless here, even if we passed it by a
majority. If we could depose these gentle-
men from their seats by a motion of that
sort, there might be something in it. The
hon. gentleman from Shell River has ex-
pressed his views, and they are on record
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just as well as if he had moved a dozen
amendments, and he should be satisfied.

Hon. Mr. MASSON—He may add that
to this motion but he cannot tack that to
the paragraph in the speech from the
Throne, because it is not before us.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
‘Withdraw.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—You generally
induce me to withdraw, but some day I
hope to force upon you a discussion of the
real points at issue.

The amendment was withdrawn.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM moved the ad-
journment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, 10th February, 1838.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o’Clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE FAST ATLANTIC
LINE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Before the Orders of the Day are called, I
should like to call the attention of the
Minister of Justice to a telegram from
Quebec, dated 7th February, which appcared
in the Montreal Star, which states :

STEAMSHIP

It is rumoured that a cable has just been received
that the Messrs. Peterson have succeeded in their nego-

tiations for assuring the success of a fast Atlantic
steamship.

I ask the hon. gentleman whether the
government has any information upon that

subjéct, and whether the statement made in
this telegraphic despatch is correct. It is a

very important watter and the country
should know.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I may state to my
hon. friend that if such information has
been received it must have been to-day, and
I have not heard of it from the minister,
but I will tell my hon. friend that I know
that two or three days ago Mr. Peterson
thought he was about succeeding in carrying
out his intentions.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Did he telegraph his thoughts ?

MR. OGILVIE'S REPORT.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—I
beg to ask the hon. Minister of Justice a
question with reference to the report of Mr.
Ogilvie, who has been up in the Klondike
country for two or three years. Heis a
servant of the government and of the
country ; how comes it that his report is
published in another place and is placed on
the market for sale, and net put into the
hands of members of parliament? I think
we are entitled to that report as a report of
a pub ic servant. We should not be com-
pelled to buy it, nor should it be placed in
the market in that way.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend has
not given notice of his question, but I will
say to him that that report will be in the
hands of members of parliament almost im-
wediately. I think there were 15,000 copies
printed for the use of the government, and
as soon as they reach the hands of the gov-
ernment, I have no. doubt they will be dis-
tributed amongst the members.

THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN THE
YUKON COUNTRY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY —Before the Orders
of the Day are called, I should like to ask
the hon. leader of the government if he has
seen in the Evening Journal of yesterday,
the answer which the hon. leader of the
government gave to the temperance delega-
tion respecting the sale of liquor in the
Yukon country. I might say that on Tues-
day of this week a temperance delegation, or
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brggy (;f temperance men, met in the tower
rat;g :E the purpose of taking into conside-
to thn © supposed conditions tobe attached
that € Vote on the plebiscite question, and
on h.”‘ ﬁOmmxttee was appointed to wait up-
an 18 honour the leader of the government
test a:lfong other things, they were to pro-
allow dore him against any liquor being
hi he to be sold in the Yukon country, and

'8 honour, the leader of the government
answered him .

As to i

. uor 1
liquor in t permits, so far, there was no sale of

e Yukon,

The question T want to know is this : if the
gOvernment is aware that the North-west
8overnment did, in the latter part of January
send a member of the government and an
official to the Yukon country for the purpose
of establishing and regulating the sale of
1quor in that country. If the government
18 aware of that fact, then I think it is rather
n evasive and improper answer to be given
¢ that committee. I would like to know
8lso if the government of the North-west

erritories has the power to control and
Tegulate the sale of liquor in that country,

Or whether the power is vested in the Federal
government at Ottawa !

Hon. Mr. MILLS I may say to the hon.
gentleman that T do not read all the news-
Papers, that I have not time, that the mat-
ters to which my hon. friend has referred

&Ve not come under my attention and if he

ad put his notice upon the paper in the re-
gular way T would have been prepared to
81ve him a more satisfactory answer than I
can under the circumstances. The hon.
gentleman knows that as far as the North-
West Territories government is concerned
f’ €re were no spec.fic limitations mentioned
In the bill creating that government and
egislature and giving them jurisdiction over
that territory. I cannot say—the hon.
gentleman would know better than I do—
What that government. has undertaken to
accomplish. 1 can only tell my hon. friend
that the government are preparing measures
to submit to parliament to défine the limits
of the government of the North-west Terri-
tories and to provide for the government of
the Yukon country. My hon. friend knows
that those territories are not provinces, that
We expect them to be settled in the course
of time, that during the progress of settle-
Went the provinces are likely to be barred

out of the territory now very extensive and
embraced, for the moment, under one gov-
ernment. We shall submit to this House
and to the House of Commons a measure
relating to the government of the Yukon
country and my hon. friend will see pre-
cisely what the provisious of that bill are.
With regard to permits, of course, the hon
gentleman knows that that subject is not
under the jurisdiction of my department,
and I can only answer questions relating to
other departments of which I have had
notice, and if my hon. friend wants a more
definite answer than I have given him—and
I would give him a full answer if Thad the
power to do so—he will have to put a notice
on the paper, and then I will give him all
the information I can obtain.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—1I would take the
opportunity of suggesting to the government
that it would be a very wise thing now to
institute the same system in the develop-
ment of the Yukon territory as was instituted
in the development of the North-west Ter-
ritories, and that for the time being at any
rate that the sale of liquor should be pro-
hibited except under some restricted system.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
might be permitted to add, unlike the Min-
ister of Justice, I have read that interview
in the ('ititen, in the Montreal Witness, in
the Toronto papers and also in the Journal,
and it is reported a little differently in the
different papers, and slightly different from
that read by my hon. friend from the west.
The Prime Minister gave a somewhat similar
answer to the deputations to that just given
by the Minister of J ustice, thatthe matter was
under their coi.sideration. The only infer-
ence you can draw from his reply is that
they have not yet decided as to what the
powers of the government of the North-west
Territories were ; but I saw this morning an
answer to a letter sent by the secretary re-
presenting the North-west gove 'nment in
answer to a request as to whether they would
grant a permit for the taking of liquor into
and selling of liquor in the Yukon territory.
The answer was that upon a regular appli-
cation being made to the adwinistrator, who
I believe is the premier of that province just
now, I am not sure

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Mr. Haultain.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Mr.
Haultain, thatuponanapplicationbeing made
to him and a fee of one doilar accompanying
that application, for every gallonof liquor to
be taken into the territories, the permit will
be granted. The gentleman came to me and
asked my advice about the matter as to
whether I thought, if he did that, the gov-
ernment here would annul any permit that
would be granted to him. I frankly say,
that I told him that under the circumstances
the authority had been assumed by the
North-west Territories, and if he obtained a
permit from them, I thought he would be
quite justified in going on with his trading
operations and take chances as to the future
—that if it was annulled by the Dominion
government, they certainly would bhave to
refuud the money which was given chem.
Whether that has been brought under the
notice of my lon. friend or the Department
of the Interior, of course, I do not know.
It is quite evident it must bhe referred to
-the Justice Department in order to ascer-
tain really what the powers are that have
been granted to the North-west government
by the Act of the Dominion Parliament,
and my hon. friend, no doubt, will look into
that, and then he will be able to give the
gentleman who asks the question, more clear
and definite information.

Hon. Mr. MILLS —My hon. friend knows
that the powers of the government of the
North-west Territories and the legislature
have not been increased for some years.
They are now what they have been and they
are not exercising any new power.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-—I
did not say they were.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No, and so far as the
Yukon country is concerned, I told my hon.
friend we intend to legislate on that, and
until we do legislate the government of that
country is, theoretically at all events, under
the North-west Territories.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I think I may add to
what has been said by the Minister of Jus-
tice that it is quite unlikely that any permits
are being issued now. I know that about
three weeks ago I sent a telegram to Mr.
Richardson stating what the desire of this
government was, that it was their desire
not to issue any licenses. About ten days
ago I received a telegram from him asking

whether that applied to all licenses where
the license was simply a personal one for a
small quantity of liquor, and my answer to
him was that it was to apply to all licenses
and it was the desire of this government, for
the present at all events, that no permits
should be granted by the administrator. I
have no doubt he is governing himself ac-
cordingly.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—About ten days ago
a member of the government, who is now on
his way to the Yukon, and Mr. Victor Dodds,
an official of the executive staff there, who
had charge of the issuing of the liquor licen-
ses in the North-west Territories, has gone
with him to establish and regulate the mat-
ter in the Yukon.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Of course we have no
control at present until power is obtained
by legislation. I suppose under the general
powers possessed by the North-west govern-
ment, they have the control at present, but
knowing it was our desire that no permits
should be issued for the present and that it
was intended to take the Yukon district out
of the North-west Territories, I assumed
they would conform.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I think it very
improper on their part to send a man as they
have.

THE ADDRESS.
THE DEBATE CONTINUED.

The Order of the Day having been called,

Resuming the further adjourned debate on the con-
sideration of His Excellency the Governor General’s
speech on the opening of the Third Session of the
Eighth Parliament. :

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM said :—1I can as-
sure the House that 1 will detain you but a
very short time. I am not going to make &
very long speech, but before I shall say any-
thing about the speech from the Throne I
may say there have been some changes in
this House since last I had the pleasure of
addressing it. I see that we have now a
new leader in this House, the Minister of
Justice. I have no doubt he will discharge
his duty satisfactorily to his party, and I
hope to the country, and to the Senate. I
have known him for a long time, and I am
glad to see him here. T am very glad to see
him leading the government, and holding
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:ﬁe Position in this House that he occupies

-day.  But this is an age of improvement,
n age of progress. That hon. gentleman’s
OPinion was not always very favourable to
the Senate, I must say, and I hope that he
finds himself comfortable here to-day. I
may quote from some former speeches of my
on. friend to show how times change, and
What we say today, may be quoted a long
time afterwards. I hold here in my hand
th.e Commons Hansard of 1875. My hon.
friend, Speaking in the House of Commons
1‘?)}:)111‘: the constitution of the Senate, and

0 was likely to be found in the upper
chamber, gaid :y ppe

fIs it the artisan, the agriculturist, the lawyer
o good standing? No, you get none of these ;
you find a few wealthy merchants and retired

be:i‘:(;s‘ﬁ?gl defeated politicians, and when you go

last there is nothing.

That was his opinion, but he went even
farther. I hope that he will find something

™more than he then predicted he would find
there :

It was said by a gentleman who, when appointed
to the Senate, found himself among gentlemen very

much his senior in years, that he expected to be
{)V“ltthtthose who lived two or three generations ago,
o

his surprise he found himself with Abraham,
saac

and Jacob when he took his seat in that
chamber, !

Hon. Mr. MILLS—In the kingdom of

eaven.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Does he find
that here to-day ? He said even worse of
this House—something more surprising than
that. He said that the Senate was a
“ Magdalen asylum for political prostitutes
and broken down politicians retained by the
goverAment.” Well I hope my hon. friend
may live long to enjoy the position he is oc-
cupying here. I do not say that the hon.
gentleman meant that earnestly. 1 do not

quote his former utterances to attack him, |

but to show what a change has taken place
In his opinion of this House. I know this,
that my hon. friend was always opposed to
the composition of the Senate, the mode
of appointment; that he was always
In  favour of having the Senate ap-
Pointed by the local legislatures. I
have always disagreed with him in that,
and if we cross the line and see what goes
on in the United States in the appointment
of senators, 1 think it will be admitted that
our mode is preferable to theirs. I do not

mean to say—far from it—that he is a
broken down politician, although he got
defeated in his own county at the last
elections. That has happened to us all, and
I do not intend to say any moreabout it.
But I am glad to see him in the position he
occupies here, and I hope he will discharge
bis duties satisfactorily and may live long to
enjoy his position and let bygones be by-
gones—brush them away and let them go.
He knows better to-day. He praised the
Senate the other day; and he knows that
what he said formerly was said under a
wrong impression. I am willing to let that
go and say no more about it. (

I may have to deal somewhat with the
speeches that have been made here. T must
pay a compliment, before I come to discuss
this question, to my hon. friend the member
for Shell River. He made quite a speech.
One-half of it I approved of entirely; the
other half I disagreed with altogether,
as my hon. friend knows. He has been
very persistent and very consistent in
advocating free trade on all occasions.
He ought to feel encouraged that he
has made some converts, among them the
prime minister of the country. The hon.
member and the premier were both in Eng-
land at the Jubilee ceremonies, and the hon.
senator the gentleman who ought to have
received the Cobden medal, not the premier,
because our colleague made a convert. It
must have been a quick conversion. If we
look to the premier’s speech at London in
the last election, we find he was in favour of
preferential trade. He showed the farmers
there how much better off they would
be if they could get so much more for
their butter and cheese and products gene-
rally. How did he get converted all at once
to free trade? The moment he put his
foot on British soil at Liverpool, this
conversion occurred. There is only one
conversion more remarkable, that is the one
that took place on the road to Damascus.
My hon. friend from Shell River has given
us the same speech, from his standpoint, on
free trade more than once, but he must know
this, or has to learn it, that people do not
get rich by what they buy. They have to
get rich by what they produce and sell, and
instead of my hon. friend regretting that the
exports of this country exceed the imports,
he should regard it 1s a matter of congratu-
lation to the people of this country that we
have surplus products to sell. No people on
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the face of God’s footstool are better fed and
clad than the Canadian people. We supplied
ourselves and as our exports are so much
more than our imports we should be satisfied
that we are on the fair 10ad to prosperity.
‘When iny hon. friend speaks of Great Britain,
with the balance of trade against her, getting
rich all the time, he must remember that
the mother country has been rich from time
immemorial. Great Britain is the banker
of the world, with money loancd to all the
nations of the world. There is where the
imports of Great Britain come in—the in-
terest on those loans. They do not feel the
effect of the balance of trade being against
them. So far as we are concerned, it is the
labour of the people who produce that we
have to rely upon. We have to look after
them and see that they get fair play. I do
not want to encourage imports from foreign
countries.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—TI should like to
ask the hon. gentleman, was not the country
prosperous during the period the Conserva-
tive government was in power, when every
year they were in power they wereimportinga
great deal more than they exported? How
do you account for that

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—The hon. gentle-

man says the country was prosperous.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—But they were
importing more than they exported ; how do
you account for that prosperity

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM —They were build-
ing railways and other public works with
borrowed capital. The people of Great
Britain have money loaned all over the
world, while we are borrowers. When we
import shoddy and silks and satin from
Great Britain while our men are idle, it is
a poor lookout for the country. 1t is all
very well to say ‘‘encourage importations
into this country,” but we should not import
more than we are able to pay for. I say,
import as little as you can; manufacture
and produce everything you want in this
country. so far as it can be done and
keep people comfortable; pay a good
day’s wage for a good day’s work, that
is the true policy for this country. The
people of the Dominion are in a com-
fortable condition, and have only exported
what they do not need for their own use.
The crofters and the tenants in Ireland,

many of them, have to sell the pigs that
they should consume in their families in
order to pay the rent. It is not so in Can-
ada. We are a prosperous people, and it
should be the duty of the government not
to encourage importations into this country,
but to encourage the production of what we
require in our own land. Itisa blessing
for this country to-day that our exports far
exceed our imports, and I hope it will al-
ways continue to be so. My hon. friend
who moved this resolution now before the
House, said that the country is prosperous
and that the government ought to have
credit for producing that prosperity. I
would ask my hon. friend what have the
government of this country done to deserve
credit for the increased exports of the Do-
minion. Have they made even two blades
of grass grow where only one grew before }
They say the man who does that is a bene-
factor to his country. Can they point to
one single instance where they helped
the people to increase the produc-
tion of the country in any degree?
Before I sit down I shall show where they
have hindered the productions of this
country ; that in every instance where they
departed from the policy of their predeces-
sors, the country was a sufferer by it. They
stole the Conservative clothes, and when-
over they used their own the country has
suffered. I believe we should manufacture
and produce everything in this country that
we require ourselves, as far as possible. They
believe in encouraging foreign production in
preference to our own, and the hon. gentle-
man says they ought to have credit for that
policy. When my hon. friend spoke of the
Yukon Railway, I thought at first he was
going to oppose the whole policy. He said
he did not like that at all, because he
remembers the speeches of the party leaders
before they got into power, in which they
contended that all public contracts should
be let by tender. But before he was through
he swallowed it all. I am not ready to
accept or oppose the contract, because I do
not know what it is. The leader of the .
House said the other day, if we knew
as much about this question as he
does, we would all vote for it.
We asked him to inform us. He said that
would never do, because there was some
foreign correspondence about it. I should
like to know what secret there is about 1560
miles of tram road in British territory. The
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government want us to take it on trust with-
out telling us all about it. I do not know
what I may do yet, but as it strikes me now
I am not favourable to it. In speaking of
the hon. prime minister’s visit to England
my hon. friend said further that all the peo-
Ple of Canada—he does not except any—ap-
Proved of his actions and conduct in England.
'_l‘here 1s one who does not anyway, and that
s the individual who is now addressing you.
I speak for myself. The premier is a very
fine spoken man. As far as appearance and
Speeches and manners are conicerned, I have
no doubt he did his part well, but he
went from here, as far as we know, and as
far as his speeches show and as far as we
understood, to try and get preferential trade
with Great Britain for this country, and he
came back with the Cobden medal. I do
hot- approve of his course in that respect.
e hon. Minister of Justice said that Sir
Jos?Ph Chamberlain could not maintain his
Position if he gave us that preference. How
does he know that ! The Colonial Secretary
generally holds any position he takes.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I know for
years it has been the whole aim of the Con-
servative party in this country to get prefer-
ential treatment in the British market. We
would have given anything in reason for it,
but just as we were about to secure it, the
premier of the Dominion jumped the stile
and said, “We will not have it.” Free
trade is best for England and it is best for
Canada also. He comes back here now with
the Cobden medal, which should have been
given to the hon. gentleman from Shell
River (Mr. Boulton) because the premier is
1n fact, what he calls a revenue tariff man.
I do not quite understand what he means by
that. We have not had more than a revenue
tarif for the last twenty years in this
country. There is a great difference between
a revenue tariff and a tariff for revenue only.
If you impose a tariff for revenue only, you
lmpose it where you get most money, but
the object of the government should be to
get a revenue and to encourage production
in this country. You may call that inci-
dental protection, if you like, or full protec-
tion. T am satisfied that is the true position
for this country to take—to make and pro-
duce what we can for ourselves. 1 have
said that wherever the government departed

from the policy of their predecessors, they
have gone astray. That is a pretty serious
charge. I should like my hon. friend the
Minister of Justice, who used to be the
member for Bothwell in the House of Com-
mons, and comes from a county that used to
be a rich county, to explain how be bought
corn at 10 cents a bushel. I understood
him to say that it was corn in the cob. I
want an explanation of that. What was the
cause of its being sold at 10 cents a bushel.
Was it damaged corn

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Will my hon.
friend tell me how it came to be sold at ten
cents a bushel ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—T spoke about corn
being shipped into Windsor for sale.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —In the cob?
Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—At ten cents a
bushel ¢

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes, corn from the
western states. My hon. friend from Essex

(Mr. Casgrain), I dare say, knows the facts
better than I do.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—T know the far-
mers bring it there in the cob. It is taken
to the elevator and there shelled. It comes
from the farmers, not from the States.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I do not care
whether it is grown in Canada or the United
States, it does not make any difference to
me. It only shows that when the government
put corn on the free list they brought the
price down to ten cents a bushel. That is
clear from the language of the Minister of
Justice, that is what he told me.

glon. Mr. SCOTT—That is corn in the
cob.

Hon. Mr. McCCALLUM—Yes, corn in the
cob. A bushel of corn in the cob is 72 1bs.
A bushel of shelled corn is 56 lbs. We
know that, and the result of the present
government departing from the policy of
their predecessors is that the farmers all
along the Erie shore, even from Sarnia to
Fort Erie, and for fifty miles back in the

country, have to sell their corn for ten cents
a bushel.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS—And in the year be-

fore, 1895, it was the same,

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-—The hon. gen-
tleman can qualify it as much as he likes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
There is no qualification to it.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-—That is one
respect in which they departed from the
policy of their predecessors. I suppose that
is where they helped the farmer, and should
have credit for it. My hon. friend, the
mover of the address, says they should have
credit for the help they give the people of
the country. What help have they given
them? None. The Minister of Trade and
Commerce, speaking in Toronto, said : “ We
do not claim that we have been the means
of raising wheat to a dollar a bushel, but it
is coincident.” 1 have a good memory. I
remember several coincidences. T remember
when the great Reform party was in power
in the two provinces of Canada before con-
federation. I know we got the weevil in
the wheat. I know that is a coincidence.
We did not blame them for it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS —Oh, yes, you did.
Hon. ' Mr. McCALLUM-—I know that

when they came to power in 1873 we got
the potato bug and we have it yet. Thatis
another coincidence. Last, but not least, we
have the San Jose scale, and that is coinci-
dent too. But I do not blame them for it,
because they are not responsible. They are
just as responsible for these things as they
are for having contributed to the prosperity
of the country. What have they done to
bring prosperity to the country ¥ They have
done nothing. They have increased the ex-
penditure of the country from the time they
came into power. They have violated all
their pledges to the people, except in two
instances, and those two instances have been
ruinous to the country, and the people of
this country to-day ought to return thanks
that they did not carry out their pledges,
because if they had they would have ruined
the whole Dominion. What were their
promises? They were going to reduce pub-
lic expenditure. They were going to reduce
the debt of the country. In place of that
they are increasing the expenditure largely
and increasing the debt of the country. My
hon. friend from Shell River (Mr. Boulton)
told us last year that the increase was three

millions and a half. I have proved one in-
stance in regard to corn.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—T would like to
ask who it is that uses the corn.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—VFarmers.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Distillers used
a good deal of it formerly, but they use a
great deal of imported corn now, becauss we
have a duty on corn coming in for use in the
distilleries and the farmers in some parts of
the country buy it and mix it with their own
and you cannot separate the home from
the foreign grown grain. Take the counties
along Lake Erie, they raise all the corn re-
quired in this country. The government
have also put binder twine on the free list.
Iam an agriculturist and I have a good
deal of farm land, and I will buy twine no
cheaper this year because it has been put on
the free list. If any one will think for a
moment he will see that the harvest in the
United States comes on before ours, and the
United States manufacturers will supply
that market. They will come here with
what they have left—any twine that is
manufactured in Canada they will put on
this market and so we ought to have pro-
tection. The 12} protection has not been
too much. It would not cost the farmers
any more in the end. And what has been
the result. There are eighty men thrown
idle at the city of Brantford. They cannot
get a day’s work, and I see a meeting was
held by some of the bankers of this country
and some of the people of this country and a
delegation was appointed who waited upon
this government trying to get them to reim-
pose the duty on twine. One man a banker,
says: ‘“ As the matter now stands I cannot
supply the money to go on,” and so the people
wereidle. There are two instances showing
that wherever the government departed
from the policy of their predecessors they
have gone astray. They may be going to do
a great deal for us in the future. The
promises are good but the practice is nil.
As far as the railway is concerned, I shall
not say very much about it. I will wait
until I get that information which will com-
pel me to support the Minister of Justice,
because he has told us that if we knew all
that he knows we would support him unre-
servedly. The only valid defence of this
private contract is urgency. Why, have
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not they had a whole year to make their
preparations? Last summer, when we left
‘ere, we knew pretty well what was in that
country, and knew very nearly as much
a.boqt, it as we do today. But after
parliament rose what did they do!?
They went through the country, decked
beautifully in uniform, showing their
titles. They went to Washington and other
places, and now they come to parliament,
and say they have made arrangements to
build this road, and that they must observe
secrecy about it. That will not satisfy me.
Because if I were to support the Minister of
Justice in that, I could not show my face
before the people of this country. I always
want to explain whatever I have done, and
whatever position I have taken. They may
do wonders, but I question it very much.
They have had plenty of time, if they had
chosen to apply themselves to it, and they are
getting in a hurry all at once now. I
listened to the speech of wy hon. friend

from Shell River yesterday, and I do|

not often agree—scarcely ever agree—
with what he says, but I agreed with
every word he said on this railway question,
and disagreed with every word he said on
everything else. I do not know very much
about railway wmatters, particularly in the
mountainx, We will have to wait in order
to see what this arrangement is, but we may
have something more to say about this bill
when it is brought down. I do not say
what my course will be, but I feel with the

I should like to know what they have done
to give prosperity to the country. I have
shown that they have increased the debt and
destroyed the industries of the people of the
town of Brantford and destroyed the agri-
cultural interests of this country by putting
corn on the free list.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—They passed the
Alien Labour law.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I ask what
have they done? Have they planted?
Have they watered? Have they sowed?
Have they harrowed ! Have they weaved !
Have they spun? No, sir, they have been
running through this country revelling at
the people’s expense, and they have not done
anything at all. They did not even attend
to that tram railway over in the Yukon
country, and they tell us now we should
thank them for what they have done.r I
believe I have the reputation of telling peo-
ple what I think of them. I prefer to tell
them what I think before their face and not
behind their back. I hope I shall always
retain that courage, and all I can say is that
I'T wish them well, but I hope their conduct

in the future will be more acceptable to the

tpeople of this country than it has been in
| the past.

| Hen. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER—TI aw force-
led to take part in this debate because of a

reply which I got a day or two since to a
{ question which I ‘put to the hon. leader of

information before us, that the Senate, no!the government, that gentleman who, I

matter what the consequences may be, should
reject it. Why should we allow these people
to go back on their pledges ! Why did they
not do as they promised the people of this
country? I say they have gone back on
their pledges because they could not carry
them out and it has been a blessing to the
country that they could not. In this cne
case it will be a benefit to the country if we
insist that they shall carry out their pledges.
They got a verdict from the people on false
pretenses and one of the false pretenses is
that they approved of preferential trade

i wisely.
lbe sorry to shatter the idol of the people of

\understand. is familiarly known as the sage
{of Bothwell. How he came to acquire this
i cognomen, I do not know, except from the
| fact that heis a sage and that he comes from
{ Bothwell. What a sage is, ] am not pre-

‘lpared to say, but I suppose it is a gentleman
t

who looks very wise and shakes his head
I am not an iconoclast and I would

Bothwell but I would remind that hon. gen-
tleman of a Latin quotation which his classi-
cal education no doubt will enable him to
| understand—mnemo mortalium omnibus horis

with England; another was a promise of | sapit, which being translated is, no mortal

economy in all the public service; another
was that all public contracts should be let
by tender to the lowest bidder, and here
they are swallowing their pledges one after
the other, and they simply smile when they
are brought to task for it. These gentlemen

want credit for the prosperity of the country.
b

man, not even a sage, can be wise at all times.
Now the truth of that adage was very well
exemplified the other afternoon. If the hon.
gentleman had these grave state secrets
which he alluded to so mysteriously und
did not wish to raise any question about
them, he should have been wise enough
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not to have alluded to them. Having|to reach that country, but we have no proof
alluded to them, and being questioned, he | that this road is an all-Canadian route ; we
should have adopted the plan not of setting | are told to the contrary by the leader of the
down questioner by a caustic and, I|government and others; nor have we any
think, rather rude reply, but the ordinary|guarantee that this road when built may
and usual diplomatic, parliamentary and |not atany period be handed over to a foreign
sufficiently evasive mode which is usually | corporation or even to a foreign government,
adopted in dealing with those questions.!so as to pass entirely out of the control of
By the time the hon. gentleman has occupied ! the people of this country or of the contrac-
a little longer the position into which he tors or anybody else in Canada. Now as
has been pitchforked over the head of my ! this contract stands before the House, I may
friend the Secretary of State, he may be say that whether I am in accord or not with
more parliamentary, more diplomatic and  any other member of the conservative party
perhaps less discourteous, in trying to answer | I am opposed to it. I am opposed to
questions which are put to him upon subjects it on various grounds. One is that the
to which he has alluded. Now, when the giving of this contract has violated every
hon. gentleman informed me that if 1 was, 'principle to which- we bhave been for
not satisfied with the explanation thathe had | the past eighteen years educated by the
given with reference to the matter, I would (1 hbeml pa.rty, who have been always declar-
be the only one in this House who would not , ing that the giving of these contracts should

be so, he may have thought he was perfectly
correct. I choose to differ from him.

dare say that the explanation he gave was
satisfactory to the gentlemen of his own party |
who sit around hnn and who no doubt have
been supplied with interior and private in-
formation which has been denied to us.

Probably the hon. gentleman thinks that I l this,

belong to that number who rush in where
ange]s fear to tread, or I would not have put |
this question to hlm but as the question
was put, and as the hon. gentleman did
not see fit to reply to it, I think he will
find that a great number of people, not only
members of this House, but outside, in the
press and the country at large, will be very
anxious to know what are these very grave
international complications to which he al-
luded. I understand the hon. gentleman
himself has been hauled over the coals by
members of his own party for bringing up
and courting questions on this subject by
alluding to matters which he could not
afterwards give an explanation of. I think
the hon. gentleman will find these questions,
when they are brought up, very much like
the ghost of Banquo they “ will not down.”
and the explanation will have to be given,
and that right soon.

I should like, while upon my feet, to say a
few words about this railway contract, one
of the most important matters of discussion
which will come before parliament this ses-
sion. I want to say personally that I am in
favour of a railway being built which will
be an all-Canadian route and which will
provide us with the road that is so necessary

be governed by public tender and awarded
|to the lowest party who offered. That has
‘been the cardinal principle laid down; and
I say that when at the inception of “their
rule in this country they violate that prin-
mple, it is right that we should condemn
them. They say that it was necesary to do
that haste made it necessary, that in
order to save time they were obhged to take
 this course. Well, whose fault is that, whose
fault is it that the position of the country
and the government is as it is now with re-
gard to this matter? If instead of their star-
ring it in England and the continent last year,
if instead of their looking after their jubilee
honours and their decorations and their oscu-
latory efforts to the Pontiff of Rome, and all
those other matters on which they spent
their time, they had been engaged then,
as they are now, in trying to ascertain
what the wants of the people in that
country are, they would have been in a
position to meet parliament, not with a crude
and undigested measure like that brought
down, but one which would give some infor-
mation with regard to the subject matter
which they had before them. Now, they
bring down this contract, and the gentleman
who introduced it has no information to give
the House or the people of this country when
questlons are put, no estimnates, no engin-
eers’ reports, ‘nothing which would place the
government in a position to give information
which would certainly be sought for by the
members who heard it introduced. They
have no information whatever, not even the
simplest that would be asked for by an indi-
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vidual who was going to take up the most
ordinary business transaction. Iam opposed
to it on other grounds— on account of the
nonopoly clause. Some people think that
all right. T think the monopoly clause
ought to condemn the transaction in toto.

ut more than that, I am opposed to

the arrangement on account of the extra-
ordinary and extravagant grant of land
which has been given to Mr. Mackenzie and
Mr. Mann. Tt has been arrogantly proposed
to compare this road with the Canadian
Pacitic Railway with their four thousand
miles of railway, a road which is not only a
commercial but a political and military
necessity, and which has been the means
of binding together and making Canada the
great country which she now is, and they
compare with it this miserable little one
hundred and fifty miles of tramway, and
because large concessions were given to the
former these should be given similar conces-
sions with our eyes shut with regard to the
latter. Now, it seems to me a most extra-
ordinary thing that such a bargain should
be made. I am satisfied that no contractors
in the world could have come to the govern-
ment and made a demand such as this con-
tract shows. It must have been given by
the government themselves, who put forward
these enormous concessions and gave Messrs.
Mackenzie & Mann such a contract with
such concessions, as no one would
think of asking, and which never has been
done in any country before except in the case
of the Panama Canal and some other matters
which contained enormous provisions of this
nature. They gave such exceptional advan-
tages to Mackenzie & Mann that it seems
to me they could not have demanded them,
they are so different to what they do give to
any other settlers who go into that country.
Usually in granting lands of the Crown the
government reserves the right of precious
etals that are discovered thereon. To
Messrs. Mackenzie & Mann they give not
only the precious metals but all the baser
metals. In their usual dealings, the settlers
in the country find it very difficult to get the
ownership of the land themselves, but Messrs.
Mackenzie & Mann are given the full
ownership of the land. From the ordinary
miner the Crown exacts a royalty of ten per
cent ; from these great capitalists they exact
a royalty of only one per cent. I wonder if
any of you have ever taken into considera-
tion the extraordinary area that is covered

5%

by the land grant to this company, an area
of land between seventy and eighty miles
long and the same in width. Contrast
it with the area of some of the kingdoms of
this world. This area of land is two and
a half times the size of Prince Edward
Island ; it is nearly one-third the size of
Vancouver Island; it is three-quarters the
size of the principality of Wales; it is one
and a quarter times as large as the colony
of Jamaica; it bears comparison in area
with many a European kingdom ; it is one-
half the area of the kingdom of Belgium ;
one-half the size of the kingdom of Holland ;
and it is one-third the size of the republic
of Switzerland ; it is about equal in area to
the kingdom of Saxony, and it exceeds in
area many of the important Grand Duchies
of the German Empire and this vast do-
main which many a crowned head in Europe
would envy, it is being handed over to
these contractors as ¢ boot,” as a bonus in
addition to extraordinary concessions
which, of themselves alone, would muake
the contract a most favourable assset.
There is an effort being made to belittle the
value of the concessions given by this con-
tract. I know that not only supporters of
the government, but members of the govern-
ment themselves, are going about and saying,
“ Why, it is perfectly startling the risk
which these gentlemen run in taking hold
of this contract without knowing more than
they do about the country and what it con-
tains,” and they shake their heads like
sages, because, I suppose, there are other
sages in the government besides the one we
have here, and say, “ We would not like to
be in the contract with Mackenzie & Mann.”
Would they not? I think there are very
few of them that would not like to have a
chance in it. If these gentlemen have any
arriére pensée about the way they could
realize at once on the concessions they have
in that contract, I can put them on the
track of a way of doing.it without risk to
themselves.” They are entitled to nearly
4,000,000 acres of land. They do not take
them broadcast nor necessarily along the
line of railway, but they are allowed to
select them by their own engineers and
prospectors, and they have six years within
which to take them and have them located.
All they have to do is to take 3,000,000
acres of these lands, as soon as they are en-
titled to them, get out their maps, place
them simultaneously in the cities and
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markets of the world, n>t at a high price,
but at, say, $10 an acie. I would under-
take to say that companies will be formed,
syndicates formed while this Klondike boom
is on, and men, women and children will
want to have a stake, however small, in that
great gold bearing region. With the land
disposed of at that rate they would have
$30,000,000 cash out of which they could
pay the $3,000,000, or whatever this railway
is to cost. Allowing them one or two million
—oneortwo millions does not matter much in
dealing with large figures for their expenses,
and for the lubrication necessary to get this
contract through-—and they would have what
isleft 7 $75,000,000 in cash, and they would
have one million acres of land more to select
from, taking the very best in the country,
and it might be of fabulous value ; and they
would have besides, the railway and its con
cessivns and monopoly, out of which to make
more than the thing is worth many times
over. Take the words of Mr. Mann himself,
while addressing the people of Vancouver or
Victoria, in which he estimated that from
250,000 to 300,000 tons of freight would be
carried over that road this year. See what
the freight on that line would be worth ?
Enough to build the road over and over
again. I should be sorry to throw out of
the hands of Mr. Mann, (he is a friend of
mine) such a chance to make a large fortune
as he has here. I saw a quotation from
Pope the other day in one of the local
papers, in which it said, ¢ the proper study
of mankind is Mann.” In view of the ex-
traordinary concessions, which have been
given to this gentleman, and which are sup-
posed to place him in such a high financial
position, I would suggest another quotation
from Pope—‘ Mann never is but aiways to

be blessed.”
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I

desire to say a few words on this important
subject. My intention is to say very little at
this stage of public business, andsto follow
the example of the mover of the address
confine my remarks chiefly to the Stikine-
Teslin Railway contract. With regard
to the trade policy of the government, the
leader of the opposition (Sir Mackenzie
Bowell) has shown in a manner which can-
not be controverted or denied, how diver-
gent the crystallized acts of the government
are frour the protestations and assertions of
its individual members when in opposition,

free from the cares of state for 18 years
when their words did not carry responsi-
bility. There were three very important
planks in the trade platform of the Liberal
leaders—Commercial Union with the Uni-
ted States—which would shut British Com-
merce entirely out of Canada. Unrestricted
reciprocity with the United States which
would also have shut out British commerce.
Free trade as in Great Britain. If the two
tirst plans, or either of them, had been
adopted by the country, where would British
connexion be to-day? Dead and gone, and
the United States in the ascendency dicta-
ting our policy.

The parties which held these ideas came
into power, and with the responsibility of
State affairs on its shoulders, did its leaders
attempt to give effect to any of its previous
opinions? No, they did nothing of the
kind. What did they do? They paid the
conservative government and party the
highest compliment they could possibly pay,
by adopting their trade policy and making
it their own. I amn quite satisfied with that
line of action, and so is the country. The
conservative policy was a wise one, and
the Liberal government displayed a good
deal of wisdom in adopting it. Before going
into the most important question before us,
I have a few words to say to the hon.
gentleman from Shell River, who always
gives us very interesting speeches on trade
questions. The only fault I bave to find
with him is that he soars too high in ethics
and the science of political economy.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —If you had to pay
45 cents for coal oil and $150 for a binder,
you would view the trade question as I do.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—If the
hon. gentleman came down to practical
questions we could understand him, and his
opinions and speech would be of great bene-
fit to the country. The hon. gentleman is
supposed to take up the cudgels for the
farmers, but he will have to perform
many surgical operations before he can
get the idea into their heads that the
more they sell and the less they buy, the
poorer they will be. Supposing the hon.
gentleman had, to-morrow, a credit in Lon- -
don of $1,000 as the proceeds of the sale
of his wheat and cattle, and were to import
$1,000 of goods that he did not require
and no one else required, just for the
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sake of increasing the importation, he would
Increase the volume of the imports, but
which would be best for him and for the
country, to put that money in the bank or
In some useful investment, or import gonds
that he did not want? I think it would be
better for him and for the country to have

the money than the goods he could not use
or did not require.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Could I eat the
money !

. Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—Our policy
In this country should be manufacture for
ourselves and keep foreign goods out of the
country as far as possible. My hon. friend
asked the hon. gentleman from Monck a
short time ago how it happened that the
country was prosperous when we imported
more than we exported. By that the hon.
gentleman admitted that the protectionist
policy which the country had pursued for
18 years was the proper policy for Canada,
because the country was prosperous, but it
upsets, to some extent, his free trade theory.
T 'have another crow to pick with the hon.
gentleman. Speaking yesterday he referred
to British Columbia as though it were no
part of Canada and complained that the
government were trying to build up and
enrich British Columbia as though it were
doing so in a foreign country.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —I rose to explain
that this road was passing through the prov-
ince of British Columbia which owned its
own lands and mines, and that the govern
ment was'taking the land and mines of the
North-west Territories to pay for the con-

struction of a road in the province of British
Columbia.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—British
Columbia never asked for that road.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—If British Col-

umbia does not want it, that is another
thing,

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—
British Colurbia never asked for a grant
to the Crow's Nest Pass, and that is to-day
of more henefit to this part of Canada and
the North-west Territories than it is to
British Columbia. All the labourers and
supplies for it are going from this part of
Canada. After it is built it will help to
bring in supplies from the east to that

mountainous country. It will be as much or
of more benefit to this part of the Dominion
than to British Columbia. But we are glad to
see the road built. The province aided it
by a grant of land, and did its duty in that
respect. With regard to the Teslin and
Stikine Railway, hon. gentlemen may not
all know that this road is entirely in British
Columbia. I do not know what steps the
Dominion government have taken to get
British Columbia to acquiesce in this road
being built. They have given out a con-
tract for a railway in British Columbia
without- a survey, and, I believe, without
an application to British Columbia. The
south end of Teslin Lake, where this road
ends, is well within the territory of that
province. I know there has been a local
‘charter for a line over that route, but
whether the government have taken up
that, or the contractors have taken it up, I
do not know.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I understood—I do
not know whether I am right or not—that
Mackenzie & Mann had secured that charter.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—If so,
it is a different matter. I fully acknowledge
the necessity of getting communication with
that Klondike country as soon as possible,
and am willing to give the government credit
for what they have endeavoured to do in
getting that route opened, but I wish they
had adopted other measures. I speak more
in sorrow than in anger when I refer to this
question. When I heard of this land grant
I could not believe it. Here is a country to
which the attention of the whole world is
attracted by its enormous wealth. Itis not
like ordinary farming land ; this is a coun-
try as to which large expectations are
held, not in Canada alone, but throughout

the world. The government must have
known that. They had the report of their
engineers. They knew what was being done

and surely they ought to have kept that
rich heritage for this country. I cannot
speak for this House, but I do not think
they can possibly make up their minds to
hand over that heritage to any company. It
must belong to the people of Canada for ever.
That is my view of the matter. I have no
hesitation in saying that 5,000 acres in the
Klondike country would be a vast grant, a
grant with vast possibilities.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Per mile !}
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Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—In
fact 500 acres of that country would be a
vast thing. This company have the power
to lay out their own base lines and select their
own land grant on the banks of the rivers,
There is no restriction placed on them.

Hon. Mr. MIL]'_;S—-—Every line must be
24 miles in length.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Then,
again, who is to administer that country?
Who is to preserve law and order in this
vast territory where the company have sover-
eignty and royalty ? They are actually kings

" of that country. The royalty in the minerals
and the lordship of the ground. In British
Columbia if we sell a farm, anybody can go
in and take up mines on it and you cannot
mine on your own farm without taking outa
license. Why is this rich country thrown
away without any restriction in the public
interest ! Suppose to-morrow this company
select so many thousand acres and after the
selection is made, four or five hundred miners
gu in and are found working there, are the
company going to turn these men out? It
is impossible 7 It would take all the mount-
ed police of the country to do so. They will
not give up their mines if they are worth
holding. There is great danger of conflicts
as well as throwing away our heritage. If
the land were safeguarded to the public I
would not mind—if the company were bound
to sell this land at the same price as contig-
uous government land ; if miners were allow-
ed to take up mines on the same terms as
the government give, and a royalty were
exacted, by the contrators, would not a roy-
alty pay them in addition to the tolls on pas-
sengers and freight carried by the railway ¢
If the government advertised to give the
freight rates and tolls on that road to the
company building it, I believe it would be
built free of money or land. There will be
enormous traffic on the line, which will re-
compense the company for building it. But,
if in addition to that, the contractors could
collect a royalty, and pay the government
a portion for administering the country and
preserving law and order, it would be a

splendid bargain.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—S8upposing 100,000
people go into that territory during the
coming season, does the hon. gentleman say
it is of no consequence to have immediate
communication ?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—At a
meeting in Victoria the other day, the peo-
ple said that we would sooner lose all our
trade and prospects than allow ourselves to
be trampled on in this way by the United
States government. What the government
can do is this, they can stop all traffic at the
Canadian boundary. If the United States
authorities meet us with hostile regulations
on the sea coast, we can do the same on our
frontier.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-—Supposing the Ameri-
cans were going in by Dyea and Skagway,
how can you stop them at the boundary ?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—They
could be stopped, surely.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—You would require to
have some one there to do it.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I¢
would become an international question
then. If Canada cannot carry out her own
laws and regulations, she had better give up
the country.

Hon. Mr. MILLS —My hon. friend makes
a proposition which would practically have
the effect of giving up the territory to
adventurers from San Francisco and Seattle.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
What has that to do with the improvidence
of this bargain?

Hon. M\r MACDONALD (B.C.)—I think
I have said enough to show that I am en-
tirely opposed to giving this land grant and,
as I say, I do not mind that if it is safe-
guarded. About the monopoly clause, I am
opposed to that also, but I would favour
giving the company control of a zone of 10
miles on each side of "its line for its full
length, within which no railway should be
built by any other company for five years. I
would allow other railways to intersect it,
but that is all. But to prevent, as the con-
tract does, the building of any other railway
in there for ten years together, I say it is
monstrous. I reud it that way. I have only
glanced at the contract in a very cursory
manner. The leader of the opposition had
it here, and I was not able to read it care-
fully but that is what I understand by it.
At all events, to the principle of monopoly,
this House I think, will be strongly oppos-
ed. I have an alternative scheme for the
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8overnment’s consideration. I believe if
they were to ask the country for two or
three millions of money to build that road
t’h?y would say ¢ yes take the money,
build the road, keep the country to your-
Selve.s, do not throw away the mining coun-
try, it is your heritage, do not part with it.”
There would not have been the least trouble
In this House or the other House. We
know that the government of Russia carries
On as a government work enormous mining
operations in Siberia and other parts of the
country by convict labour. Why cannot
this government do the same thing? Re-
move the penitentiaries up to the Klondike
country, and mine there as government
work.  Pay off the debt of the country with
1t. Tt is a feasible scheme. Why cannot it
be done? There is a capital place for con-
Victs up there. They would be very happy.
Make them work and earn their living. 1
believe that scheme to be feasible, and one
that would pay off the national debt of this
country in a few years. But whatever is
done this heritage, this three million seven
hundred thousand acres of land must be
kept for the Dominion of Canada and its
People. |

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Before proceeding to
discuss the principal points that have been
touched on in this debate, I wish to offer my
congratulations to the mover and seconder
for the clear and able statements which they
have male in discussing the answer to the
speech. The two principal points that have

een made, or endeavoured to be made,
against the government are in reference to
this Yukon contract and to the giving away
of what is called preferential trade. In
reference to the Yukon contract, which seems
to be the piéce de résistance, there is a very
large amount of misconception, and if hon.
gentlemen were right and all thattheyassume
were true, there would no doubt be a severe
indictment against the administration, but I
think I can explain away very many of the
objections that have been urged against this
contract. In the first place, hon. gentlemen
will recollect that at the time we separated
last year, in the month of June, no one had
any idea that there was such wealth in the
Yukon district as has been announced in the
last few months of last year.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—

You must have been asleep.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I was not asleep. It
was reported that gold was found, but it was
not found in any such quantities as was
reported in the months of October and
November.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
beg your pardon.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That is my recollec-

tion of it.

Hon.Sir MACKENZIFE. BOWELL—We
had specimens of it in the city in which I
reside.

Hon. Mr.8COTT—Yes, we had specimens’
some found on the west side of the hundred
and forty-first meridian, and some on the
east side, but no announcement that goid
had been found in large quantities. The
question of subsidizing a railway into that
country was never dreamt of until about the
end of the year or the beginning of the pre-
sent year. Its necessity was not pressed
upon the government. There were two
charters obtained last session. The British-
American Yukon Company, with a great
flourish of trumpets, obtained a charter and
were going at once to build a railway, and

! there was another charter to a company to

build by Takul Inlet not very far from
Juneau. We heard that the British Com-
pany was composed of great capitalists, that
they intended building a railroad across
the of White Pass. Some expenditure
I believe was gone into. A prelimi-
nary survey was made, but beyond that
nothing further was done. Subsequently
it was reported—I do not know with
what truth—that the charter was for
sale. They found the difficulties so insu-
perable that they did not propose to go on
with it. With regard to the company
who were going to build the road by
Taku, no action whatever was taken.
It was quite open to those parties to
make a proposition to the government
if they felt they could not go on and
complete the road without a subsidy, but
they have made no proposal, and from time
to time it was announced that a line would
be constructed across the United States
frontier to the Lynn Canal. That was found
to be the shortest way to get into the country.
One route is by the Yukon, which would be
over four thousand miles from Victoria, and
which may be described as an impossible and
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impracticable route except for a couple of
months in the year: it involves tranship-
ment at St. Michael’s and a tedious voyage
up the river of from thirty to forty days
before reaching even the Canadian boundary.
With all the attractionin the United States
Alaska, only four small vessels succeeded in
going up the Yukon last year. There was a
comparatively small population last year, yet
we know very well, from the reports recently
received, that they are threatened with star-
vation, although two large wealthy companies
endeavoured by every means in their power
to force in gupplies last year, the Alaska Com-
pany and the Yukon Company. Both Compa-
nies have their estab ishments at Circle City,
Dawson and other ports. Yet the difficulties
of getting in through that route were so

great that even they failed to provide;

facilities for getting in the food that was
necessary for the limited population that
was in the Yukon territory. Those
of us who have been reading the newspapers
know of the diffic :lties from the head of the
Lynn Canal. The Lynn Canal seems to be the
shortest route to that country. The
Lynn Canal is about 700 miles from Victoria.
To pass into the British territory you have
to cross a fringe of land which belongs to
the TUnited States. As hon. gentlemen
know, the boundary line there is a subject
of dispute, and very wide dispute, between
the two countries. Hon. gentlemen who
are desirous of seing the two boundary lines
at that point can consult the map, and they
will then observe the very wide difference
of opinion that prevails in reference to the
location of the boundary line along that coast.
According to our contention, and according to
our reading of the treaty of St. Petersburg,
the United States territory running from
Mount St. Elias southward is simply a
fringe of the coast, as indicated by
that white line on the map. In the
treaty of St. Petersburg that fringe of
coast was reservel for the Russian fisher-
men. It was not intended that they were
to occupy the interior of the country from
St. Elias southward. It was for their con-
venience ; to land on the coast and dry their
tish. The country, of course, has been from
time immemorial practically an unknown
-territory. The Hudson Bay Company, and
the North-west Company did not penetrate
westward to the Pacific Coast, so that it has
practieally been an unknown land, and when
Russia sold Alaska to the United States in

1866, the TUnited States authorities en-
croached upon this land at various points,
wherever there were inlets, and established
posts. They practically took possession of
interior sections of the country which
did not belong to them. The reading of
the treaty piovided that from Mount St.
Elias southward the line of demarkation
between the two countries should be
governed by the ridge of mountains that runs
along the coast, but in no case was the line
to go further back than ten marine leagues

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —From what?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—From the windings of
the coast. The words are *‘the windings of
the coast.” The interpretation put upon that
by the United States authoritieshasbeen that
wherever there is an inlet it is a winding of
the coast, and there are a great many inléts
along that coast. I suppose the Lynn Canal
runs up thirty-five or forty miles. Accord-
ing to their contention t atis regarded as
one of the windings of the coast. They say
there is no well defined mountain land or
height of land to the westward of it, and
that consequently ten marine leagues must
be counted from the head of the Lynn Canal.
That would throw their boundary very much
further into what we claim is Canadian
territory.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I
thought Mr. Ogilvie and the gentleman from
the United States who were surveying two
or three years ago had almost agreed within
two or three feet.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That is on the 141st
meridian. Under the treaty the fringe of
coast extends up to the 141lst meridian.
The 141st meridian is believed to intersect
the apex of Mount St. Elias, and for conve-
nience it wasarranged between the two coun-
tries that the apex of Mount St. Elias should
be the starting point until the meridian was
intersected. In 1885, when Mr. Ogilvie was
despatched to that country with instructions
to locate the line, no arrangement had been
made with the United States. I do not go
over the succeeding years, but subsequently
negotiations were entered upon with the
United States, and they appointed a commis-
sion. They sent officers who were to ascer-
tain the true meridian, the 141st degree
west longitude, at prominent points : that is
where it intersected the rivers, where it in-
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tersected the Yukon and the Poccupine, and
orty Mile Creek, and other prominent
Points.  Mr. Ogilvie during the last two
or three years—I believe since 1895 —
was engaged in that service, and the United
tates commission also attended there. The
Onourable gentleman from Victoria is
quite right in saying that there was but
& slight difference between Mr. Ogilvie
and the United States engineers at the
Yukon River. Practically there can be no
dfspllte about that, as I understand. The
lifference  would be only a few feet. The
line has been cut for a considerable distance
on each side of the river. It has not been
cut throy gh ; it was not considered necessary,
cause it would probably involve a very
]i}l'ge sum. 8o that in reference to that por-
tion of the line of demarcation between the
tWo countrie, there ultimately will be no
dlﬂi?ulty. It is a matter purely of mathe-
Iatical demonstration as to the location of
the 141ct meridian, and therefore there wili
no dispute on that subject, but as to the
undary along the coast, there neces-
sarily must be a reference to an independent
tl‘ll?‘"l&l to define the words of the treaty to
Which T have adverted—that is the treaty
made between Russia and Great Britain in
1885 —because it is open toa very wide
Interpretation as to what is the meaning
of the range of mountains along the
coast, and what is the meaning of the
windings of the coast from which, in
the absence of a range of mountains the
ten marine leagues are to be calculated.
© doubt under the best arrangements and
most friendly feeling between the two
countries where there are ambiguous words
0 a treaty, there can be no fairer way of
eciding an important question of that kind
than by such a reference. That it is a very
important question to Canada, no one at the
Present moment can deny. Our approach
to our own country, practically, at the pre-
Sent, must be through this United States
strip of territory. It would take a very
long time to reach it if you were to ascend
north from British Columbia. There are,
as far as T am advised, at present no ocean
Ports below the end of this range of territory.
As my hon. friend from Victoria stated, the
1ne starts from the southern point of the
fince of Wales Island, which island then
longed to Russia and now to the United
.St'ateﬂ, and the line, according to our read-
Ing of the language of the treaty, went north

through the channel to the east of the
Prince of Wales Island. According to the
United Ntates reading, although it isa
departure from the language of the treaty,
to carry out their contention the line would
have to come practically east or rather south
of east in order to reach what is called Port-
land Canal. The whole difficulty arises from
the fact that there was not a Portland Canal
at that time. There was, in the opinion of
those who have given a great deal of study to
the question, alsoa channel considerably to
the north of it known as the Portland Chan-
nel. That name unfortunately was dropped
after the treaty of St. Petersburg. Of course
very little attention was given to thatcountry
for more than half a century. In the mean-
time, the United States construed Portland
Canal to mean Portland Channel, and they
adopted a line running to Portland Canal.
To reach Portland Canal, as I have said, you
must proceed south of east, and then as the
treaty says the dividing line is north
to the head of Portland channel to the 56th
degree of north lititude. From the 56th
degree of north latitude it is governed enti-
rely by the other words of the treaty which
provide that the range of mountains along
the coast shall be the boundary line, subject
only to the condition that where the range of
mountains was further off, the ten marine
leagues should be the absolute limit of the
Russian territory. Honourable gentlemen
will understand that in order to readily get
into that country it was necessary to pass
through the United States boundary. As the
hon. gentleman from Victoria knows,
in November and December, when crowds
of people were attracted by the rumors of
gold in the Yukon, the people of Seattle and
Portland, and San Francisco put a pressure,
no doubt, upon their representatives to
insist upon terms and conditions for
crossing their territory, which became
exceedingly oppressive and onerous. It
became a matter of negotiation, and
here I may say that my hon. friend the
Minister of Justice, in answering the ques-
tion of the hon. senator from Brandon, (Mr.
Kirchhoffer) was I think guilty of no dis-
courtesy, and I am quite sorry if my hon.
friend has so misconstrued it. He stated that
there were a number of subjects connected
with this that could not be made public.
He must recognize that where two powers
arc discussing a delicate subject of this kird
it does not help the ultimate arrangement
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of it if all the details should be given to
the public. It is very well known—and my
hon. friend from Victoria particularly knows
~“Ztheserious embarrassmentthat was thrown
in the way of Canadians and of all foreigners
who had purchased their goods in Canada,
who sought to cross that fringe of country.
It was practically taking away from Canada
her trade, if persons were compelled to pay
the duty to the United States after having
purchased the goods in Canada although they
were simply transporting their outfit across a
few miles of territory. That was the con-
dition, and so a short time before parliament
met matters had reached that delicate point
when we felt that if we were going to secure
any portion of the trade of that country in
the year 1898, it was absolutely necessary
that no longer should there be any delay in
the construction of some line of railway
which would enable persons to go in through
British territory. There was no other route
possible available, except the Stikine. The
Edmonton route has been spoken of. To
build a line by that route, even to the waters
that are reached by the route over which the
contract has been given, would have involved
probably a year and a half, or two years.
We believe a very large number of people are
going into that country this year. Unless
there is some better avenue by which food
can be transferred to Dawson, it will be
simply impossible for one-tenth of the num-
ber who propose going there to get in.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—Would it not be
better to keep them out?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—My hon. friend may
be quite right, but we would get the benefit
of any increase of population in that country.
There is no doubt that a considerable number
of those who go in, will buy their supplies in
Canada. They will afford traffic to our
railways. Already the werchants at Mon-
treal, Toronto, Victoria and other points, as
we see by the press, are reaping enormous
benefits from fitting out expeditions for that
country. Merchants are making special ar-
rangements to put up kits for the trip and we
feel the benefit of it. Thathas been donefor a
large number of people from England and
other European points, and the woollen
mills in Canada are working night and day
turning out goods a large proportion of
which are destined for the Yukon country.
It meant simply a sacrifice of all those

interests unless some better way was secured
for obtaining access to that country than
existed at that time. Speaking of the
Edmonton route, to which some hon. mem-
ber referred a day or two ago, I may say
on 4th September last, with a view of acer-
taining whether that Edmonton route was a
feasible route—I wish the hon. gentleman
from Shell River (Mr. Boulton) to listen to
this particularly—an expedition started from
Edmonton, consisting of a body of mounted
police, with engineers, to take observations
and report on the character of the country.
On the 10th December, three months after,
they had only travelled about 600 miles. I
asked Mr. White to-day where he last heard
of them, and he said the last he heard of
them, was at Fort Graham. They had all
the support they needed. They had their
horses and dogs all the paraphernalia neces-
sary for an outfit in order to go through
that country with despatch, y-t they got no
further than Fort Graham on the 10th
December. We know very well that
persons who left on the Pacific coast in
October have gone as far as Skagway and
Dyea, and anany of them are in camp
between Skagway and Dyea, or else between
those places and some of the waters in
the interior, and unable to get on. We
know,as a matterof fact, that it has cost sixty
cents to a dollar a pound to transport the
food supplies and stores north of the Lynn
Canal, and many persons after they had paid
that high rate to get across that Pass found
they could not get any further and remained
there. There are thousands of people who
are now between the Lynn Canal and the
inland waters in the Canadian territory,
unable to get on. Surely no perscn could
be better equipped than Major Walsh, with
all the power of the government behind him
in order to assist him to get into that coun-
try rapidly, because it was of the highest
importance he should get in rapidly, but it
was impossible, the physical obstacles were
so serious. Judging by the existing condi-
tion of things in the older provinces of Can-
ada, no one can comprehend what the
obstacles are, and in the face of those dif-
ficulties and of the necessity in the interests
of the people of this country that food sup-
ply should go in there this year,—because
if 50,000 people go up there this year and
25,000 remain, how are those 25,000 to be
fed next winter—will it not be discreditable
to this country, with the knowledge that the
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congress of the United States, in view of the
Teports made to them that miners were starv-
Ing in that country and that there would

great loss of life, voted $200,000 in order
t»Ct-purchzav.se food to be sent to that country,
chlgﬁy for United States miners? There is
0o 1incident, in history that can at all com-
Pare with that. That of itself furnishes the

st possible proof of the absolute necessity
for promps action being taken.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Is Major Walsh
on the line of this proposed railway ? |

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, he is down very?
much further according to last accounts.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—-Will the railway
remove the obstacles which are stopping him %'

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No ; what this rail-
Way will do will be to enable the stores that
are brought up to Glenora to be moved on to
Waters that will carry thestoresdown toDaw-
son. That is what this 150 miles of railroad
will do. Tt will remove unlimited amounts
of stores for that 150 miles, which was the
difficult portion to be got over. I understand
four steamers are now being built in the
oty of Toronto, in connection with this
railway project, for the purpose of enabling
Eh?m to carry stores from the mouth of the
Stikine up to Glenora.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Is not Major
Walsh at the waters that these steamers are
to navigate upon ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, he is much fur-
er down,

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—He has to pass
that route. On the road to Dawson the
Supplies have to pass the same difficulties he
1S contending against.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, but there is this
Peculiarity about it, that the upper waters,
of the Yukon and the tributaries of the
Y.ukOII are open and free from ice about
8ix weeks earlier than the ice leaves the’
Yukon opposite Dawson. The ice does :
not get out of vhe Yukon River towards its
mouth until the month of June. The first)
Steamers that will ascend the Yukon will not
Teach the international boundry before the
Month of July, and if the people who are/
threatened with starvation at Dawson and l
Circle City and .other points, were
telying on “the Yukon vessels to relieve|

them, vhey would be for two months
without food, because steamers on the
Yukon would not reach Dawson before
the month of July, but reaching Dawson
from the south, I am advised that towards
the end of May the ice breaks up on the
upper waters and the boats will go down
with the ice. Some hon. gentlemen suppose
that in that country it is possible to travel
in winter. Any hon. gentlemen who were
present at Mr. Ogilvie’s lecture last night,
will have had that view removed from their
mind. Accordingtothepicturesthatheshowed
us, which were absolute photographs—they
were thrown by limelight on canvas—it was
impossible to travel on the ice. He cited asan
instance where a party wishing to make great

i speed, took three days to make nine miles.

He said it was impossible to travel along the
banks and on the river the ice had been
thrown up in sections, and in that way you
had simply to cut a trail through the ice
before you could secure a passage. So that
hon. gentlemen will see that the only way to
get relief into that country was the course
taken by the government. Hon. gentlemen
are quite right in saying that the policy of
the government, has been that no contracts,
particularly of thismagnitude, should begiven

i out without public teuder, and it was a great

wrench when we had to ignore that principle,
but we felt in the public interest there was
no alternative for it. There were very few
contractors in this country that had the
plant and the capacity and the ability to
undertake that work and put it through in so
a short time. To build 150 wmiiles of road in
Ontario, or in some of the other provinces,
with money and with materials ready
at hand would be a very easy matter ; but
to built 150 miles of railway up in that
country, and to encounter the difficulties that
I have, in some measure, described in order
to get your materials there is a very serious
matter indeed. In addition to that they
undertook to make a winter route along the
Stikine River within six weeks. That
winter route would be open to everybody to
come in. Persons can leave now and be sure
of access up to Glenora on the winter road.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Without interfer-
ence by the United States authorities.

Hon. Mr.SCOTT—Oh, yes. Inspeaking

tof the treaty with Russia, I should have

mentioned one of the other features of it
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which is quite important. In the original
treaty between Great Britain and Russia, in
1825, there was an express stipulation for
all time to come, the words are “for ever”
—that all the streams crossing Russian ter-
ritory were to be free and open on equal
terms to the people of both Russia and
Great Britain. It was not simply the pri-
vilege of using the rivers for commercial
purposes, it was an absolute right or equal
interest in those rivers that Russia then
had, and that was the position of matters
down to 1866. Why it was that Great
Britain or Canada made no protest at that
time when the United States purchased
Alaska with this provision which was guar-
anteed by Russia, and which was a part of a
solemn treaty, and why it was not made also
a part of the treaty between the United
States and Russia when the sale took place,
I am unable to explain. I know not who
was to blame for it, or why atteation was
not called to it. Subsequently, in 1871, in
the Treaty of Washington, pro.ision was
made that Canada should have the right of
navigation for commercial purposes of the
Yukon and the Porcupine and the Stikine,
but hon. gentlemen will notice that that is
a very much wore limited interpretation of
the terms of the original treaty than the
language of the ‘treaty itself. I do not
know who is to blame, if any one is to blame,
for all this omission, but there is the fact.
The original treaty is clear and plain which
gave us an equal interest in those rivers.
Our interest now is somewhat restricted.
We use those rivers simply for commercial
purposes, as the United States u-e the St.
Lawrence. AsIsaid before, there were two
companies incorporated to build railways
from the coast: neither of those com-
panies made any overtures or proposals
to go on with the work. A gentleman
representing a very weaithy English syndi-
cate, Mr. Kersey, who had sent persons up
into the section between the Stikine
and Teslin Lake in order to examine the
country with a view of building a railway,
announced that this company were going to
put steamers on the Stikine and on the
waterways between the Stikine and
Dawson and the Yukon River. After get-
ting his reports, I understand he went to
England a few months ago to confer with
the people whom he represented. He
returned to this country four weeks ago but
made no direct proposition to the govern-

ment. He did express, unofficially a
desire to secure the contract for the build-
ing of a railway, but he said that the com-
pany, in addition to any land grant, would
require a money subsidy. We did not feel
that it would be advisable or prudent to
give a money subsidy. We know how
uncertain mining interests are. For the
present, while marvellous wealth has been
found to exist in the Klondike and in
Bonanza Creek, and in three or four other
creeks in that region, there was no certainty
that that extended over the whole territory,
and therefore we hesitated about giving a
money subsidy. We probably should have
been censured, if we had done so, by the
very gentlemen who say “ Oh it would be
much better to give a money subsidy than
the land.” We said *if this railway can be
built without putting the people of Canada
to any great expense it should be built.” A
land subsidy does not involve taxing
the people. Hon. gentlemen regard it
now as a valuable heritage. Two years
ago they did not regard it as of any
value, because it has no value unless it has a
mineral value. It is simply bare rocks that
have no possible value except for the minerals
beneath the surface, and therefore we felt
that if the road could be built and the coun-
try opened up by a land subsidy we should
be amply justified in granting it. There
were no contractors—I say it without any
hesitation—that were superior to those men.
They knew something about the country and
knew where to lay their hands on bodies of
men and plant. They were prepared to do
the work and do it instantly, and put up a
forfeit of a quarter of a million if they did
not. There were not many men in Canada
who would undertake to do that. They
wanted a large land subsidy and a money
subsidy as well, but we said ‘“it cannot be
done ; we will not give you a money subsidy,
we will not take the peoples money to de-
velop that place yet; it is too uncertain a
a thing.” It may be a good thing and we
hope it will for the country but we cannot
at present draw any such conclusion.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Why did you not
take the land from the province of British
Columbia ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We would have to
confer with the province of British Colum-
bia first. British Columbia has offered
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large quantities of land for a road built
through this belt. The Crow’s Nest Pass
C()mpauy had a charter since 1884, It was
nown it was going through 250,000 acres
of coal land, and yet you could not get a
ollar on that charter. It was talked about
year after year, and finally taken up by the
P. R. Company.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C)—
Where 9

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—In British Columbia,
and my hon, friend from Victoria will set
me right if I am wrong, the last time I
looked it up there were several charters
1ea.ding in different directions to which a
subsidy of 20,000 acres per mile was at-
tached. No doubt about that at all ;.and,
therefore’ there was nothing extraordinary
about our giving a subsidy in that way.

OW as to the crucial point, Which is the
land, hon, gentlemen have said we have
allowed this company to select the lands as
they please. I deny it at the very outset.

say if we had allowed this company to
select their lands as they pleased they
Probably would have undertaken to build
the road for 100,000 acres.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Has

the hop, gentleman the contract in his haqd?

f 80, will he please read the clauses referring
1t.

Hon, Mr, SCOTT—Where the gold has
1 found in that country, as probably hon.
gentlemen know, is in creeks with very little
Water, creeks that are practically dried up ;
ey are called gulches. The mining licenses
ave been issued across those gulches : they
are usually a couple of hundred feet wide,
the limit of width I think is 250 feet, and
the precious metal is found in that narrow
Space. Hon. gentlemen will see by the plan
on the Table, that if the contractors want to
take up blocks of land along a gulch, they
pl.me astake at one end of the guleh, and at a
istance of 24 miles in the direction of the
8ulch they place another stake; & straight
1ne ig then run from one point to the other.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Who
Selects the gulches 1

Hon. My, SCOTT—They have the right
80 and select anywhere ; they t,he}l take
% block of land extending three miles on

either side of this centre line. That makes
a block of land six miles one way by three
miles the other, the government reserving
the alternate block. For instance: they
run out 24 miles, that would consist of eight
blocks. The contractors would take blocks
1, 3, 5 and 7 ; the reserve would be 2, 4, 6
and 8, which would be open to free miners,

or to such an arrangement as the government
might please.

" Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—Have not they
the right to take an even nunbered block
on each side of their odd numbers ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No ; where they have
the odd numbered block they can extend
their block out to three; then the govern-
ment would be retaining the corresponding
blocks on each side, so it is practically carry-
ing out the alternate system. That block
of land represents 46,000 acres that those
geutlemen would get; the whole valuable
part of that block would prokably be about
eighty to one hundred acres, the rest is not
worth looking at ; it consists of mountains of
rocks, and gold is not found in the moun-
tains. There may be quartz mines, but that
does not extend everywhere. At present the
gold is found in the little creeks along the
gulches, so that eighty to one hundred acres
is all the value there would be in the 46,000
acres. When you boil it down it amounts
to very little, that is, as far as the gulches
are concerned. Now I will answer my hon.
friend from Shell River (Mr. Boulton) who
said we were giving to these men one-half
the country. The extent of the gold zone
there, as stated by Mr. Ogilvie, consists of a
belt 500 by 300 miles. He estimates it at
125,000 square miles, It is rather more than
that.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Is not a portion’
of that in British Columbia ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--No, that is outside—
all north of the 60th parallel. Now, that
represents, working it out carefully, eighty
odd wmillion acres, so hon. gentlemen will
see this company in getting 3,750,000 acres,
receive a very small fraction of the whole
country.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—But the choice.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, the choice; but
we retain the other half.
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Hon. M\r. KIRCHHOFFER— About one-
half of the mineral lands.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We cannot estimate
that. I would not undertake to contradict
my hon. friend, because we cannot form any
estimate ; neither he nor I can. According
to Mr. Ogilvie, there would be a great deal

ber or December last. We were unable to
get any official reports from that country.
There were six or eight months that we
could not hear from Mr. Ogilvie, until Mr.
Sifton met him when he went up in Novem-
ber and December, and we had not had his
report. Mr. Ogilvie was snowed up there
in the winter of 1896, and there were no

more, because there are a great number of | communications. Of course there were men
streams. Although the Klondike is a com- | coming out from there who gave us those
paratively small stream, I suppose alreadyrumors of large finds; they came out in
they have found gold on probably ten or order to get provisions, because they could
twelve different tributaries of the Klondike; ; not exist any longer, but so far as official
the Bonanza Creek is a tributary, and there | information 1s concerned, we were unable
is a tributary to that creek. The best | to obtain it, and I think it was only in the
lands, no doubt, are in the gulches—that is, ;month of October or November that the
facts were known.

the richest mines ; if they take the quartz.

mines I do not suppose any one would y )
grudge them their lands, because they ‘have Hon. Mr. MACDONALD(B.C.)—Did the
to employ a large amount of labour to work hon. gentleman sce t.h? report of Mr. Ogilvie,
them ; they have to bring in expensive that he found ore giving $100 to the ton !

machinery, and it is very seldom that |
a high royalty is exacted on quartz i
mining. In the province of British Col- ‘
umbia, where they put on as large a |
royalty as locations would bear, on the best-
mines, the royalty is only two per cent. In
Alaska, across the boundary from our terri-
tory, there is no royalty at all ; in California
there was no royalty. So it is rather an in-
novation on this continent. I think in
Nova Scotia they have two per cent royalty,
certainly on this continent there has been
no higher royalty charged except by this
government. We did it for this reason, be-
cause we thought here were certain localities
that were going to yield very rich results, and
it would stand a much higher royalty. But
in this connection, hon. gentlemen must bear
this in mind, that the man who takes up
one of those 250 feet claims is not charged
any royalty until he has made a pretty
good thing out of it. He has to get $2,500
each year before he pays any royalty. He
is exemp* to that extent. Then in granting
licenses for sub aqueous mining where you
have to put in plant, there is an exemption
for every five miles of $15,000 that a miner
has to get out before it is called upon to pay
royalty.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—What month was
this ten per cent royalty put on by the
government }

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not think the
Order in Council was passed before Novem-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—ers.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—The
Alaskan mines only yield from tive to seven
dollars a ton.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, of course there
are much richer mines higher up in Alaska.
As far as the quartz mining is concerned,
individual enterprise canaccomplish nothing.
It will require companies with very large
capital. The effect on this country will be
very great, and it can only be developed by
large syndicates undertaking the work. The
result will be that Canada will derive a very
great benefit from it. The supplies for that
country will have to go from Canada, and
we know consumption in mining claims is
very large relatively per head to the consump-
tion of the country generally. With reference
to my hon. friend’s question, I may say that
I find the regulations were only approved
on the 18th of January of this year. We
had, I think, passed an Order in Council in
August or September making a scale, but
that was disapproved of when we sent it up
to the officials—that is, making a scale for
the poorer mines to pay a less royaity and
the richer ones a larger royalty. I hold now
in my hand an Order in Council under which
the regulations were framed, and it is dated
the 18th of January. That will show what
the gulches are like. You will see that the
real value in these six miles across, if they
take up their claims along a stream, is con-
fined probably to 200 feet ; outside of that



|[FEBRUARY 10, 1898]

N n— —

79

there will be nothing but rock, wholly

valueless. In addition to lines along the
gulch, or stream, or river they have the right
to mark a post down at any point, but if
they do they must run at least 24 miles and
they must run on a direct line north and
south and east and west.

Mr. McMILLAN—Why give them that
large quantity of land if it is valueless? Why
not call it a small amount !

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—My answer is that we
know so little about it that in making a
contract with the railway company, I sup-
Pose, it adds to their credit very considerably
to have a large area; there is no doubt
about that, and they wili no doubt represent
that a large amount of this land must be
absolutely valueless, but it would not be
proper for us to undertake to give them
absolute choice of taking up mining lots as
free miners take them up. Free miners
take up 250 feet, but when they do take up
250 feet they have something valuable,
something that is worth working, but when
a contractor takes up 250 feet he has to take
8ix miles across so he has to take a very
large amount of no value.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I¢t

is impossible to know whether it is of any
value or not.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT— We know very well
the bare rocks themselves alongside of the
streams are not valuable. Now taking up
the contract, which I hold in my hand, the
line is to be a narrow gauge road. There is
no doubt an objection to that, but if that
country proves of the value that we hope it
will, we believe that this road will be
extended down to intersect the Canadian
Pacific Railway.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-—-
Where !

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—At some point in
British Columbia, Ashcroft or Revelstoke.
From what I have read of Cariboo and
Cassiar, and the section between the
Canadian Pacific Railway and the 60th
parallel, which is the boundary of British
Columbia, I believe that before many
years you will get a company to build
a railway there for a land grant, directly
north, to connect with this road if the

Yukon country is to prove ultimately of the.
value that we hope it will. In this contract
the contractors have no monopoly. One of
the conditions demanded was, ‘you must
allow us to build to Lynn Canal.” Wesaid
“no, we are face to face now with a very
serious difficulty in crossing that fringe of
country ; we cannot undertake to allow
railroads to be built across that to intercept
Canadian trade. Unless we get some satis-
factory arrangement with our neighbours in
reference to the bonding privilege, it” would
be impossible to foreshadow what might be
the result, and therefore we will not allow
you to build along that country, and we will
not grant a charter to anybody else for five
years. We will) at all events, take five
years in order to make up our minds
what is best to be done.” There is
no monopoly there that any hon. gentleman
in this chamber does not approve of, and 1
am quite sure that every hon. gentleman
who has given any study or thought to the
difficulties we have had in getting across
this fringe of country must realize the ditfi-
culties under which we labour; my hon.
friend from Victoria hashad a personal expe-
rience of it. Why, during October, Novem-
ber, December and January, long telegrams
were coming constantly from the govern-
ment of British Columbia, from merchants
and the Board of Trade in British Columbia
and other points, begging our interference
to enable traffic to cross there, asking that
we shou'd put difficulties in the way of
foreign travel in our own country unless
concessions were made to us. It would take
me a considerable time to explain the ob-
stacles and difficulties we have had to con-
tend with in that matter. We hope now
they are practically settled and we think
they are. But, in the meantime, it would
not be a wise policy on the part of Canada
to grant a churter and give any assistance
to build a road through the disputed terri-
tory. No one would approve of that.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—That is what
this contract does.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No.

Hon, Mr. FERGUSON—It does it pre-
cisely, but subject to Order in Council.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—What we said was
this: unless you get the consent of the
Governor in Council we will not allow any
other road to be built there.
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- Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—The contract
allows it to be built.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman
will see the wisdom of our policy. There are,
at the present time, two charters across that
territory. If they attempt to build, then we
should permit those contractors to build. If
they do not attempt to build, we will allow
no one else to build during the five years,
but it is not likely the holders of the present
charters will build. If they do, then it will
be open to any one to build. What we do
provide is that there shall be an extension
southward to a point that is indisputably in
Canadian territory, and that we will give the
preference to those contractors if we are
extending any aid to a company to make
that connection.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—For ten years.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes. 1 think that
before that time there will be a line built from
Ashcroft or some point in British Columbia.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Or Edmonton.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Of course, the Edmon-
ton route will not interfere with the present
proposal. It may be found to be a feasible
route. It is a 1,600 mile route, but for four
or five hundred miles there is very tine land
which, at all events, will furnish food for the
people—good grazing Jand and good wheat
land, so there are attractions attached to the
Edmonton route, although it will take some
considerable time to build it. They have the
ten years as a preference only. It is open
to any one to build. Any one can now build
a road through any part of British territory
to that country. There will be no interfer-
ence with any charter that is granted by
parliament to build a line to that country
through British territory. This Company
has no exclusive privilege whatever.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON —Unless you vote
money or lands.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—If we give money or
lands to the company building from the
Stikine River southward, and they under-
take to do it as low as any other company,
we will give it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-—
You are obliged to give them the preference.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, but they must
be willing to build as low. as any other com-

l pany will build it. The snow roads and
| shelters are valuable because they enable
‘any one to go in at once by the Stikine River.
They must continue the road down 1o Teslin
Lake. They are ulso bound to put on steam-
boat connection with Dawson. That will
be done without any doubt. The security I
need not discuss. The grant as I have al-
ready explained very fully, is 25,000 acres
per mile, to be selected in the manner I
have already explained. I shall be very glad
indeed to give any further explanation on
that point if hon. gentleman desire it. The
company must take upshalf their lands with-
in three years and the other half within six
years. It practically means nothing. If there
isany value in the country they will want to
take up their lands as soon as possible. It
is not like agricultural land; it is only
mineral land, and the contractors will be
anxious to secure their tract as early as they
have earned it. There are certain rivers re-
served, the rivers which form the water con-
nection between Lake Teslin and the Yukon
and some other larger streams. The banks
are excepted ; 25 feet on each side, so that
parties can use the river and there will be no
interference with navigation. Any miners
taking up locations, before the contractors
blocks ave actually staked out on the ground,
are exempt,and the contractors have to recog-
nize those and give them all facilities for
crossing and recrossing portions of their
lands. As to the royalty, I have already
explained that the highest royalty outside
of the Klondike region in any part of
Canada is two per cent.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Will they have
power to charge a royalty of ten per cent to
any parties leasing lands from them ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT- -They can do as they
please. There will be this advantage, how-
ever, in having a wealthy syndicate inter-
ested in taking up those lands—the syndi-
cate will explore the country. The cost of
examining that country is very large, indeed
—it is very expensive getting about. The
time within which it can be done each year
is limited to a couple of months, and the
effect of interesting large capital in securing
mining rights in that country will be that
they will have experts in the country en-
deavouring to find the best locations, When
they have found the best places, half the
locations are to be open to the free miner,
and the free miners can follow the experts.
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Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—That

is, the government blocks are open’ to free
miners ¢

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—VYes.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Is not the com-
pany likely to take advantage of the pro-
specting done by the 100,000 people now
scattered over the country, instead of em-
ploying experts !

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—TIt is open for them to
do that. Of course they will do the best
they can in that country. If the free miners
can get a better location by following the
company’s experts they will do so. Within
a few yards of the streams which have
proved so rich we have had miners examin-
ing the country the last fifteen years. Mr.
Ogilvie was there in 1885 with his party.
Miners were in that region years ago find-
ing gold here and there in comparatlve:,ly
small quantities, making what they c&}lleu a
grub stake, merely a living, and the rich de-
posits have only recently been struck. So,
hon. gentlemen will appreciate at once t}_le
difficulties which the miners encounter in
locating a valuable site. It involves a good
deal of labour to get down where the gold is.
In many instances they have to cut down
through ice and frozen earth, a distance of
eighteen, twenty or twenty-five feet, and
after a man has given a month to an investi-
gation of that kind, if he fails it is a serious
matter for him. If experts who are em-
ployed by wealthy syndicates are engaged in
that work, you can be quite sure that their
discoveries will enure to the great body of
the people, because the great mass of f,he
miners there, if the experts find anything
good, will at once flock in and take up
claims on the intermediate sections. They
have the run of three miles of country on
each side of the company’s sections, 8o there

is a public advantage in enlisting a wealthy |

syndicate in making the discoveries that we
hope to make from time to time in that coun-
try. There is a provision with reference to
farm lands, but T am not aware that there are
any farm lands in that country. Thereisa
provision that after ten miles are completed
the contractors can make a selection of a
limited quantity. That quantity islimited to
92,000 acres, to be selected in the way I have
described, and as they finish each ten miles a
similar quantity. It is not to be supposed
6

that the road is to be finished this year up
to the standard which we recognize for our
railways, and therefore the selection of the
great bulk of their lands will be thrown over
for another year, so that the free miners
will have practically all the advantages of
the present year in making their selections.
In reference to the rates, the rate is fixed
in the first instance. No doubt conditions
have to be considered, and it will be for the
government to say what will be a reasonable
rate to start with. That rate will be from
time to time cut down until ten years is over
—-I think that is the limit they have—and
then it comes under the general railway law
of the country. Then, where hydraulic
mining is concerned, the company do not
control the water. The water will be re-
served and distributed to all parties interest-
ed, under the direction of the Minister of
the Interior. As it is near six o'clock I
move that the debate be adjourned.

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE—With the per-
mission of the House I will read an item
which has just appeared in this evening’s
Journal 1t is headed as follows :—

GOLD! GOLD'! GOLD'!

F1rry THOUsAND DoLLARS PICKED TP 1IN ONE DAY.—
A SEEMINGLY RELIABLE DISCOVERY IN ALASKA.—
VANCOUVER MERCHANTS ASKED TO GIVE Away
THEIR BusiNess AND HASTEN To THE NEw ELpO-
RADO, WEST OF THE INTERNATIONAL BOUNDARY.—
FouND IN THE CREVICES OF THE ROCKS.

These are the rocks which, we hear, have
no value.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—-That is west of the
international boundary.

Hon. Mg O'DONOHOE T am not say-
ing that it is in our territory, but it is in
that locality. The following is the des-
patch :—

Vancouver, B.C., Feb. 10.—A fabulous find is re-
cprdid to-day on Unknown Creek on the American
side In the Yukon territory. Fritz Behnson, of Vie-
toria, B.C., writes his brother Karl: “We have
struck it rich on Unknown Creek across the border,
never before seen by man. In the crevices of the rock
in one day we picked up $50,000 in coarse gold. Sell
your business or give 1t away and come quick with
ten men.” .

The Behnson’s have large business interests here
and_are thoroughly reliable. The news spread like
wildfire, and a stampede to the American side will
result as soon as the locality is located.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—That is
in United States territory. We have also
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something on our side. The following is
-another despatch in the same paper :—

STRUCK IT RICH.

Vancouver, B.C., Feb. 10.— Information just
brought down from Dawson is to the effect that A.
W. McConnell, who left Vancouver August last,
reached Dawson on October 1st, has struck it rich in
the Klondike, making from $75 to $100 per day.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, 11th February, 1898.

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

Prayers and routine proceedings.

CROW’S NEST PASS RAILWAY
STOCK.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON rose to inquire :—

Has the Canadian Pacific Railway Company applied
to the Government for authority to increase its capital
stock on the Crow’s Nest Pass Railway under the
authority of the Act of 1893, which requires the sanc-
tion of the Government thereto? Has the Govern-
ment any knowledge of preference shares being issued
under the authority of the same Act but which does
not require the sanction of the Government, or bonds
being issued under the authority of the charter giving
the company power to build branch lines?

He said :—The object of the inquiry I
wish to make of the government to-day is
in regard to the construction of the 320
miles of the Crow’s Nest Pass Railway for
which a bonus of $3,500,000 was given by
the country last year. Under their original
charter power was given to the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company to build branch
lines and also to issue, I think, $20,000 per
mile bonds upon any branch lines they may
build. They have, in addition to that, the
power to issue preferential shares by the
Act of 1893. The power is conferred by
clause 37 of its charter in respect to pre-
ferred stock, and it is provided that the
aggregate amount of any such stock shall
not be more than half of the stock outstand-
ing. That is what is called preference shares

and for which they obtained the power to
issue bonds. They issued an amount of
bonds when the Act was passed, and last
year there was another issue of five or six
million dollars. They have the power to
issue that without coming to the govern-
ment, and in addition to that they have the
power to increase their capital stock without
coming to parliament.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
I do n»t like interrupting the hon. gentle-
man, but I think a moment’s reflection will
suggest the impropriety of going on with that
motion until after the address is adopted.
It is always looked upon as an act of dis-
courtesy to a governor, or to the govern-
ment if you like, to do any business until
the address is adopted, which is an evidence
of the confidence of the people in the ad-
ministration which asks its approval. I
assure my hon. friend that it is not with any
intention of preventing him from going on
with his motion, but I think we had better
adhere as nearly to the precedents of parlia-
ment as possible. I call the attention of the
Minister of Justice to the matter.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I notice that on the
Order paper my hon. friend’s question stands
before the Orders of the Day. There is no
doubt a great deal of force in what the hon.
gentleman says, and if the question were
simply put as an inquiry without any speech
or discussion, there might not be any objec-
tion, but my hon. friend is making a speech
upon it.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—I do not propose
to make a speech.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—That is a good inten-
tion, but my hon. friend has not been acting
upon that intention, and that being the
case, I feel there is a great deal of force in
what my hon. friend opposite says. I do
not know that it is a strict rule, but each
House claims the right to submit bills and
to give such notices with a view of main-
taining their rights as distinct branches of
parliament as against the Crown, But what
my hon. friend says is no doubt perfectly
consistent with the settled usage of parlia-
ment that we ought to deal with the ad-
dress before we tuke up matters which are
questions of very considerable importance.
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Hon.Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
Point referred to by the Minister of Justice
%0 my mind has no force : that is, that the
otion stands before the Orders of the Day.
If the hon. gentleman will look at the Votes
and Proceedings of the House of Commons
he will find some fifteen or twenty such
motions. I know that there is no rule, but
We are governed by precedent, and no one
knows better than my hon. friend that the
British constitution is based upon precedents
almost entirely. If you could go on with
these motions here, and they could go on
with such motions in the House of Com-
mons, you might delay the passage of the
address in answer to the speech from the
throne indefinitely. .

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes, perhaps till the
end of the session. There is no doubt about
that, and therefore there is very great con-
Venience in the practice which my hon.
friend has referred to.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—There was a case in
point which occurred during the time Sir
John Abbott was leader of the House; I
think it was the year he came here from the
House of Commons. He introduced some
measure before the debate on the address
was over, but withdrew it on the representa-
tion that that was contrary to the usual
practice of the House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
There is no urgency, I suppose.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON~I have not the
slightest objection to let the notice stand
until after the adoption of the address. I
was called upon by the Speaker to make my
motion, and the printed order of the House
put me in that position. It is not a matter
of such importance that it cannot stand for
a day or two.

The notice was allowed to stand.

THE ADDRESS.

THE DEBATE CONTINUED.

The Order of the Day having been called,

Resuming the further adjourned debate on the con-
sideration of His Excellency the Governor General’s
h on the opening of the Third Session of the
Ezl:ﬁig Parliament.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT said : Hon. gentlemen,
when on a motion by myself the debate yes-
terday evening wad adjourned, I had been
endeavouring to answer some of the objec-
tions that had been urged by hon. gentle-
men to the contract made between the
government and Messrs. Mackenzie &
Mann. I might sum up in a few words the
reasons that prompted us to enter into the
contract at the time we did. We could
have had a line constructed from the head
of the Lynn Canal across United States ter-
ritory up to navigable waters at a very
much less cost; no doubt parties would
have been willing to have constructed
that time although no positive offer was made
that I am aware of, but it was impossible
for us to consider any proposal of that kind
in view of the manner in which the Canadian
merchants and Canadians going in over
United States territory had been treated by
the Customs Departiment of the United
States. We were deluged with telegrams
from boards of trade and commercial houses
all over this country, for five or six weeks
before parliament met, calling our attention
to the obstructions in the way of establishing
trade with the Klondike region in. conse-
quence of the difficulties encountered in
crossing through the United States territory.
I do not propose to discuss what occurred
in our correspondence with the United
States It might not be ssemly or proper
to do so here. Also looking at the country
and the opportunities for winter navigation
at the Lynn Canal, there is no doubt what-
ever that nature has pointed out that as the

proper way of obtaining entry into our own
territory.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—You mean the
Lynn Canal.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes. Itistheshortest
and the quickest, because it is only 700 miles
by sea from Victoria or Vancouver, and it is
accessible at all seasons of the year; although
the passes aredifficult, engineering skill would
probably have overcome the difficulties, if a
fair arrangement could have been made with
our neighbours in reference to a railway
through that portion of their territory, or
had they even consented to have adopted a
line of communication between the territories
of the two countries. But as, during the last
twenty years, it has been found impossible
by former governments to get the consent of
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the United States to lay down the boundary
line there, it seemed to be a hopeless task to
enter upon any further discussion of that
subject, and, therefore, we were forced to

the adoption of the line between Teslin Lake |

and Stikine River.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Do I understand
my hon. friend to say that an effort was made
to secure the cousent of the United States
government, and they refused it ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No ; the difficulties
in our way across that fringe of country were
8o serious that we would not have been justi-
fied in favouring the construction of a rail-
way across it, because we had no assurance
that we would not have to pay duty for
traversing, perhaps, a mile or two of United
States territory.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
bonding system would soon settle that.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—TI cannot say that.

Hon. S8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
‘What would be the difference between the
difficulties presenting themselves on the
Pacific coast, pointed out by the hon. gentle-
man, and the difficulties presenting them-
selves by going to New Brunswick, by what
is called the Short Line through Maine ¢

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No difficulty has been
offered there, but we found that our traders
and dealers were met with actual difficulties
in crossing this fringe of territory on the
Pacific coast, we know it from actual exper-
ience, and we had endeavoured by corres-
pondence and personal interviews with the
members of the United States government
to minimize at least the difliculties, and
within the last few days they have in a
certain measure been reduced ; therefore we
were forced to the selection of a line through
Canadian territory, and that was the only
section which was available by which trans-
port could be made into that country during
the present year. It was felt that if wedid
not obtain access to the country during the
year 1898, the large body of people expected
to go into that country would fit out and
pass entirely into that country under United
States auspices, and that would be a very
serious loss to the trade in Canada, and
although the road may not be open until
September, yet under the arrangement with

the contractors facilities are to be created
immediately so that the products, goods and
outfits can be brought to Glenora, the
southern point of the proposed railway, and
be ready to transfer when the railway is
opened. It was not supposed that the rail-
way could be completely built within the
short period between May and Beptember,
but that it would be in a sufficiently com-
pleted state in order to carry supplies over it,
and therefore we were constrained in a man-
ner to deal with parties who had the capacity
and the ability and who were ready with
the plant to go on with the work—who had
the financial ability to undertake it. As to
the magnitude of the subsidy, which has been
so exaggerated by the press and some hon.
gentlemen, as 1 explained yesterday, if the
contractors had been permitted to select the
land as they pleased themselves I have no
no doubt they would have been glad to build
that road for 100,000 acres, because, as I
explained yesterday, in my judgment 95 per
cent at least of the land to be selected by
this company is valueless, absolutely value-
less. There is no value in the rock certainly,
and on each side of these gulches and each
side of the streams and creeks every hon.
gentleman who has given any study and
thought to the physical conditions of that
country must recognize that it is absolutely
valueless rock. Any one who saw the lime
light views of the lecturer the other night
will realize the character of the country on
each side of those gulches. It is simply
solid rock, absolutely useless and valueless.
Then again it was thought that it would be
a very important wmatter to have the con-
tractors interested in prospecting, because
their efforts in prospecting will enure
to the "benefit of the free miner.
Then in reference to the question of royalty
—I speak subject to correction—the mining
regulations in the North-west did not provide
for any royalty. It has not been the prac-
tice of the government of Canada to exact
any royalty. The royalty in Nova Scotia
and British Columbia was two per cent.
There was no precedent for any higher
royalty than that. So that hon. gentlemen
when they came to analyse the terms and
understand them will find they do not bear
the construction that has been put upon them
by outside parties and the press. I should
like to say a few words in reference to
another very important paragraph of the
Speech which has elicited some very caustic
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remarks—that is charging the prime minister
of this country with having omitted to avail
h}mself of what was said to be an offer to
give Canada preferential trade. I say em-
Pha:tically that there is no scintilla of justifi-
cation for such a statement. I shall very
briefly go over the case, and I think I can
satisfy hon. gentlemen that no such deduc-
tion can be drawn by them; that if Mr.
Chawberlain and every member of the gov-
ernment were to pledge themselves to such
a policy it could not be accomplished. The
people of Great Britain would not consent
toit; the parliament of Great Britain would
not adopt any such measure. What I state
here is this, that had Sir Wilfrid Laurier pur-
sued any other course than he did, he would
have failed to obtain the denunciation of the
Belgian and German treaties, and he could
not have placed Canada in the high place
she occupies to-day in political circle in Great

ritain, as manifested by the high price that
our debentures command to-day. Itis the
first time that any British colony has sold
1ts debentures at two and a half per cent
interest, and our standing is farther shown
by the amount of capital coming into Canada
for investment and the attention given to
Canada in British financial circles. In order
to thoroughly appreciate the obstacles in the
way of preferential trade with the mother
country, I invite hon. gentlemen’s atten-
tion to the history of this matter. In 1881
the late government, in its desire to favour
the sentiment that was rising in Canada
for preferential trade with Great Britain
and, knowing the difficulty there was in
consequence of the various treaties con-
taining what is called the favoured-nations
clause, they passed an Order in Coul}cil
deputing Sir Alexander Galt, then High
Commissioner, to make an appeal to the
lmperial authorities to relieve Canada from
these treaties. The answer was that it was
impossible to grant the request. They could
not, consider it at all. In 1891, ten
years after, the parliament of Canada
unanimously adopted a resolution praying
the British government to denounce the
treaties. The petition is given in the last
paragraph :

The Senate and House of Commons therefore
humbly request Your Majesty to take such steps as
may be necessary to denounce and terminate the effect
of the provisions referred to, as well as the treaties
with the German Zollverein and with the Kingdom of

lgium and with any other nation in respect of
which such provisions are now in force.

To that a cold refusal was also given.
Then probably the most important meeting
of representative men outside of Great
Britain took place, as you all know in July,
1894, under the presidency of my hon. friend
opposite. This question naturally attracted
the attention of the distinguished men from
all the colonies who met in this chamber.
It was probably the most prominent
question discussed. At the time the Bri-
tish Empire League was in full force and
life and there was a feeling throughout
the British Empire that it was desirable
there should be some closer commercial rela-
tions between the colonies and the mother
country. It was amost laudableambition,and
one would have thought it would at once have
commanded the attention of Great Britain.
At that conference which the premiers
and the leading men of the Empire outside
of Great Britain attended here, they adopted
this resolution after discussing the ques-
tion fully :

That this conference is of opinion that any provi-
sions in existing treaties between Great Britain and
any foreign power which prevent the self-governing
dependencies of the empire from entering into agree-
ments of commercial reciprocity with each other, or
with Great Britain, should be removed.

The representative of the Imperial gov-
ernment—I have not the report of his
speech here—I believe, intimated that it
was unlikely that any such request would
be acceded to. The formal answer came,
however, from the British government in a
despatch from the Marquis of Ripon to the
Governor General of Canada, and the
various governments of the different colonies
in which he refers to that resolution :

In regard to the separate denunciation of these
articles, it may be stated that both the Belgian and
German governments have been asked whether they
would consent to the abrogation of these particular
clauses without the rest of the treaties being termin-
ated, and the reply in both cases was to the effect
that the clauses could not be denounced apart from
the rest of the treaty.

Now, that is the answer to the largest
gathering of colonial statesmen that ever
took place. Adverting to the reasons that
prompted that action on the part of Great
Britain, I shall briefly call attention to what
Canada asks. Canada, through the Imperial
Confederation League, and through other
channels, asked that her products should
have a preference in the British market.
The answer has always been that it was too
insignificant to discuss, that it would be
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unfair and unreasonable to ask the British
workmen to be taxed for the benefit of the
Canadian farmer. That is practically what
it meant, and in order to fully appreciate
that I shall briefly draw your attention to
the figures as I take them from the States-
man’s Year Book of 1896. Our export
differs slightly from that. But it is only a
matter of a few dollars. In 1896, according
to the British returns, the grain and flour
purchased by Great Britain amounted to
$250,000,000. Canada sold to Great Britain
between ten and eleven million dollars’
worth. Therefore, we were asking, in refer-
ence to grain and flour, that the British
people should tax themselves on $240,000,-
000 of breadstuffs in order that we might
obtain a preference for our ten or eleven
million dollars.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—They would not
pay the whole amount.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The whole importation
would be taxed. 1t would impose a tax on
all the consumers in the United Kingdom,
or else we got no benefit of it.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-—They could not
give a preference to Canada at all?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Certainly not, because
it would involve an increase in the price of
all the rest of the grain and flour imported
into the United Kingdom.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—It meant taxing
$250,000,000 worth.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Canada’s interest in
the importations of Great Britain that year
amounted to 4 per cent. In the live and
dead meat trade the importations into Great
Britain in 1896 were $166,000,000: Can-

colonies are included. Unless we were
in a position to furnish 95 per cent
it was simply taxing the British people in
order that we might obtain access to their
market. At all events that is the British
aspect of it. They had to be satisfied
that the proposal was a reasonable one. In
1896 British exports amounted to over one
thousand millions, while Canada’s purchases
represent only $33,000,000. It will, there-
fore, be seen that our trade is so insignificant
compared with the large volume of British
trade that it seems presumption on our part
to ask the British people to tax themnselves
for our bengfit and for that of our fellow
colonists. To quote from Mr. Chamberlain’s
speech at the Canada Club dinner in March,
1896, “even the suggestion is barred out
from consideration by Great Britain.”
Hon. gentlemen will see the reasons for the
course taken by British statesmen in saying,
according to the paragraph I read from the
despatch, that the disadvantages so clearly
outweighed any advantages that they could
not consider it.

Hon. Mr.

McCALLUM-—It is what

i Canadian statesmen’s opinions are that we

want. We have nothing to do with British
statesmen.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—-We had to get Great
Britain to consent.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM--But we did not

want it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—As I said before, if
Sir Wilfrid Laurier had taken any other
course he would not have secured the denun-
ciation of those treaties.

Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—

ada’s portion of that amounted to $7,000,000, 1 There is no evidence of that ; that is a mere.

which wou'd be 4% per cent.

and oleomargerine trade the 1mp0rtatlom'

were $83,000,000, and Tanada’s interest in |
that importation was $1,000,000, being 1}
per cent.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON_—These figures
are not of value unless what all the colonies
supply are taken in.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I was speaking for
Canada alone. It is a mere matter of the
addition of a very small amount if the other

In the butter statement.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—He captured the free-
"trade sentiment of Great Britain by his.
eloquent utterances.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-—I do not want to-
interrupt my hon. friend, but does he mean
to tell us that he had to tell the people of
Great Britain that we could not give prefer-
ential trade ?

Some hon. MEMBERS—Order, order.



|[FEBRUARY 11, 1898]

87

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There were a great
many pleasant phrases passed between the
premiers of the different colonies and Mr.
Chamberlain, and the other leading states-
men of Great Britain. Those pleasant
phrases meant very little in jubilee year.
Compliments were™ being exchanged, but
when he came down to talk business and to
disturbtrade relations, there was a very differ-
ent expression of opinion, and I say that it
was because Canada had offered that prefer-
ence in the manner she did last year by our
legislation and by the patriotic sentiments
of Sir Wilfrid Laurier, in saying that Canada
did it out of gratitude for the very many
favours she had received from the mother
‘country, that he captured British sentiment
and induced British statesmen to influence
public opinion at that time to denounce the
Belgian and German treaties.

_ Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Is not
1t a fact that all the colonial premiers in
England at that time joined Sir Wilfrid

Laurier in asking for the denunciation of
the treaties ¢

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—They certainly did.
They were all interested in it—no doubt
about it, but Sir Wilfrid Laurier was the
leading figure in securing it, and Canada had

taken a forward action that no other colony
had taken.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—New
South Wales has.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—They introduced free
trade absolutely, but not in preference to
the mother country. There was no other
colony than Canada had put herself on that
plane to command the sympathy of the
British people in the manner this country
had done. Now, only one year before the
Jubilee year, probably the largest gathering
of leading statesmen of Great Britain and pre-
sidents of chambers of commerce, leading
merchants all over the empire took place in
the city of London. I hold in my hand the
official report of that meeting. It washeld
from the 9th to the 12th June, 1896. Inthat
Canada was represented by gentlemen who
were sent forward by the Chambers of Com-
merce of Montreal, Toronto and other points,
and the meeting was held under the auspices
of the Hon. Joseph Chamberlain. He was
the honorary president. The actual president

was the president of the London Chamber of
Commerce, Sir Albert A. Rother. At that
meeting one of the very first questions that
engrossed the attention of the gentlemen
who met there was to establish in some
degree closer relations between the colonies
themselves and between the colonies and
the mother country, and the question
came up again in_the most emphatic and
marked manner. Mr. Chamberlain opened
the conference, and I will just read you what
his utterances were on that occasion. That
was only a few mquths before the speech
referred to here that Mr. Laurier made in
Liverpool. "When this question was pro-
posed at the very beginning of the confer-
ence, Mr. Chamberlain said :

It is, in effect, that while the colonies should be
left absolutely free to impose what protective duties
they please both upon }oruign countries and upon
British commerce, they should be required to make a
small discrimination in favour of British trade, in
return for which we are expected to change our whole
system and to impose duties on food and on raw
materials. Well, gentlemen, 1 express again my
ogmlon when I say that there is not the slightest
chance that in any reasonable time this country, or
the parliament of this country, would adopt so one-
sided an agreement. (Hear, hear, and cheers.)

That is emphatic language.
Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Who is that?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Mr. Chamberlain, the

gentleman who was so ready to give it away.
He continues:

The foreign trade of this country is so large, and
the foreign trade of the colonies 1s comparatively so
small, that a small preference given to us upon that
foreign trade b{ the colonies would make so slight a
difference, would be so slight a benefit to the total
volume of our trade, that I do not believe the work-
ing classes of this country would consent to make a

revolutionary change for what they would think tobe
an infinitesimal gain.

These are the sentiments expressed before
the largest body of commercial men probably
that ever met in London, only a short time
before this jubilee year. That is the opinion
of Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, and do you mean
to tell me that he had changed his views,
and if he did change his views, could
he change the views of the people of
England? Was there a man at that meet-
ing that dissented from it? Mr. Osler went
home full of the hope that Canada could
obtain a preference in some way or another,
and what did Mr. Osler do? He moved a
resolution at that meeting in favour of free
trade relations, but it had not the slightest
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chance of success and Mr. Osler had recog-
nized that himself. He was a protectionist,
a national policy man, in favour of closer
trade relations with England, anxious to give
England the same preference in our inarket
that we were geguing in hers, and looking
around him and seeing the all prevailing
sentiment what does he say? His resolution
was :

Resolved, that in the opinion of this congress the |
advantages to be obtained by a closer nnion between !
the various portions of the British Empipe are so:
great as to justify an arrangement as nearly as possi-
ble of the nature of a zollverein based upon principles
of the freest exchange of commodities within' the
empire, consistent with the tariff requirements inci-
dent to the maintenance of the local government of
each kingdom, dominion, province or colony, now !
forming part of the British family of nations.

He asks for closer relations and what is
his view of the feeling that prevails in this
large gathering on the subject of a preference
for the colonies in the British markets. Here
is what he says in his speech :

I will only repeat that in Canada we believe that
certain concessions must be made if we are to get Eng-
land to join in a confederation, and I think that as
Canadians we are willing to make these concessions.
‘We believe it will be for our own interest and for the
interests of the empire that we should do so. I
thoroughly agree with all Mr. Chamberlain has said,
that it 1s impossible for us to have in the meantime
Great Britain imposing a duty upon the food products

from foreign countries, and not increase the price that l

she would otherwise pay, for she will e able to get
from her colonies all the wheat supply she requires.

That is Mr. Osler’s opinion. Heevidently
felt it was hopeless to expect the British
workman to submit to a tax on food pro-
ducts for the benefit of the colonies until
the colonies could supply the demand.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Just as hopeless as it was ten yearsago to
ask for the denunciation and abrogation of
the treaties.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There was not, even
at this time in 1894 a chance of it being
abrogated. The parliament of Canada had
asked for it a few years before. It had been
pressed upon the attention of the Imperial
government and the answer was a positive
and absolute refusal. Nothing could be
more decisive, then Sir Donald Smith
brought forward a resolution in these
terms :

Therefore resolved—That this congress records its
belief in the advisability and practicability of a cus-

toms arrangement between Great Britain and her

colonies and India on the basis of ‘preferential treat-
ment, and recomimnends that steps should be taker by
Her Majesty’s government to bring about an inter-
change of opinion on the subject between the mother
country and the other governments of the empire.

There was not even a vote taken on that
resolution. Sir Donald Smith saw the
sense of the meeting was so strongly against it
that he withdrew it. Let us see what the
president who represents probably the lar-
gest Chamber of Commerce in the world,
the Chamber of Commerce of London, says

"upon the proposal :

The dangers of a preferential duty in favour of colo-
nial imports are the following : first, the increase in
the price of food and raw materials in this country ;
an increase which would at once be felt by the work-

classes—increased cost of living, which would in-

vO! %ve on their part a demand for an increase of wages.
That, in its turn, would lead to labour disturbances.
Then there would be an increased cost in the produc-
tion of our own manufactures, which would tell
against us all over the world, not only in foreign
countries but in the colonies themselves. Why do
colonies buy fromn us to such a large extent ? Because
they find Great Britain is the cheapest market. If we
increased our duties to them we should lose our trade
with them and our trade with the rest of the world.
We should meet with retaliation from foriegn coun-
tries.

That is pretty decisive language and it
met with acquiescence by the representatives
of the various chambers of commerce ; there
was not a whisper that within any reasonable
distance of time that we could accomplish the
object of our hope which was to secure a
preference in the British market.

The resolution presented by the Toronto
Board of Trade with the several amend-
ments proposed was withdrawn and the only
resolution that could receive the approval of
the conference was couched in the language
usually adopted at the gatherings of the
representatives of the British Empire League
in its palmy days. The resolution read as
follows :

That this Congress of Chambers of Commerce of
the empire is of opinion that the establishment of
closer commercial relations between the United
Kingdom and the colonies and dependencies is an
object which deserves, and demands, prompt and
careful consideration. The Congress therefore respect-
fully represents to Her Majesty’s Government that,
if the suggestion should be made on behalf of the
Colonies or some of them, it would be right and
expedient to promote such consideration, and the
formulation of some practicable plan, by sum-
moning an Imperial Conference, thoroughly represen-
tative of the interests involved, or by such other
means as Her Majesty may be advised to adopt. That
copies of this resolution be forwarded to the president,
to the Prime Minister, the First Lord of the Treasury,
the Secretary of State for the Colonies, the leaders of
the opposition in both Houses, the High Commis-
sioner for Canada, and the agents general of the other
Colonies
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I need not continue reading from the
report, because the spirit of the speeches is all
In the direction that T have indicated. That
was the condition of British sentiment in the
year before the Jubilee. When Sir Wilfrid

aurier went home he went there strengthen-
ed with the Act passed by the Canadian par-
liament in which we lay down the principle
that we would give a preference in our
markets to countries that would give us a
Preference in theirs, or give us a tariff that
Was on no higher basis than our proposed
tariff. Of course the whole object of
framing our Act was with a view of ultimately
8iving a preference to British trade. That
Was our ambition and our desire. We felt,
although it was argued to some extent to
the contrary, that there were difticulties
in the way, because we could not ignore the
Belgium ~and German treaties. There
were clauses in these treaties which gave
to Germany and Belgium similar privileges
in the colonies that the United Kingdom
enjoyed, that is, we could not tax German
and Belgian products higher than we taxed
British products, and following out that
Principle many other countries, some twenty
or thirty, had treaties with Great Britain
which contained what is called the favoured-
bation clause. That favoured nation clause
gave those countries equal privileges with
Great Britain in the markets of the
colonies, so the effect of Germany and
Belgium obtaining that concession gave to
all other countries hdving a similar clause
an equal privilege with Germany and Bel-
gium. After confederation the government
of Canada on several occasions declined to
Join in treaties involving those concessions
Wherever Canada was consulted, T may say
the government of this country wished to be
omitted,but manyof thosetreaties were made
before confederation and some without con-
ference with the government of Canada.
Those treaties outside of Belgium and Ger-
many, although they gave advantages to
certain countries, were a matter of very little
moment inasmuch as the products imported
into Canada from those countries, outside of
Belgium and Germany, were very very small.
I have in my hand a paper which I perhaps
need not read, but it shows clearly that
with the exception of Germany, France
and Belgium, the exports to Canada of all
the other countries that had the favoured-
nations clause were very small—some of
them were practically nothing. The best

evidence that our course was the wisest one
is proved by results. T say unhesitatingly,
that unless we had captivated public opinion
in Great Brituin by the action of parliament
last year we could not have succeeded in
having those treaties denounced. It was
the embarrassment that the British people
felt by the generous offer made by Canada
that captivated public opinion in that coun-
try and acted on the government of Great
Britain and the result will be just as we
foresaw that on the lst of August next
Great Britain will be the only country that
will enjoy that preference in our market.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Not unless you change your law.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We propose, with the
approval of parliament, to bring about that
result. There was no other way it could be
accomplished and that we have accomplished
it is the best evidence that we took the only
way it could be done.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE
Hear, hear.

BOWELL—

Hon Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman
ridicules it. I have given the testimony of
the last fifteen years, in which the most
posivive refusal is recorded year after year
on the part of the British government to
denounce those treaties. They had asked
Belgium and Germany to let Canada out.
Those countries said *“no we will not.”
The British Government said it involves too
grave a responsibility to let them out. T
have shown that down to 1896 the evidence
is conclusive that the British Government
had no idea of denouncing the treaty or
giving any preference to Canada.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Will
the proposed action knock out the favoured-

nation clause with regard to China and
Japan?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes. That particular
clause which reads this way—* take for
instance the Belgian treaty—the products
of Belgium shall not be subject to higher
duties in the colonies than the products of
Great Britain.” That is the clause in the
Belgian treaty and a similar clause appears
in the German treaty.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
suppose in making that change in the tariff
you will apply it to the British colonies as
well as to Great Britain ¢

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is intended that
they shall come in as New South Wales does
now. That is my present opinion. Of
course, I can only foreshadow what it will be,
but there will be an opening for British
colonies to come in certainly. The other
countries that came in were the Argentine
Republic, Austria, Denmark, Norway,
Sweden, Persia, Roumania, Venezuela and
Switzerland. I may say the reason those
countries come in is this: they have treaties
containing the favoured-nation clause.
That clause gives them equal privileges with
Great Britain in the markets of her colonies.
If you remove the privilege that Germany
and Belgium now enjoy, then no other coun-
tries can come in except under the act of
the parliament of Canada, and that is our
own. In 1895 we gave France a preference
in our markets on certain articles. I pre-
sume all those countries would be entitled
to equal privileges with France in our mar-
kets in regard to the articles referred to in
that treaty. I am inclined to think that
would be the legal effect of it. So hon. gen-
tlemen will see, I hope, before this parlia-
ment rises that we shall have succeeded in
placing Great Britain and the colonies in
the position that we all along hoped they
would enjoy.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—On the free trade
basis ¢

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No ; it is our 25 per
cent preference for the present.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Do you call that
free trade ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is a preference

over every other country.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—1I¢t is a march towards
free trade.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Well, I am just as
strong a free trader as my hon. friend is,
but I do not think it would be the part of
a prudent statesman to precipitate this
country into absolute destruction.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—That was not
your opinion three years ago.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Always wy opinion.
I hope some day or other to see the transi-
tion, but the transition certainly cannot be
a rapid one. You must pay regard to in-
terests that have grown up under the sanc-
tion of parliament. It would be monstrous
to adopt any other course. When Great
Britain adopted free trade, I think it re-
quired about 25 years.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —No, one year.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There was first a

sliding scale.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—It was reduced to
l one shilling a bushel on grain, and that re-
mained for four years.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am not speaking of
one article. There was a sliding scale. It
was very many years before they finally
launched into free trade, and our progress
must be equally slow and gradual. I do not
propose to discuss economic questions with
I'my honourable friend from Shell River, but
/T think it will gratify him that our importa-
i tions from Great Britain are increasing. Of
course, so far as the fiscal year ending last
June is concerned, there could be no proper
conclusious drawn from the twelve and a
half per cent preference, because our tariff
was only adopted in the end of April, two
months before.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —The returns that
you refer to show an increase of 85 per cent
in our exports and 7 per cent only in our
imports.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—That is all right.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—What I say is there
has been an increase in our importations.
from Great Britain. The changes of trade
do not immediately occur after the adoption
of any fiscal policy.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Certainly the
imports will increase as the population in-
creases.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not wish to
further discuss this question, but I think I
have submitted to the House reasons that
ought to warrant the conclusion to which I
came, that in no other way could we have
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secured the denunciation of the treaties than
by the plan that was adopted. It is per-
fectly clear from the expressions of opinion
that 1 have quoted for many years back and
Up to the year 1896, that it was absolutely
lmpossible for the premier of this country,
or for the parliament of Canada, whether
individually or collectively, to have secured
from Great Britain a preference for our pro-
ducts in their market. I think that must
be clear and manifest to the judgment of
every fair minded man. The avidence is
conclusive, and it was only by appealing to
British sentiment in the manner that he did
that Sir Wilfrid Laurier secured the denun-
ciation of those treaties. It will, I have no
doubt, lead to very much closer relations.
It may be as years go by that we will be
able to reduce the duty still further upon
the importations from Great Britain. The
Imperial Federation League that was in
existence for some 12 or 15 years disbanded
hOpelessly only two years ago, feeling they
could accomplish nothing. They did accom-
plish nothing in all that time. But our legis-
lation of last year has forced this country
forward very many years in advance of what
we ordinarily would have attained to. It
is evident in a variety of ways, as I said
before, especially in the high price of our
securities. Qur securities which were sold
only a few months ago have gone up several
points since that time, and I think we are
quite right in stating that Canada’s political
position in the British Empire has been very
much raised by the course that we took last
year and by the action of the premier in
Great Britain.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The leader on
this side of the House my hon. friend from
Hastings, very aptly made some reference
to some changes which had taken place since
last year on the other side of the House in
respect to leadership. I must on this oceas-
ion express the satisfaction which I have in
seeing the hon. Minister of Justice occupying
the position which he does on this occasion,
namely the leadership of this House. I
would, however, like to say in reference to
the elevation of that gentleman to cabinet
office and also to the leadership of this
chamber, that he overlooked and disregarded
a very important plank in the Liberal plat-
form, and one to which he no doubt sub-
scribed with very great cheerfulness even as
late as the Liberal Convention of 1893, T

refer to the reduction of cabinet ministers,
which as my hon. friend will know has been
strongly advocated by the Liberal party.
Now, my hon. friend has had an excellent
opportunity of demonstrating that he was
true to the principles which were being pro-
mulgated by the Liberal party previous to
his accepting this portfolio. He might have
been willing to sacrifice himself upon the
altar of his party so to speak,and thus demon-
strate that there was one member of the
Liberal party who when offered a portfoiie
insisted upon consistency being observed,
and the number of ministers reduced by the
fusion of two or more portfolios. But my hon.
friend would not resist the temptingbait ; and
I must say that I am very well pleased person-
ally that he accepted the portfolio and let
somebody else sacrifice himself in that par-
ticular matter.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—TI never proposed the:
abolition of the portfolio which I hold.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-—-I would be
rather surprised if my hon. friend or any of
the other leaders of the liberal party would
do so. However, that did not stand in the
way of the numerous professions which were
made along that line previous to and at the
last general election. Now the predecessor
of my hon. friend, the counsellor and guide
and the moral force of the liberal party,
that is the late leader in this House, the
present Lieutenant-Governor of Ontario, was
likewise guilty of a violation of an equally
important article in the liberal creed, one
which was advanced with quite as much
emphasis as the one to which I have just
alluded ; namely, that no member of par-
liament should accept an office of emolument
under the Crown other than that of a port-
folio except a year elapsed between his. re-
signation and the acceptance of office.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I never advocated
anything of the sort.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I did not say
my learned friend advocated it. I refer to
the predecessor of my hon. friend. I think
that this was a favourite plank in the plat-
form. The present Postmaster General
advocated it in very strong language and
was prepared to designate as a political
parasite any one who would occupy a seat in
parliament with the immediate view of
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taking an office of emolument other than
the one which I have mentioned. Now, as
I say the counsellor, the guide and the moral
force of the liberal party vacated his seat
in this chamber for that higher position of
the governorship which he at present,
adorns in defiance of liberal professions,
I simply point out this fact to illustrate |
what I have mentioned, that there is such a
thing as inconsistency in the liberal party
and that their professions made while out
of office are somewhat different to their acts
after accession to office. Allusion has been
made to some of the remarks of the Minister
of Public Works during the recess in refer-
ence to reform of the Senate. This, of
course, has been a favourite topic with the
liberal party for some time past, and I
note that they are taking a practical
advantage of the situation to carry out!
that reform. The present Minister of|
Public Works marle use of the rather:
embellished language during the recess that
the members of this Bon. body were scarcely
worth sufficient rope to hang them. I
notice that this reform is going on in the
way of appointing liberals to Senate vacan-
cies, the mover of the address is one of the
gentlemen assisting the reform, and the
seconder is another gentleman who has been
introduced to carry out the reformation
indicated. The chief feature of the reform
is that when u sufficient number of gentle-
men of the liberal persuasion are introduced
into this chamber to reach the party equili-
brium or go a little beyond the balance of
political leaning, the reform will be success-
fully carried out, and we shall hear very
little more about the reformation of the
Senate. I congratulate the mover and
seconder of the address for the manner in
which they have discharged the duties im-
posed upon them. I would point out to the
mover of the address that he was rather in
error in the statement which he had made
in regard to the unquestionable prosperity
of this country under the present adminis-
tration. My hon. friend made a statement
as follows :

We have evidence on every hand that Canada_ to-
day is prosperous. No man in this country willing
to work need go idle.

I happened to glance through a very reput-
able journal this morning and found in it
the following telegram from Toronto :

ToroxTo, Feb. 10.—Five hundred of the army of

: be philanthropic.

unemployed assembled at the City Hall yesterday,

"and listened to addresses from various members of the
‘rank and file,

A sight of the wretchedness of these
men was one that would appeal to those disposed to
Mayor Shaw addressed the crowd,
and assured the men that he sympathized with them
in their distress, but could not undertake to give them
work just at present. He held out hopes of employ-
ment before long. Citizen Atwood made a vigorous
speech in which he complained about the bad condi-
tion of affairs and the great need of the unemployed.

I simply direct the attention of my hon.
friend who moved the address to this little
item so that he may not abate the alacrity
with which he and his friends are now engaged

lin proclaiming the prosperity of the country,

because if they become inditferent in declar-
ing the prosperity of the country the distress
which I have read about might possibly be-
come somewhat greater. My hon. friend
will pardon me if I thus disabused the im-
pression made in his mind, and which found
expression in his speech on the address. The
hon. gentleman who seconded the address
seems to have fallen into a somewhat similar
mistaken notion of affairs in regard to the
making of the Fielding loan mentioned in
the address. I find that hon. gentleman
under the impression that the loan was
floated at par at a 24 per cent rate.
Allusion is made in the address to the fact
that the loan placed by Mr. Fielding on the
London market was very satisfactorily
placed, indicating that there was very great
reason for congratulation and satisfaction at
the excellent price realized for our bonds.
The address reads as follows on that subject :

The loan recently effected has shown that the credit
of Canada has never stood so high in European mar-
kets, and affords reasonable ground for expecting that
the burdens of the people will, in the near future,
be materially reduced by the substitution of a much
lower rate of interest on our indebtedness than that
which now exits.

Of course, the statement that this loan has
been satisfactorily placed involves the fact,
no doubt, which hon. gentlemen do not lose
sight of, that it became necessary for the
liberal party, after coming into office to bor-
row no less than $15,000,000. Those gen-
tlemen had been in office fifteen months when
it became necessary for them to send the Fi-
nance Minister to London. I do not say that
the finances of this country had run behind to
that extent, but it is well known that the defi-
cit amounted to some two or three millions of
dollars when Mr. Fielding went home to Lon-
don, and upon an examination of the finances
we find that the expenditure had very mate-
rially increased. These gentlemen who never
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grew tired of declaming against thg extrava-
gance of the late government and pointingout
how 3, very substantial reduction could be
madein {he expenditure of the country—how
at least $2,000,000 a year might be sav?d on
expenditure,—we find these gentlemen’s ex-
penditure exceeding the revenue of the coun-
try the first year of office by at least half a
million, and the public debt increased by
two and a half miilion of dollars. Hence, we
find these gentlemen instead of being busily
engaged in reducing expenditure and paying
off the public debt by a system of economy
to be inaugurated and carried out in a prac-
tical way—we find these gentlemen ma:kmg
a loan of $15,000,000. In regard to this we
are asked to express our satisfac.tlon at the
very resonable way in which this loan was
Placed on the London market. The mlgtake
which my hon. friend who seconded this ad-
dress feli into was this: he seemed to think
this loan was put on the London market at
two and a half per cent and the t?onds were
sold at par and consequently this country
Was only paying a 2} per cent rate interest
on the loan.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I did not say that.

Hon, Mr. LOUGHEED—I am quoting
now from the speech made by the seconder
of the address, who seems to have fallen into
that error. The bonds in question realized,
if I recollect correctly, about 913. They
yield to the investor about two anfi three-
quarters per cent, so that the Dominion of
Canada is not paying two and a half per
cent on this issue of bonds but two and
three-quarters per cent. One reason why I
find fault with the Minister of Finance 18
this, that for some time previousto his going
to London, our three and a half per cent
bonds were yielding to the investor only ;,_wg
and five-eighths per cent in London. Efxg 1sd
Consuls at that time were selling at two an
three-eighths and the bonds of reliable hccl)me
corporations were selling at two an l'ka
half, and we find a small colony 1l 3
Ceylon having their inscribed bqnds qug?e
at two and three-quarters. Notwithstan m%
the fact that our three and a ha;lft 1]1):; :iex:e
were only yielding investors & b i
two and yﬁvye-eighths, we _ﬁnd Mr. Fleld;:g
negotiating a loan on which we a.reNpay E
two and three-eighths per cent. low, .
difference of one-eighth per cent on a loan 0

$15,000,000 will represent nearly $18,000 a
year, so that instead of negotiating a loan
on as favourable terms as two and five-eighths
per cent, we are paying an extra one-eighth
per cent, or in other words eighteen thou-
sand ‘dollars a year more than we should
have been called upon to pay. I am
informed the negotiations -were so con-
ducted that it was impossible to get suffi-
cient subscriptions to take up the loan and
if it had not been that Canadian bankers
took up a considerable amount of the bonds
the subscriptions would not have exhausted
the issue. This was due to the loan being
put on the market at an inopportune time
when money was dear and the rates had
stiffened for reasons which then should have
been known to the government. Conse-
quently [, for one, cannot express the satis-
faction which apparently is embodied in the
the address in regard to the success of the
Minister of Finance in his first financial
venture. My hon. friend, the Secretary of
State, exercised himself considerably over
endeavouring to explain away the opportu-
nity which presented itself Lo our Prime
Minister when in T.ondon during the Jubilee
to forward negotiations for imperial trade
relations between ourselves and the empire.
My hon. friend the Secretary of State
struggled very hard to prove to the satisfac-
tion of this House some good reason why
the Prime Minister should have pursued
the course he did, and the liberal party
from that day to this have been endea-
vouring to convince the country that Sir
Wilfrid Laurier exhausted every effort be-
fore taking the position he did take on
free trade, and receiving a Cobden medal.
My hon. friend pursued a somewhat specious
course in presenting to this House the pro-
ceedings of the Congress of the Chambers of
Commerce, in which Mr. Chamberlain ex-
pressed bimself on this particular question.
If my hon. friend had been desirous of giv-
ing to this House a full explanation of all
that took place on that occasion he would
not have refrained from going more fully
into the report from which he read. He
would have placed this House in possession
of the other resolution which was submitted
before the congress on that particular
occasion to which Mr. Chamberlain
assented and which embodied a proposition
entirely agreeable not only to Mr. Cham-
berlain but to public thought in Great
Britain at the time as to a method by which.
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preferential trade with Great Britain might

be established between the mother country

“and her colonies. At the risk of occupying

the attention of the House for some few

minutes longer than I intended, I would

like to refer to a report which I have of the

meeting of that congress on that occasion.
Hon. gentlemen may doubtless remember

that there were three propositions submitted

to the congress, two of which did not|
receive favourable consideration and one of |
which did. My hon. friend, for the purpose

of supporting the argument which he started

out to establish, dealt with the second propo-

sition, which must have been apparent to

the gentlemen who were present on that

occasion, was not favourably considered The

other propositions were as follows. I am

now quoting from Mr. Chamberlain’s speech

on that occasion. Mr. Chamberlain said,

speaking of the three propositions :

The first of them isa proposal that the colonies
should abandon their own fiscal system, and should
adopt ours, that they should carry out fully the doc-
trines of free trade, that they should open their mar-
kets not only to us, but to all the world, and that
they should abandon entirely the protective duties

~upon which now they rest very largely for the reve-

nues they collect. That is a proposal which is sup-

rted by the Cobden Club, by extreme, or, perhaps

ought to say, by orthodox free traders; and there

is no doubt a great deal to be said forit. I do not

deny that possibly it might be for all concerned the
best solution.

My hon. friend did not refer to that propo-
sition. I suppose his allegiance to the Cobden
medal is such that he thought proper to over-
look that and deal with the second proposal
which was as follows :—

I pass on, then, to the second proposal, which has
been laid before a similar congress to this, which
found expression at the great congress at Ottawa a
year or two ago—that is, a proposal which has been
favoured by some of our principal colonies, which has
been advocated with great force and eloquence by
leading colonists. Itis the very reverse, in spirit at
any rate, of the proposal I have just been considering
for whereas the first proposal requires that the colonies
should abandon our system in favour of theirs and it is
in effect that, while the colonies should be left absolu-
tely free to impose what protective duties they please
both on foreign countries and upon British commwerce,
they should be required to make a small discrimina-
tion in favour of British trade, in return for which we
are expected to chang« our whole system and impose
duties on food and raw material.

It was that proposition to which Mr.
Chamberlain expressed his dissent. But let
me proceed to read the proposition which
did receive favour :

I admit that, if I understand it correctly, I find
the germs of such a proposal in a resolution which is

to be submitted to you on behalf of the Toronto

Board of Trade. (Hear, hear.) What is that resolu-
tion ? Again I say I hope that T am correctly ex-
plaining it. That resolution I understand to be one
for the creation of a British zollverein or customs
union, which would establish at once practically free
trade throughout the British Empjre, but would
leave the separate contracting parties free to make
their own arrangements with regard to duties on
foreign goods, except that this is an essential condi-
tion of the proposal—that Great Britain shall consent
to replace moderate duties upon certain articles
which are of large production in the colonies. Now,
if I have rightly understood it, these articles would
comprise corn, meat, wool and sugar, and perhaps
other articles of enormous consumption in this coun-
try, which are at present largely produced in the
colonies, and which might, under such an a.rran%e-
ment, be wholly pr auced in the colonies and wholly
produced by British labour.

I would point out to my hon. friend
the Secretary of State, that what he pointed
out as an insuperable obstacle, viz., the colo-
nies providing Great Britain with her food.
products, the present Colonial Secretary at
any rate had sufficient confidence, sufficient
faith in the ability of the colonies to believe
in their being able to provide all the food
products needed by Great Britain were such
a trade system established.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not think any

resolution in that spirit carried.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—My hon. friend
has not acquainted himself apparently with -
the proceedings of the conference ; he took
too superficial a view of the proccedings.
The insuperable obstacle which apparently
stood in the way of the premier when he
was in London has likewise blocked the
view of the Secretary of State. He stopped
there. That resolution was well thought
of by the congress and was endorsed by the
Témes newspaper, and as far as I can trace
it, by public opinion in Great Britain. We
find the 7T%mes newspaper—and there is no
greater exponent of public opinion in Great
Britain—stating in an editorial after the
discussion of this same subject :

This has been the keystone of the commercial
system of the United States and of that of the Ger-
man Empire ; but it is necessary to remark that those
countries are strongly protectionist. It rests, however,
m%}: the colonies to say whether they are willing to
make any reasonable offer in this direction, as it would
rest afterwards with the people of the United King-
dom to decide whether or not the offer should be

accepted. But till a specific offer is made, in an
authoritative form we fear that nothing can be done.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I beg to call the hon.
gentleman’s attention to this point in what
he has read : the proposal of the times that
he thinks might become practical hereafter
is absolute free trade between England and
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the colonies and a duty against the rest of
the world.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—No.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—And no such propo-
sition has ever emanated from hon. gentle-
men on that side of the House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
or any one else.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The proposition
was that there should be free trade between
Great Britain and her colonies, and that
Great Britain should place a duty upon
such articles as we chiefly produce, such as
food products, in favour of the colonies |
against the world. This is the proposition |
which as T say received favour before this
Congress of Chambers of Commerce and was
endorsed by the 7imes newspaper. But
I will say this: The keynote of that whole
discussion—1I should not perhaps say the
keynote, but the result of that discussion
—was that English statesmen took the
ground that the proposition should proceed
from the colonies.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend will
see that proposition would imply that English
goods of very kind should be admitted into
this country and to every other colony abso-
lutely free from duty, and no one had
proposed to accept that proposition here.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--It
does not imply anything of the kind.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—It says so in effect.
Those are the express words. It is not an
implication.

Hon, Mr. LOUGHEED—I note what
my hon. friend has pointed out, but the
point I desire to make is that in a discus-
sion of such great importance as this, the
man who would commit himself to any par-
ticular rmethod and who would take the posi-
tion that he would not deviate one jot or tit-
tle from that position would ‘manifest his
inability to discuss public questions and cer-
tainly would show himself er{tlrely divested
of any ability of statesmanship.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I do not know that.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—After all this
was but a conference. Before any project of

80 great a character as this could be cry stal-

lized into practical form there must be a give
and take on the part of those who take part
in that discussion. Such a system can only
be built up by compromise. Such a system
can only be reached by a fusion of the ideas
which colonial and imperial statesmen may
hold upon this particular subject. It would
be folly to say that because certain subjects
of this kind are discussed in a congress of
this character or at such a congress as we had
in Ottawa some years ago, and because those
who constitute the congress cannot arrive at
some absolutely particular method by which
such a system as this can be rractically car-
ried out that it therefore must fail. This is
precisely the position which the liberal party
take in vindicating the attitude of the pre-
mier av a meeting of the premiersin London
during Jubilee proceedings. Now upon that
particularoccasion this subject was discussed.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I beg my hon. friend’s

pardon ; does he say any resolution of that
kind was carried at that meeting ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I am not pre-
pared to say that. It was afterwards
endorsed in the 7@mes newspaper. I have
not the proceedings so complete as my hon.
friend has, but judging from the meagre
report I have before me I should judge it
was,

Hon. Mr. 8COTT—I intended to have
read the only resolution carried on the sub-
ject, but I was rather wearied of reading and
stopped. The others were all withdrawn.
It was the old resolution of the United
Enpire League without any meaning to it.
That is the only one that was carried.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Be that as it
may, when we find a representative of the
Imperial government, a representative of the
statesmanship and of the influence of the
present Colonial Secretary taking the posi-
tion which he did on that occasion, following
that position up consistently since, I say
there is every reason to feel a degree of
assurance throughout the whole country
that if proper statesmanship is brought to
bear upon this particular question it can be
so crystallized intolaw as to become a practi-
cal commercial system. But if our statesmen
will take the attitude that the prime minis-
ter of this Dominion did during the late
Jubilee proceedings and refuse to discuss it
and commit himself unequivocally to the
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doctrine of free trade and accept medals a%
the hands of a free trade club, and place

himself in direct antagonism to public,

thought and discussion upon such an impor-
tant question, then I say this country will
yet rue the day when the Prime Minister
attended those Jubilee proceedings and sacri-
ficed the best interests of the country he
represented.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Hear, hear,

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—T should like to
ask the hon. gentleman what his position is;
if Great Britain was to tax the food and
the raw material required by the people of
Great Britain, whether they would not become
poorer and less able to buy our products.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—T regret I have
not time on this present occasion to go
into the subject in so exhaustive a way as
would be satisfactory to my hon. friend,
because that would necessitate a discussion
of the entire problem. But what I do wish
to say is that I do not for one moment
consider myself bound to any of the par-
ticular schemes submitted upon this import-
ant question from time to time, or I do say
that I am an adherent of any of the par-
ticular plans which have been advocated in
any of those conferences. I, however, do say
that there is a general principle running
through the whole of those discussions
which must of necessity appeal to the people
of Canada, and we are nothing short of biind
to our interests and absolutely ignorant of
the destiny that awaits us if we absolutely
refuse to consider the proposals which from
time to time are made in this direction.
During the presence of the premier in
London this same subject was discussed.
We find in.the Imperial blue book that
upon that occasion at a meeting of the
premiers Mr.Chamberlain spoke as follows :

1 pass on to another question, and t}}at is as to the
future commercial relations between this country and
her colonies. .

How far is it possible to make those relations closer
and more intimate ?

I have said that I believe in sentiment as the great-
est of all the forces of the general government of the
world, but at the same time I should like to bring to
the reinforcement of sentiment the motives which are
derived from material and personal interest. .

But undoubtedly the fiscal arrangements of the dif-
ferent colonies differ so much among themselves, and
all differ so much from those of the mother country,
that it would be a atter of the greatest complication
and difficulty to arrive at any conclusion which would
unite us commercially in the same sense in which the
zollverein united the empire of Germany.

It mway be borne in mind that the hist.ry of that
zollverein is most interesting and most instructive, -

It commenced entirely as a commercial convention,
dealing in the first place only partially with the trade
of the empire, it was rapidly extended to include the
whole empire; and it finally made possible, and en-
couraged, the ultimate union of the empire.

But this is a matter upon which at the present time,
rather than suggest any proposals of my own, I desire
to hear the views of the gentlemen present.

Here was a representative of the Imperial
government laying before the colonial
premiers a proposal or rather suguesting
that they should enter into a discussion of
the best method to adopt by which commer-
cial relations of an inter-imperial character
should be established between Great Britain
and her colonies, and we find the premier of
this Dominion absolutely setting his foot
down upon the project and refusing to
discuss it We find him leaguing himself
with the Cobden Club and accepting at their
hands a badge of their order which at once
established him to be one of their leading
champions. We find upon that occasion a
speech made by the president of the Cobden
Club in presenting him with this celebrated
medal and a response made by the premier
of his faithful allegiance to Cobdenism, and
this just at a time when the eyes of Canada
were upon the premier, when our ears were
open to hear what would be said by him in
regard to his promoting preferential trade
which in June, 1896, he so strongly advo-
cated without reserve in the city of London,
Ontario, immediately previous to the June
election. Let me read you for a moment
part of the speech which he then made, and
let us consider how it is possible for a gen-
tleman occupying the high and important
positi n which he does to-day and which he
did at that time to reconcile the pusition
which he took in June, 1896, in London,
Ontario, and the position which he took in
that greater London the commercial metro-
polis of the world, the capital of the empire
to which we belong. Hisspeech in London,
Ontario, in July is as follows :

Now the statesmmen of Great Britain have
thought that the governments of the colonies have
come to a time when a new step can be taken in their
development.

What is that?

That there shall be a commercial agreement
between England and the colonies.

That practical statesman—Mr. Joseph Chamberlain
—(applause)—has come to the conclusion that the
time has come when it is possible to have within
the bounds of the empire a new step taken, which
will give to the colonies in England a preference for
their products over the products of other nations.
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What would be the possibilities of such a step if it
were taken ?

We sell our goods in England, we send our wheat,
our butter, vur cheese, all our natural products, but
there we have to compete with similar products from
the United States, from Russia, and from other
nations, .

Just see what a great advantage it would be to

anada if the wheat, cheese, and butter \vl}lch we
would send to England should be met in England
with a preference over similar products of other
nations,

The possibilities are inmense. .

Mr, -lfos»ph Chamberlain, the new and progressive
Secretary of the Colonies, has dugla.red that the time

as come when it is possible to discuss that question.

But, sir, if England is going to give us that
preference, England would expect something from us
In return.

England does not expect that we should take her
own system of free trade, such asshe hz‘ws it, but 1 lay
it before you, that the thing the English people
would expect in return is that instead of a principle
of protection we should adopt the revenue form of
taniff pure and simple. X .

These are the conditions upon which we can have
the bhoon, -

The Canadian people have now to make their
c ?‘i;:e.

hat will be their choice? .

Their choice will be for a revenue tariff and for

breferential trade.

And if my memory serves me right on that
occasion the hon. gentleman was going to

appoint a commi-sion, and by the next boat |

that sailed after the general election would
send that commission over to England to
negotiate or discuss such a system as !;he one
outlined in his London speech. But instead
of adopting that course he gdopted the con-
trary course, and it was with astomshmen.t
that the people of Canada heard of the atti-
tude which he took upon that occasion In
Oppusing unequivocally the proposition thin
made by the Colonial Secretary that the
colonies  shouid enter into a discussion
for the adoption of a system of prefe'ru
ential trade with the empire. But it
would seem that when the glittering bauble
was held out to that hon. gentleman upon
that occasion, and when the (?obdemtes‘of
London bowed down before him and cried
“ Great is Diana of the Ephesians,” he could
not resist declaring himself in fa.w{our of th.e
doctrine of free trade, which previous to his
departure for England he strenuously app%s:
ed. The president of the Cobden Club said :

. rillingly
There is a party amongst us who would wi p
diseriminate ;)gaifrst Gerg)an and Belgian googs, :23
Who look upon the denunciation of the (rerlxln«m e
Igian treaties as a_step towards what they f the
n pleased to call commercial fede"a“‘.’"] ©inion
empire—y system under which commﬁir(l;l: tontored
between different parts of theempire wou goods
by Jaws excluding or discouraging foreign Fave done,
is was to be the consequence of what you ]“b ahould
Ineed scarcely say that weof the Cobben Clu
7

not now be here. It is because we believe that your
efforts are founded on an opposite principle, and will
be followed by opposite results, that we, followers of
Adam Smith, and of Peel, of Bright, and of Cobden,
are here to congratulate and to thank you. You do
not ask us to abate one jot of ourfree trade principles ;
you ask for no preferential treatment ; you make your-
selves as large a step in the direction of free trade as
your present circumstances will permit, and you
desire to treat the rest of the world as you are now
treating us. It is needless for me to dwell upon the
part which you, sir, have had in this great movement,
nor is this the time or place to enlarge upon its poli-
tical and moral bearing. Let me conclude, however,
by saying that in our opinion, as in that of the great
man whose name we bear, the statesman who %elps
to remove the artificial barriers that short-sighted
legislation has erected between nations furthers not
only the material interests, but the highest aspirations
of hwinanity.

After these noble sentiments we find our

premier accepting the medal and responding
as follows :

Deeply touched was Sir Wilfrid at the testimonial
conveyed to him, for, as he put it. the ** poor effort he
had made in behalf of free trade. In Canada we have
had the protection system, and we have to deal with
it gradually and carefully.” The only reform we have
achieved is this—that no duty shall be levied simply
for protection, but only for revenue.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—Nothing very wrong
about that.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Only extreme
inconsistency between professions and acts.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Only it is not correct—that is all.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED —The London
Daily News speaking of his acceptance of
the Cobden medal and his free trade pro-
fessions :

These particular treaties are denounced because
they would have prevented a reduction in the Cana-
dian tariff, which is the first step to free trade for the
Dominion.  Sir Wilfrid Laurier so regards it, and
nothing would give him greater pleasure than to open
the Canadian ports as freely as Sir Robert Peel open-
ed the ports of England. He is not entirely opposed
to any system of free trade within the British Empire
which would involve, protective duties upon goods
manufactured or material grown outside, and he is
credited with having driven that non sense out of
Mr. Chamberlain’s head. The recogmtion of the
Cobden Club could not therefore have been more
appropriately bestowed.

It seems to me that the prie minister of
this country will require the rest of his
natural days to reconcile the inconsistent
positions which in one short year he took
upon this important question. My hon.
friend the leader of this House, in his ad-
dress, spoke of the utter impossibility of any
English statesman successfully advocating
such a system of preferential trade within
the empire. I am surprised at the little
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faith which that hon. gentleman has in the | fully appreciated the necessity for free
possibilities of the people of the empire in/trade.

devising a system of trade by which to thelr}

national advantage and mutual interest they | Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I have to apo-
can trade between themselves irrespec-|logize to the House for taking up so much
tive of the outside world. T might for the|time on this subject. did not intend to
advantage of my hon. friend the becretary do so, but the rem.u‘ks of the Secretary of
of Smte, who seems to have placed very State led me to go into the matter more
great confidence in the reports which he|fully than I intended. The next subject
evidently received from London as to the : of importance in the speech is the contract
influence exercised by the premier injwhich has been recently entered int» by
securing the denunciation of these treaties.  the government with Mackenzie & Mann,
point out to him the fact that during the and upon which so much has been said,
Jubilee the premiers met and pa.ssed aithat I am afraid very little remains
resolution in regard to the denuncia-|for me to say onthe subject. I would like to

tion of the German and Belgian treaties.

I say it was in pursuance of the addresses
from time to time sent by the Canadian
parliament in pursuance of the address sent
by the Intercolonial Conference which met
in Ottawa, and in deference to colonial
sentiment that the Tmperial parliainent
denounced tho-e treaties at that particular:
time. My hon. friend must think that we
are possessed of a great measure of credulity !
if he believes for one moment the mere
statement made by him or by any body else

preface what I am about to say by directing
the attention of the government to the fact
that in connection with the administration
of the Yukon country they have removed
from the territories a large proportion of the
police and in fact have jeopardized life
and property to an extent which is
simply alarming. I am not making this
| statement w1th a view to making criticism
 upon the government, but snnply directing
the attention of the government to a fact
'which T think has escaped their attention. I

v

that it was entlrely owiny to the interven- need not call the attention of the govern-
tion of the premier of this. country when at ,ment to the serious state of affairs which arose
the Jubilee proceedings that those treaties there in 1885 in connection with the North-
were denouncel. " west, rebellion owing to the absence of a suf-
+ficiently strong police forcein the vicinity of

Hon. Mr. POW LR Did not the Cobden | Indianreserves and half-breed settlements.
Club say so'! . The government is fully aware of those facts
' facts of a most regrettable character and
which at that time cost the country some
eight millions of money. At this time we
'find the police, and particularly those
,police who have been stationed in the
ivicinity of Indian reserves removed
‘from their quarters and sent to the
' Yukon country. Take for instance the
Hon. Mr .LOUGHEED—They are some- - district in which I live, where there are no
what antiquated in their ideas and are not |less than gight or ten thousand Indians with-
seriously regarded. I think in England or: lin a day’s march or so of the town of Calgary,
any other country, on modern trade ques- the police have been so displaced in their re-
tions. ' moval from time to time that should there be
an Indian uprising life and property would
be sacrificed. A very large am unt of capital
man will allow me to say what I was told has been irvested in that country, parti-
in England, T may tell him that the Cobden ! cularly by ranchers, by large cattle men who
Club was merely the remnant of those people | have been relying entlrely on the protection
who took such a great part in bringing about | of the force in pohcmo that country, but
free trade in 1846. The senior of the club)entirely irrespective of this fact we find the
was the_ Hon. Mr. Villiers, who died last|police removed from there and at a time when
month, and the necessity for maintaining | greatly needed. If the police in the eastern
the Cobden Club ceased, because all England | part of the territories and those parts where

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—1 am not dis-;
posed to take the statement of the Cobden |
Club as establishing anything outside of |
their own ancient and embalmed theories. |

Hen, Mr. POWER —-They probably knew |
what they were talking out.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —If the hon. gentle-
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the Indian population is not so numerous
were removed instead of in the Alberta dis-
trict one could recognize perhaps the wisdom
of the course pursued by the government.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—They are taken

away from the eastern part as well.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—That renders it
more serious than 1 anticipated, because I
understand all the men in the district from
which T come are under orders to be ready
to move at any time to the Yukon country.
I point this out to the Minister of Justice +0
that he mav be apprised of the state of
affairs which I mention and which is creat-
ing some alarm in that country.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The white population
there is very much more numerous than
the Indians.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—That may be,
but they aie scattered whereas the Indian
Population is not.

Hon. Mr. MILLS —Not scattered in
Ca.lgm-y_

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The Indian
Pcpulation is living upon reserves and

could easily organize and prove & very
destructive element in the event of their
rising at any time. .
But dEaliig with this Yukon charter wlm.:h
is now before us, I have to express my dis-
sent from the statements made in §hea.ddress
in regard to the desirabilicy of this contt"a(:-t
eing entered into and carried out. Now, it
Seews to me that the government has done
Violence to the professions which for man;t
Years they had been making. Almost evet?
Profession which had been made 'byd:; e
liberal party when in opposition I fin las
been violated in regard to this particular
contract. In the first place we have a con-
tract presented to us involving the grq.ntl(i\g
of a very large amount of the public do-
main. No intimation whatever is made to
the public of the desire of the government
:)hat contractors should tender for the
uilding of the road. )
NOW,gthe speech of my hon. fr:lend (;}:J(e)
Minister of Justice was specially directe
the fact that urgency precluded them from
adopting this course. It is a well known
fact that when the Minister of the Inter;‘qr
went through that country last, fall this
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matter was under consideration. It was
known that numerous applications had been
made for the building of a line of railway
over this particular route, or approximately
so, it was well known that the public de-
manded that capital should be invested by
somebody or other for the building of such
a road and no individuals were more seized
with the trend of public sentiment in that
direction than ministers of the Crown.
That happened last year, and yet not a word
do we find of anything being done in the
way of asking contractors to tender for this
particular work until almost immediately
before the meeting of parliament. The first
intimation we had of such a contract being
entered into was in the speech of the
Minister of Public Works in Montreal when
he rather startled the community by out-
lining the contract in question. It is not
necessary for me to say that public senti-
ment, entirely irrespective of political
thought, at once condemned the contract.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED Tt seemed to do
violence not only to every pledge and pro-
fession of the liberal party, but it did vio-
lence to well established parliamentary
practice. Now, if these gentlemen could
have viidicated the position which they had
taken by placing upon the table of this or
the other House, or by giving to the public
any information to justify their entering
into this contract there might have been
some excuse, some defence, some justification
for the course they pursued. When my
hon. friend from his place in this House
undertook to explain the attitude of the gov-
ernment upon this particular subject, I cer-
tainly awaited with a considerable degree of
curiosity the information that was to' be
imparted to us, because, T will undertake to
say, that never in the history of this Domin-
ion or in the history of responsible govern-
ment will you find agovernment coming down
to parliament and saying, we are about to
alienate four million acres of the public do-
main to a company for the pupose of carry-
ing out a particular work about which we
have no information whatever. They tacitly
admit not being able to justify the grant they
are about to make, but ask us in the absence
of information to swallow it holus bolus,
on the ground that the work is necessary,
and they made the best bargain possible. It
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came out in the discussion within the last few

days that these gentlemen must have some
information, indefinite as it may be, that

there were others who offered to carry out a
contract, and that there were others who
were prepared to say what they would do
based upon accurate information of some
kind. We find it reported in to-day’s Cit:-
zen that the representatives of the Roths-
childs made a proposition to the government
to build a particular road.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No, they did not: it

is not correct.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL -

Not on that line—another line.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED--I do not refer
to this particular line, but to a line going
into the Yukon country.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—TUnder the control of
the United States.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—No
more than the other.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-—My hon.
friend has made a reference to a point with
which I desire to deal. It would appear
evident that others than the present contrac-
tors had been in treaty with the government
for the building of this road.
appear that those other parties made a propo-
sition very much more reasonable then the
contractors to whom the contract has been
given, so much so as to justify the govern-
ment in further dealing with them, in making
further efforts with them to carry out the
line in question.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—You are entirely
wrong. There was really no other proposi-
tion. There were informal discussions with
the members of the government, but no
company, or responsible party ever put on
record a proposition that could be considered.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Do I under-
stand from my hon. friend that it was
impossible to get other responsible parties
to tender?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There were several
who discussed it informally, but would not
touch it under any reasonable conditions.
The gentleman who represented himself to

It would .

be the agent of the Rothschilds—I do not
know whether he is or not—was opposed to
this route altogether. He said he would be
willing, although he made no proposition, to
build a line from the head of the Lynn
Canal on much more favourable terms ; so
would Messrs. Mackenzie & Mann; but
we said: We cannot entertain any such
proposition,

Hon. Mr. MTLLS—These men, no doubt,

would have built the road for less, beginning
at the head of Lynn Canal, which is not
under our control or jurisdiction, and which
might be closed against us any day : and so
far as this road was concerned the party
claiming to act on behalf of Rothschilds did
contemplate making the government an
offer.  The government postponed the con-
‘sideration of the question to give him an
opportunity of making an offer, and ulti-
mately he came to the government and said
his friends in London were not ready to
go on.

Hou. Mr. MASSON—Then the govern-
ment did not receive any offer to build
this road for 5,000 acres ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Not for this road.
. There may have been a discussion with some
members of the government, but there was
‘no offer made to us : they might just as well
have proposed to construct the whole road on
the United States boundary as to construct
“the road under the existing circumstances.
i This was the only road open to us. The
s government decided that this road from the
'head of navigation in the Stikine River into
.the country was the only one they could
| undertake to construct, because it was the
‘only route they had at the present time the
jcontrol of. We were prepared to receive
loffers from those who represented wealthy
institutions in England, but when they
| communicated with the capitalists in Eng-
land they would not have anything to do
with their arrangement, and after we had
delayed entering into any contract for the
purpose of constructing a road to give them
an opportunity, they came to us in the end
and said they had failed.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-—Let me say
this that what has fallen from the lips of
the leader of the House proves most conclu-

sively to my mind that ample time was at
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the disposal of the government to advertise

for tenders. 1‘

Hon. Mr. MILLS—There was not.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—If these gentle- |
men had sufficient time to enter into treaty
with the Rothschilds of London and refuse |
the overtures that were made and had time !
to discuss the various phases of the question }
as to whether this road should be built from |
the head of the Lynn Canal or frqm the |
head of navieation on the Stikine River to|
Teslin Lake then surely they had sqﬁicxent!
time to advertise for tenders on xo import- |

ant an undertaking.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—-Not at all. ‘i
{
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Then all I canE
say is this government isa very much slower |
institution than I had thought. I under- |
stood this government, was & government ,Of |
quick action, that it was goingto show (_(ti;(m!
alacrity in the ad:pinistration of public.
affairs, that it would take advantage of tie.
But no ; we find a public undertaking which
last fall was known to be under way
practically—at least it was well known
that it would be placed under way—
we had the Minister of the Interior going
all the way to Skagway we h+d a discussion
of the matter in the public press. T remem-
ber distinctly seeing an interview whut:lh
took place between some members of the
press and the Minister of Rall»\:ayg in rlf-
gard to the building of the Teslin Lake
road, in which he said emPhaLwally that no
aid or subsidy would be given to any cog:
pany, that the bare fra:nchlse was a s:n
cient compensation to give to any cour;p );._
That was many months ago and yg dno
withstanding the flight of time we d.n LEO
advantage taken of it. N otw1thst:»un. mgd' e
pressure of this enterprise, gotwﬂ-hstan ing
the starvation which my friend the Secrq?-
tary of State so pa‘cheticaﬂy dwelt upon {ez
terday, the starvation of those porl)r m(;r z:s
in Dawson City, notwithstgn@mg.t 1ese atc s
we find those gentlemen falling m.to as a.t-
of desuetude, so to speak, upon this 1m;l)]9r -
ant subject, and not doing at{ytir n:)o
until a few Jdays before 'the nleetmvt‘ !
parliament. Now, then, t}ns ery of no t:n;
and this cry of urgency 18 not su'tﬁ.menbl 0,
Justify thevgoven,ment in the posmonsﬁ:;) !
occupy upon this all important que .

No such defence as this will justify an

absolute violation of well established practice
and of the pledges and promises which those
gentlemen have made from time to time
when in opposition. If there was no time
to advertise for those tenders there might
have been time for those gentlemen to have
brought some information to the House as
to the merits, if any, of this particular road.
We certainly should have been seized with
some information as to the feasibility of the
route, the navigation of the water route and
as to the probable cost of constructing such
a road, but there is not a word about it, but

n the contrary these gentlemen seem to
think that the very absence of information
and the plea of urgency justify them in
the course which they have taken.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentleman
seems to forget that we are not discussing
this Yukon bill. We are discussing the
Governor General’s speech.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—We

are discussing a paragraph in it.

Hon. Mr. POWER —But the hon. gentle-
man complains that all sorts of information
is not on the Table of the House. When
the bill comes to be discussed I presume the
government will make the House seized of
all the information they have, but it is un-
usual to expect that, before the bill is sub-
mitted to us.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—To answer my
hon. friend from Halifax, I have simply
taken the statement of his leaders in this
House that they have no information to
give. Because my hon. friend said when he
proceeded to enter into a defence of the
government for entering into the contract
he had two reasons to give why he could not
give sufficient information to satisy the
members. One was there was so much
urgency there could be no information given.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—T did not say that.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED--My hon. friend
said there was so much urgeney for the build-
ing of this road that it was impossible to get
information in time regarding all the facts
which they would otherwise have obtained.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend has
been for years supporting propositions tu
build railways. The Canadian Pacific Rail-
way was one that was made without adver-
tising for tenders, a private arrangement to
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build a line that was not surveyed, and

that is true of every railway in the North-
west Territories, from which the hon. gentle-
man comes, or which have received appropri-
ations from the government.

Hon. \'r. LOUGHEED—My hon. friend
surely will not say there is any analogy
between the building of the Canadian Paci-
fic Railway and this particulary railway.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—We are not giving a
dollar to this railway.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED--The contract of

lgrant, and any one of the railways that are
| branches of the Canadian Pacific Railway
{that run through the North-west Terri-
!tories. Charters have been given in this
House where no surveys were made, no
plans filed and a promise of a certain
;number of acres per mile to aid each enter-
| prise.

! Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED T will give my
I hon. friend the answer. Before parliament
' entered into that contract, parliament spent
‘handred of thousands of dollars on surveying

land inspecting the route to be adopted.

the Cunadian Pacitic Railway was entered

into after mature consideration.

Hon. Sir
And after three millions of dollars had been
spent.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—First of all the
government was defeated. That was one of

the prelimilary steps to a consideration

of the question. Then the government
advertized not only on this continent but in
Europe for tenders for the building of that

road, and it was a matter about which this ;
continent and a so Europe were fully seized ,

with the information that was required to

enter fully into a discussion of it as well as,

the building of it.
Hon. Mr. MILLS—The hon. gentleman

will remember that a second company sent!

in a tender. They offered to build a road
without a monopoly clause, and they depo-

sited one million of dollars in a bank as:

evidence of their good faith and readiness
to contract with the government.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—But the point
I desire to make is this, that when parlia-

ment was called to discuss the Canadisn’

Pacific Railway contract, parliament was in
full possession of all information, so that
they could arrive at a satisfactory conclusion

and an a-curate judgment on that great:
suflicient

undertaking, and furthermore
time was given for parliament to exercise
its judgment upon that question before the

country was absolutely bound to hand over
the land subsidy and money grant which

accompanied that contract.

Hen. Mr. MILLS —I would ask my hon.
friend to point out to this hon. House the
difference between giving a contract to this
company to build this road aided by a land

MACKENZIE BOWELL—:

Hon. Mr. MILLS—But it was not
adopted. 1 am speaking of other roads.
Take for instance the Manitoba and North-
 western, and half a dozen other roads in
“the North-west Territories. Charters have
‘been given and lands promised and no
‘surveys made, no deposits required and my
- hon. friend has supported them.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHXED—Precisely, but
:nothing was done under those charters until
i they came down to parliament.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Oh yes.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHHEED—If my hon.
‘friend will look at the contract he will find,
that notwithstanding the bill is not yet
;approved by parliament he has bound these
contractors to proceed with the road before
the 1st of March. They have deposited
%250,000 which I understand from the
Secretary of Stateis tobeforfeited in theevent
of any non-fulfilment of the contract, and
we tind- these men bounl to the completion
of this road within a date, which would
‘render it practically impossible for them to
have it started and completed except it was
fully expected by the government that irres-
pective of parliament they should go on and
;build that road. T am not finding fault
with the government for entering into the
contract before a session of parliament, but I
find fault with them for entering on a con-
i tract about which they have no information
that would justify them in alienating such a
large part of the public dumain. I find fault
‘with them for entering into the contract
] without giving an opportunity to other con-
| tractors to tender upon this particular under-
‘taking and to thus probably save to the
icountry the difference between its actual
value aud the amount it will cost the country
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under the present contractors. I find fault| United States in which we have had any
with them for entering upon a huge under- | serious trouble by reason of having one of
taking of this kind without such information [our railway termini in the United States.
as would thoroughly justify them in adopting | The relations of Canada with the Umte}d
a particular route. But my hon. friend States for half a century back has been dis-
raised a point a few moments ago which I |turbed almost continuously with friction
should like to discuss, and that is the respecting the navigation laws between
reason. of the government for refusing the Canada and the United States. Scarcely
offer of the Rothschilds. 'a year has passed but we have had
., . trouble with the United States by reason of

Hon. Mr. MILLS—They made no offer. '\ o .o customs regulations and cousting
AT THEED—Of course I.laws incident to navi ating the various

ach:OE .l hihs'tag«:ggn(;ilfhff hor? friend, but ' streams and bodies of gater between the
1 ur}x)dersta.nd that there was an offer to United States and Canada. No hon. gentle-
build the road from the head of Lynn Canal . man knows that better than my hon: friend
for a subsidy of 5,000 acres per mile. ;who leads this House, and he admiis and

_admits quite freely that those same difficul-
Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The company ties confront us in regard to the navigation

which made the offer is the Rothschilds, of the Stikine River from Wrangel until we
Exploration Company with headquarters at | get into our territory, hence we are subject
San Francisco. ito all the trouble and difficulty which we

. . ~have been combating in Canada for years
Hon. Mr. MILLS—A United Staceslpast.
institution.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—My hon. friend . Hon. Mr: MII.‘LS——\Ve have treaty rights
has suaden.ly taken a strange antipathy to {on the Stikine River
v, S :
United States institutions ? ] *  Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED —You have only
Hon. Mr. MILLS—No. “rights to use that river for commercial pur-

i Mr. LOUGHEED—T anderstood  POSeS: One of the first purposes you will
on. Mr. L - ‘

) ars had been require to use that river for is the transport
the liberal party for many year T of troops. \
denouncing the conservative party for their: ‘

hostility to the United States and theit' g 'y NITTTS. Priey can go in civie

refusal to enter into reciprocal relathnS. Sf lian clothes through United States territory.
all kinds. I speak without very accurate

information, but it seems to me that the Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED--My hon. friend
routes from the head of Lynn (?nna.l to opeﬁ knows it would lead to serious international
navigation would have been of \;ery mu'c d complications if we attempted to transport
greater service to the DOn}lnlon than a roa troops in that way through Uhnited States
from Stikine River to Teslin Lake. territory. The verv point that has been
i dgitating public opinion within the Domin-
Hon. Mr. MILLS —If t.h at weré'Cd‘:xladxan , i(?n for tlgleplast fewpmonths arose throughthat
territory from the head of Liynn Canal -criticised visit of the Minister of Interior
Y —Let us deal to Washington when he conceded to the
Hon. wr. LO},:{HF:ES%OHFGI" running United States the right of sending a body
with that phase (ll ,elgiver from Wrangel of American officials, suspected to be troops,
Lh"‘?u‘éh the Sti methe Canadian territory | through Canadian territory to the Yukon,
until you. get llnto urself subject to all the |although they were going ostensibly as a
you at once rencer y% ulations and coasting | velief organization or something of that
;)bnoxwus custolT}: (Iisgt.ates have ever called kind. They were to go in civilian clothes.
laws that the Unite Canadian navigation.  They were nothing more nor less than citizens
lnto motion agamsb‘ far as my knowledge of the great United States commonwealth,
We have never had, bo'td'ext.e ads so far back | but we had the press from the Atlantic to the
extends—1I do not say 1 ble gentlemen before | Pacific commenting against such a liberty
as that of some hongl_ll‘lf: my hon. friend can | being extended to them, yet my hon. friend
Ipne.’ ET‘ I do flﬁf itn;:;nce in Canada or the says “send them in civilian dress.”
oint to a sing
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Hon. Mr. MILLS--That is the way we‘peats itself, we always shall. Therefore, I
get our police force in. “say, with the limited information before us,
. it would appear more advantageous to

Hon. = Mr. LOUGHEED—The police’ o4, to b}:llzld from the head of Lynn
force in the Red River rebellion (ff 1870 canal than from the head of navigation on
had to undergo a most perilous journey; o Qtikine River. Another very serious
through Canadian territory, to get mt,0 OUT matter is this : My hon. friend was not able
north-western country when the United g give information upon it, the hon. gen-
States absolutely prohibited them fmm‘tleman does not know anything as to the
passing through American territory. feasibility of the Stikine River route. I
Hon. Mr. SCOTT——’I‘}]G n]ount,ed police?understand the na.viga.tion of that river is
went up the Yukon River in 1895 and 1897: ' very limited indeed. In fact, on my way t})
the mounted police went through this Ottawa last week I met on the train a civil
United States territory, and some of them engineer from England who was familiar

are there now.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—We had to get

special leave to take them there. They
simply went there to police that district, and
it was equally for the benefit of the United
States people with ourselves that such was
the case.

state.reasons.
Hon. Mr. MILLS—So there are.

Hon. Mr LOUGHEED-—Statereasonsfor
the building of this road and the passage of
the bill! The only state reasons that could

possibly arise to justify the building of that

road would be anticipation of trouble be-
tween the United States and Canada. Such
trouble as that must necessarily involve the
transportation of the military into the Yu-
kon country. Will my hon. friend say, in
view of these state reasons which he has
intimated, that the -Americans would for a
moment allow us to transport our troops

from Wangel to the Stikine River through|

United States territory into the Yukon

country? Why the very statement made by

the hon. gentleman is the very best refuta-
tion of the argument he has made that our

troops could go by the Stikine route. I can!

point to instance after instance in the Dom-
‘inion of Canada where one termini of a
Canadian railvay is on United States soil.
The Canadian Pacific Railway Short Line
through Maine, the Grand Trunk Railway,

i with this route and who told me positively
| that it could not be used more than four
i months of the year. I seea statement in to-
iday’s press it cannot be used more than two
.months. We know that it is a very shal-
ilow river and vessels drawing more thin 16
‘inches of water cannot navigate it.

But my hon. friend whispered the
other night as a justification for the passing:
of this bill that there were grave and serious |

Hon. Mr. POWER -=-That is a mistake.

! Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I am simply
I giving the information 1 am in possession of.
| My hon. friend has rung the changes in every
‘possible way that this road is peculiarly a
Canadian road. The government advances
Ithat as one of the strongest arguments in
justification of the building of the road. I
wish to point out to my hon. friend that the
building of that road by this route is quite
as advantageous to the people of the United
States as itis to the people of Canada. There
is not a city on the Pacific coast but will
participate in the advantages of this road
quite as largely as any of the Canadians
cities. San Francisco, Portland, Tacoma, Seat-
tle —all those cities that lie on the Pacific
! coast and which are practically in possession
of that trade to-day will profit as much by
the building of the road as Vancouver or
Victoria. He cannot gainsay that statement.
They will sail up the coast, tranship at
| Wrangel or on the Stikine River, and ship
!'their goods in the same as Canadians.

? Hon. Mr. POWER—They have to pay
s duty.

the Sault Road, in fact all the great systems

of Canadian railways have termini in the'

United States, yet we have never had any
trouble with the United States in regard
to our railway system. But in regard to our
navigation laws, we have always had trou-
ble with our neighbours and if history re-

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—They are pay-
(ing duty to-day, yet they have most of the
_trade of that country. Certainly they will
“continue to pay the duty and keep the trade.
The building, of the road will not change
those conditions of trade. Therefore, I fail
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to see any force in the argument that has
been advanced over and over again that this
is a purely Canadian route. If you want a
purely Canadian route, there is the route by
Ednmonton which would open up a vast

territory fit for settlement, it would prove
of incalculable benefit to that vast western

country, and would positively restrict the
market to Canadian products. Let us for a
moment see how the United States have
practically possession of so large a p(')rtlon'of
the trade in that Yukon country. Take in-
to consideration their capital, take into con-
sideration their commercial prestige, tzf,ke
into consideration the very large proportion
of United States citizens in that country
and it will readily be seen that the dispropor-
tion between the population of t.he Domin-
ion of Canada and that of the United States,
will manifest itself exactly in the vqlume of
trade which will be carried on in that
country. I do not thiok there can be a
doubt of it. The United States transpor-
tation companies will profit as largely by the
building of that road as the transportation
companies of Canada. Those ch{]pamez are
numerous, energetic and enterprising, and we
in Canada are building a road apparently for
the purpose of working into the hands of
the United States transportation com:anies
and commercial men of that country.wwhout
their contributing a dollar towards it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I understood the hon.
gentleman favoured the Lynn Canal route.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I say whatever
route you open up there you open up for trh(é
benefit of the United States as well a,s'oh
Canada, except you pass legislation wblc
will discriminate in favour of Canadians
against others. Any public work you carry
out there will be more to the advantage of
the people of the United States than to our
own people.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Then the hon. gentle-
man is opposed altogether to & railway from
the coast in?

Hon. Mr. LOCGHEED—No. Tsay this,
and say it with a: feeling of certainty, ghat;
if this government will advertise for t;et;. ix;s
for the building of a road with m onopolistic

rivileges they will secur 1 :

?POm t:gelia.ble ycompzmies who will bu1ld. a
road into that territory for the franchise
alone without giving them an acre of pro
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perty ; the very figures advanced by the
contractors themselves, illustrate beyond all
question or doubt that the franchise itself
with the enormous profits incident thereto
will be more than an inducement for the
construction of that road.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There are a number
of charters now in existence—two by the
Lynn Canal and one from British Columbia.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-—Let the govern-
ment advertise that they are willing to
accept tenders for the building of the road
which will have a monopoly for five years of
the trade of that country, and I venture to
say they will receive several tenders from
companies of strong financial backing for
the building of the road. Mr. Mann stated
the other day that his company would carry
in from two hundred and fifty to three
hundred thousand tons of freight this year
over that route. The statements made by
liberal members in the House of Commons
;on this same subject intimate from 50,000
to 100,000 people will go there this summer.
I do not think it is an exaggeration to say
100,000 people will go by that route this
coming year. The proceeds ‘of the freight
and passenger traffic from such a large num-
ber of persons would more than compensate
the contractor for the building of the road —
pay for it twice over.

Another most extraordinary provision has
been introduced into this bill and one
which is without parallel, is that it enti-
irely excludes the application of the Railway
‘Act. My hon. friend who is familiar with
 parliamentary procedure and parliamen-
| tary history cannot recall a precedent I ven-
Iture to say in which a bill has been put
'through for the building of a railway in
{ which the Railway Act has been wholly
i excluded in its application. I, however, have

Ino intention of guing into the various details

i of this bill, because I apprehend the oppor-
| tunity will be given us at an early date to
|discuss it more fuly. Suffice it to say that

lalthough much has been said against this

'bill, yet not too much has been said against

iit. It is establishing a precedent which is
.extremely dangerous, and above all that the
'liberal party should establish such a prece-

e numerous offers! dent of this character is beyond my compre-

‘hension. But they have been singularly un-
fortunate in their railway legislation since
their accession to office. The action of
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the government in increasing the sub {man said that the gentleman who was last
sidy by $2,000,000 to the Crow’s Nest | Minister of Justice had contravened the in-
road over the amount of subsidy offered :dependence of Parliament Act by sitting in
by the late government, and the introduc-!this House when he proposed, or expected,
tion of the bill for the I rummond County to be appointed LieutenantGovernor of-
road, which this House threw out, and for Ontario.

which they received the approval of the| )

country, and now followed by this particular: Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I did not say
bill, the climax of their legislation upon!any such thing. What I did say was that
railway matters, are all matters whichthe liberal party had strongly urged that no
might well cause comment and whith war jmember of parliament should be allowed to
rant one in looking with a degree of caution remain in the House in anticipation of
upon contracts of this character. 1 say, resigning, and taking a public office or port-
therefore, that legislation of this character folio other than that of Minister of Justice.
warrants from this chamber the most carefuliMy hon. _f“?nd is not familiar with the
serutiny. If all the safeguards which have platformn of his party yet.

surrounded legislation of this character are |
to be at once set aside, and we are to accept |
the statement that time, urgency and state
reasons, &c., justify the action taken by the:
government, we might as well abdicate the
functions imposed upon us as a parliament, |
and give to the government a free hand to
legislate upon all matters irrespective of
public opinion. i

Hon. Mr. POWER—-Tt is a pleasure to
listen to the hon. gentleman who has just
resumed his seat, and it is a pleasure to
answer him. T only regret that just at the
present moment I have not the physical
vigour which would enable me to answer him
in a satisfactory way—I mean in the
matter of voice. But I propose to make:
a few observations on what he has
said. The firstypoint which the hon. gentle-
man made was that the hon. gentleman who
leads this House occupied a position incon- '
sistent with his previous professions, that he
or the party with which he had been asso-
ciated, had been in favour of reducing t'.e
number of ministers, and consequently he
should not have accepted oftice. The.
natural answer to that is that no member of
the liberal Party ever proposed to abolish
the Department of Justice, and if any de-
partment was to be abolished it would be
some other one ; and, for my part, T am very
glad indeed that the hon. gentleman who now
occupies the position of Minister of Justice ;
did not propose to abolish this department
but would let some other department go.
Then the hon. gentleman made a statement'
which I was rather surprised to hear fromn a
gentleman of his astuteness and his famili-
arity with~the law which deals with parlia-
ment and government. The hon. gentle-

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentleman
is making a distinction without a difference.
I understood the hon. gentleman quite cor-
rectly. He contended that the position of
Sir Oliver Mowat when he sat in this House,
in view of hi¢ subsequent appointment to the
Lieutenant Governorship of Ontario, was
inconsistent with liberal principles.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Liberal professions, not liberal principles.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I am surprised the
hon. gentleman should say a thing of that
kind, because in the first place, there is no
evidence whatever that Sir Oliver Mowatu

knew he was going to be Lieutenant Gov-

ernor of Ontario at that time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-—He

“refused it once.

Hon. Mr. POWER —And, in the next
place, it would not in the slightest degree
contravene the independence of Parliament,

; because Sir Oliver Mowat already filled an

oftice of emolument under the Crown when
he was Mibister of Justice; and the thing
which the liberal party have objected to,
and the thing which is contrary to the spirit
of the independence of Parliament Act, is
that a nrember should sit in either House
as a private member holding a secret
promise of office from the government.

It is pleasant to listen to the hon.
gentleman saying these things. He says
them in an agreeable way, and they

are sometimes amusing, at any rate; but I
just wish to indicate that there is really no
serious weight in some of the things he said.
Then the hon. gentleman having before him
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the trade returns for the last many months, | not perhaps as familiar as the hon. gentle-
having the continuous statements which man who preceded me is, but I know that
appear in the commercial colums of the great | cgrwin papers which support .t,he conserva-
conservative papers through the country to tive party have expressed their satisfaction
the effect that the country is prosperous, |at the fact that this loan had been effected
and that trade is good, tells us, as a set-off to ' at a very low rate of interest and at a very
all this, that in Toronto the other day 500 _reasonable figure. 'ljhat is the general im-
idle men held a meeting in the City Hall. T pression, 1 think. Then the hon. gent_lema,n
do not suppose there has ever been a time ! tried to make out that this loan of 15,000,-
when you would not get 500 idle men in the | 000 dollars represcnted the extravagance of
city of Toronto, and we know from the best : the liberal party since they came into power.
authority that, at all times, we .hf'!.ve the | As a matter of fact, the hglk of the loan
poor with us. Tt is a little surprising that | was needed to pay off debts incurred by the
the hon. gentleman, coming from the part of : predece sors of the government, and to pay
the country that he does, should undertake | out moneys for the purpose of carrving out

to deny that the country is prosperous as a
whole, because no portion of the country
has experienced a greater improvement in
the way of prosperi y than the country west
of the great lakes. 1 have seen 1b'stated»
and I do not think it has been denied ; anfl
the hon. gentleman I think has some fami
liarity with the transactions of lo::m com
pani(;s; T think he is interested in somc?
companies—that in a great many cases loans
in the North-west which had been written
off as bad debts have within the last year
been paid off by the borrowers.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—That is correct,
to a limited extent.

Hon. Mr. POW ER-—Tha't is a very good
indication of prosperity I think.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—The loans were at
a very low rate.

Hon. Mr. POWER—That makes no if-
ference. These debts were lovked upon as

80 hopeless by the loan companies that they .

had been writen off, and were not regarded

as valuable assets ; and, under the impulse |

of the improved condition of that ‘;;arf; of
the country, the loans have been paid oft.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—To whom would
you give credit for '
of the country, or Providence ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-—I have not given

any one credit for it at present. My hor;.
friend is too impetuous. I am simply deal-
ing with the statements of the hon.
man from Calgary, e
Just as accurfte) perhaps as h'e might be.
With respect to the Canadian Joan, I have
not very much to say. I do not pret:end to
be familiar with those questions of finance,

that 7 The government:

gentle-
and showing he is not:

the obligations contracted by the late gov-
‘ernment. The hon. gentleman seemed to
think that the fact that Canadian banks
| had subscribed for a considerable portion of
. this loan was a piece of evidence adverse to
‘the success of the loan, but it does not so
istrike me. T think that if Canadian bank-
lers, who know most about the condition of
jaffairs in this country, are willing to invest
i their funds largely in Canadian loans it is
'simply an indication that those who
{ know most about the couptry have ample
"confidence-in its financial position. Then
“the hon. gentleman took up what had been
‘said by the hon. Necretary of State with re-
'spect to preferential trade, and he tried to
fasten—I do not know whether I should call
it an accusation, but something like it—an
i accusation of suppression of an important
[[fact) on the hon. Secretary of State, because
he did not deal with some proposal which
'had come before this meeting of the Boards
'of Trade. I listened to the statement of the
three proposals which were laid before that
Board, made by the hon. gentleman from
Calgary, and I noticed that the second pro-
posal was identical with that which was
made on various occasions by th» con-
“servative party, and by the leaders of the
conservative party, and by the conservative
government. Their proposal always was that
if we should undertake in this country to
give any preference to England, it should Ye
in return for some preference given to us by
" England, and it is perfectly clear from the
speeches made by members of the present
English government, and members of the
late English government, that England
iwould not give us any preference, and the
‘reasons were set forth fully by the hon.
\Secretary of State, and I think also by the
1hon. gentleman from Shell River. The pro-
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posal which the hon. gentleman thought the
Secretary of State should have set before
the House was one that would not be enter-
tained, and could not be entertained
at the present time at any rate, by
any one dealing seriously with the finan-
cial business of this country. That proposi-
tion was that in this Imperial zollverein no
duty should be charged by the colonies upon
English goods. The hon gentleman must
see that the proposition is not a practical
one at all. It would be impossible to carry
on the government of this ccuntry without
completely revolutionising our methods, if
we were to adopt any such proposal as that.
The proposal made by the hon. gentleman
from Shell River would be a much better
one than that, more practical 1 think, and
more beneficial. I move the adjournment
of the debate.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-— Before the
motion carries, [ would like to ask the
senior member for Halifax a question. In
his opening remarks, referring to the num-
ber of portfolios and the necessity for the
retention of the office of Minister of Justice,
he indicated that one of the others inight
go. s he in a position to inform the House
whether there i1s any immediate danger of
any such contingency ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—If the hon. gentle-
man will put his question in writing, I shall
answer it.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, 14th February, 1898.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE ADDRESS.
DEBATE CONTINUED.
The Order of the Day being called—

Resuming the further adjourned debate on the
consideration of His Excellency the Governor Gen-
eral’s Speech on the opening of the Third Session of
the Eig}hth Parliament—

Hon. Mr. POWER said : —I trust the
House will excuse iy shortcomings in deal-

ing with the Speech from the Throne. I
had hoped when the debate was adjourned
on Friday that I should have felv in my
usual fairly good fighting trim. I regret
to say I do not. When the House ad-
journed I was dealing with the speech
made by the hon. gentleman from Calgary
(Mr. Lougheed), and I trust the hon. gen-
tleman will not think it is through any
want of respect for him that I do not conti-
nuedoing what I was then engaged in doing.
Before undertaking to deal with the speech,
I may be permitted to make an observation
or two on some remarks made by the hon,
leader of the opposition, who, I am sorry to
see, is not in his place : one of which, at any
rate, I regretted to hear. The hon. gentle-
man made a reference to the hon. Secre-
tary of State which pained me. The hon.
leader of the opposition and the hon. Secre-
tary of State have both exceeded the term
of years which the Scriptures allows to man,
and they have arrived at that time of life
when the passions which are generally
strong in early life have cooled off, and gen-
tlemen cultivate, or are disposed at any rate
to entertain, friendly feelings towards one
another. The hon. leader of the opposition
referred to the position of the hon. Secre-
tary of State in this House and adver-
ted, not in a cordial or friendly way,
to the fact that the hon. gentleman was not
now leader of the House ; that first Sir
Oliver Mowat, and next the present Minis-
ter of Justice, had been made leaders of the
House. Ido not think that that is a subject
which particularly concerns the opposition ;
and T do not think there is anything remark-
ablein the circumstance. Sir Oliver Mowat
is a gentleman whn has occupied for some
years an almost unique pusition in the public
affairs of the country. He was by some
years the senior of the hon. Secretary of
State ; and the Secretary of State had held
office as a subordinate member in the Ont-
ario government, of which Sir Oliver Mowat
was the head. So that it was only natural
that when Sir Oliver Mowat came into this
Chamber he should take the iead, particularly
as the Department of Justice isrecognized as
being a more important department than
that of the Secretary of State. The hon.
gentleman who now presides over the Depart:
ment of Justice had also been together with
the hon. Secretary of State a member of
the Mackenzie administration, and had in
that government filled a most iniportant and
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prominent office—that of Minister of theland vitally interested to devote attention
Interior : and it was not very remarkable|to any further steps that may be deemed
that, under the circumstances, that the hon. inecessary.

gentleman, filling the important office which | Hon. Mr. BOULTON_Is the Canadian

he now does, should have been selected to. p, g/ Railway maintained at the govern-
lead the House. I was the more surprised | . .. expense !

at the attitude assumed by the hon. leader |
of the opposition, because that hon. gentleq Hon. Mr. POWER-—The Canadian
Ian’s own experience in connection with thefPamﬁc Railway is not maintained at the
matter of leadership hwas (;{Ot s t(:lh tas W.tlsjgl,;ovehlgnmﬁn‘tl’s expen?fl, but hthe }Canadmn
calculated to nake him disposed to raise: Pacitic Railway cculd not have been con-
questions on that point with reference to‘istructed without a vast expenditure of money
other persons. The hon. gentleman did be- : a.‘nd. land on the part of the people of Canada.
come the leader of the government, as we’ Taking up phe speech now, I shall try
know, and the hon. gentleman ceased to be and deal with some of its paragraphs.
the leader of the government which pre- It is not necessary for me to deal with the
ceded the present govermﬂent ; :;ndttt(l)g hon; ‘ ﬁrfit' Paf':‘g‘"_all)}‘y Which_ breferfs éo t}:f politi(i'all
gentleman, it was generally understood, was and material prosperity of Canada : an
;ot partict’llar]y anxious to retire from the ,have already said somethingabout the loan,
position of leader, but did so as a resu}t of :: which is l‘egf}rded by people who know more
the intrigues of a body whom he designa-|about financial matters.than I do as being,
ted as a “nest of traders.” There was on thevwhf)le, a very satisfactory loan, parti-
this striking fact in connection with the‘}(‘:ularl) as it fixes the rate of interest upon our
way in which the hon. gentleman ceased l #uture loans at one-ha.lf per cent lower than
to be the leader of the gov'emmentilt }}ad been. The third pnrggraph, the one
of that day, that he was obliged t{)oiwh(;chhspealfs ab?ut‘ th(; Jublgee ceremonials
commit political hari-kari—he was ob- and the action of the Imperial government
liced to coﬁlmit suicide as a political leader. in denou‘ncmg the treaties with Germany
Under these circumstances, I am aiand Belgium, deserves all the consideration
little surprised that he should have raised it has received. There were distinguished
any question on this subject. ’];he hOI;' i mi‘}'; 163(19;5 tflrx‘om al'lt };&l;ts gf t}:le empire,
entlemnan referred also to one or two mat-, gathered a e capital to do honour to
flers which did not appear in the speechb(])f[ HEE'IM&JQSBY on the OCC?]SIUI;] of her d‘ia.mond
the Governor General. One was the cable’jubilee, and amongst all the colonial and
to Australia, and the hon. gentleman thought Indian magnates who were present on that

that the speech should have cqntained a re-
ference to it, and his impression was that
Canada should take very vigorous measures
to secure the construction of that cablg.
Now, hon. gentlemen, although Canada is
interested in the laying of the cable to
Australia, she is not nearly so vitally inter-
ested in that matter as the Austya.ham
colonies or the mother country,'and if the
mother country and Australia did not think
it necessary to proceed with the worl_<, and
as far as we are aware we have no evidence
that they thought it necessary, I do not
think that we here in Canada should be
very much disturbed over the matter. I‘
have always felt that when Ca:nada. con-
structed the Canadian Pacific Railway from
the Atlantic to the Pacific she had done her
duty for some time in the matter of improv-
ing communication bebw'eep the different
parts of the empire ; and it is for those por-

i the Premier.

tions of the empire which are more directly

occasion, I think I am safe in saying that no
one man attracted such attention from the
press and from the people who were gathered
there as did the Premier of Canada. I do
not think I am saying too much when I say
that, next to the Queen, our Premier was
the central tigure of the Jubilee celebra-
tion. This was, no doubt, largely due to
the action of the Canadian Parliament in
deciding to give a preference to British
goods in our market, but it was also due in
a large measure to the personal qualities of
On every occasion—and he
was to the fore on many important occasions
—he bore himself in a manner which was
calculated to impress favourably those who
met him and listened to him, and to awaken
emotions of pride in his fellow-countrymen.
I may say, hon. gentlemen, that in no case
was this more conspicuous than in the case
of the speeches which the hon. gentleman
deliveied in France. No particular refer-
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ence has been made to these; but
speaking for myself, I say that nothing
impressed me more favourably than the
speeches made by the Premier in France.
He was there amongst people who spoke his
native language, people of his own or gin,
and there was a natural temptation to say
the thing which would please those people ;
but on every occasion when the Yremier
made an important speech in France he took
care to inform his hearers that he and his
countrymen here in Canada were loyal to
England, that they admired the British
system and had no desire whatever 1o change
their allegiance, and it seems to me that
for that he certainly deserves our thanks.
The hon. leader of the opposition in discuss-
ing His Excellency’s speech set very little
store upon the preferential feature of the

tarift. I think it is a matter of very serious
consequence. When it was being discussed

last vear the hon. gentleman took the sume
ground, but the results have shown that my
hon. friend was mistaken.  Facts, as they
say, are stubborn things, and the facts are
all against the hon. gentleman.  The fact s,
that while the party of which the hon gen-
tleman was for some time leader, and which
he now leads in this House, had been ex-
pressing for years their great anxiety to
secure the denunciation of the German and

Belgian treaties: they had so managed-

things, had so loaded their propositions with
conditions, that they made no progress
whatever in the desired direcztion ; and this
preferential clause in the tariff of 1897,
small as the hon. gentleman tries to represent

it as being, has succeeded'in bringing about’
that which the conservative leaders had been

professing their anxiety to bring about for
50 many years. It secured in a very short
time the denunciation of the German and
Belgian treaties. Perhaps some hon. gentle-
men may say that I have no authority for
the statement which T make, but I have the
very best authority which T shall with the
indulgence of the House, quote. I have in
my hand an English blue book, the ¢ Pro-
ceedings of a conference hetween the Secre-
tary of State for the colonies and the pre-
miers of the self-governing colonies at the
colonial office, London,” in June and July,
1897. I find that Mr. Chamberlain, the
Secretary of State for the Colonies, deals
with this matter of the commercial relations
between England and the colonies. It will
be seen that he takes an entirely different

!views of that question from the view taken
: by the hon. leader of the opposition in this
:House.  He speak: about a zollverein and
| says :

i 'This is a matter upon which at the present time,
‘rather than suggest any proposals of juy own, 1 desire
to hear the views of the gentlemen present.

According to the hon. gentleman from
Calgary, the Colonial Secretary had views
of a very pronounced character, but he is
"represented Lere as being desirous of hear-
ing the views of the colonial preniiers.
Ho rever, that is not the paragraph to which
I desire more particularly to direct the
attention of hon. gentlemen. The proposal
which T desire to call attention to is this :
he is speaking now of the denunciation of
of the treaties with Germany and Belgium,
and he goes on tosay :

It <hould be borne in mind that that is, for us, a
most important question.  Our trade with Germany
and Belgium ix larger than our trade with all the
colonies combined. It is possible that if we denounce
those treaties, Germany and Belgium would endea-
vour, 1 do not say whether they would sueceed, but
they might ende wvour to retaliate, and for some time
at any rate, our commercial relations with these two
countries might be disturbed.  Therefore, a step of
that kind ix one that can only be taken after the
fuilest consideration, and in deference to very strong
opinion, both in this country and in the colonies.

Now this is the point to which I wish
particularly to attract attention :

Now the question is brought to a practical issue,
or may be brought to a practical issue, by the recent
action of Canada.

It is not the action of the former Conser-
vative (Government of Canada, nor of the
Colonial Conference, nor anything of that
kind, but the recent action of Canada.

As all are aware, Canada has offered preferential
terms to the mother country, and Germany and Bel-
gium have immediately protested and claimed similar
terms under the treaty.  Her Majesty’s Government
desire to know frown the colonies whether, so far as
they are concerned, if it be found that the arrange-
ments proposed by Canada are inconsistent with the
conditions of those treaties, they desire, that those
treaties shall be denounced. If that be the unanimaus
wish of the colomes, after considering the effect of
that denunciation upon them as well ax upon us, be-
cause they also are concerned in the arrangements
which are made by these treaties, then all I can say
at the present time is that Her Majesty’s Govern-
ment. will most earnestly consider such a recom-
mendation from the colonies, and will give to it the
favourable regard which such a memorial deserves,

And then he goes on to deal with what
Canada has done and adds:

But of course the whole difficulty——
- That is the ditficulty with respect to other
|.countries which have favoured-nation clauses
’in their treaties with Great Britain.
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But of course the whole difficulty can be avoided,

1 only point out in passing--the whole ditficulty can
be avoided by any colony which desires to make the
referential arrangement with the wother country,
if that colony will confine its offer nominatim to the
wother country and not make it to a foreign country,
but if it is offered to a foreign country then as I say
it will be controlled by the most favonred-nation
treaties throughout the world.

I gathered from the speech of the hon.
Secretary of State the other day that the

intention of the government was to ast upon’
that suggestion, and that the preferential

=] . .
clause of the tariff would be modified in

accordance with the suggestion of the Col-
onial Secretary.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—Hear, hear.
Hon. Mr.

POWER —Then, when the

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—Hon. gentlemen
' will recollect that the Minister of Marine
.and Fisheries claimed that the duties levied
‘against the importation of English goods
were 25 per cent more than those levied
against United States goods, and thus the
change equalizes the two. It is not abolish-
ing the tariff or anything of that kind: it
'is equalizing what was supposed to be an
inequality before.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not remember
_that the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
made the statement that the hon. gentleman
has referred to.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—He
resolution in the House.

moved a,

premiers of the various colunies met to con--

sider the speech made to them by the Secre-
tary of State for the Colonies:

The commercial relations of the Y )
and the self-governing colonies were first considered
and the following resolutions were unanhmously
adopted : — ) .

1. That the premiers of the self-governing colonies
unanimously recommend the denunciation at the
earliest convenient time of any treaties which now
lanper the  commercial relations between Great
Britain ana her colonies. . .

9, That in the hope of improving the trade relations

between the mother country and her colonies the |

premiers present undertake to confer with their col-
leagues with a view to seelng whether sqc'h u'rfe.ﬂulb
can he properly secured by a preference giver by the
colonies to the products of the United Kingdom.

T think it is quite clear that the denuncia-

tion of the treaties is due to the action taken

by the parliament of Canada last session in

connection with the_preferential clause of the

tariff ; and, apart altogether from the effect

which this provision in th(f, tariff has had
upon the action of the Imperial Government,

the reduction of twenty-five per cent in the

tariff upon goods which come from England
and from certain colonies, is a matter of very
considerable consequence. It is a step in the
direction of a revenue tariff.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —Was not that only
done to equalize the duties between the
United States and Great Britain, rather than
to give a preference to British goods !

Hon. Mr. POWER—No; the prov]i;ifin is
that upon goods imported from Great Britain
—I sp[e)ak “now of Iflmt it will be after the
1st of July next—there 1s a reducuon.of
twenty-five per cent upon the regular tariff.
That is as clear and distinct and
preference as one can well have.

United Kingdom

Hon. Mr. POWER—1I know that some
years ago the hon. gentleman who is now
Minister of Marine and Fisheries made a
speech in the House of Commons in which
he showed that the tariffof the conservative
government was so arranged that goods
which were imporced from Great Britain did
pay, on an average, a higher duty than those
imported from the United States: and the
_change which took place last year is calcula-
ted to remedy that evil, as a matter of
;justice to the mother country. Where
England and the United States ave, for
‘instance, competing for our markets, say for
woollen goods or cotton goods, it gives the
English article a preference of 25 per cent
in our market, which T think is a very im-
portant matter indeed, and the fact that no
reduction is made in favour of countries out-
'side the empire which maintain hostile
tariffs against the empire and against us, is
not a very serious objection. I for one
.should perhaps have been gratified if further
steps had been taken in the divection of a
I revenue tariff or of free trade ; but looking at
the spirit in which Canada has been dealt
; with by foreign countries, particularly by the
' great country south of us, 1 am not disposed
!to regret that n steps have been taken to
.materially lower the wall upon our side.

| Hon. Mr. BOULTON —So that you will
‘keep up protection ?

. Hon. Mr. POWER—We cannot have
{free trade at once. We have made a very con-

:sidgrab]e step in the direction of a revenue
marked a | tariff, and I think we have made it the right

way. We have made it so that it benefits
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the country to which we are under great!
obligations and does not benefit the countries
whlch have not been friendly to us.

not quarrel with that view.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—They do not.
They ought to be on your side.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. member
from Shell River is a gentleman with whom

I agree in theory very largeiy, but I feeli

that it would be 1npossible, in a country like
this, where we have had so high a tariff for

so many years, and where so many interests
have grown up under that tariff, it would be"
almost impracticable to do what has been‘

done, for instance, in New South Wales. In |
New South Wales their tariff was not nearly .
as high as the tariff which we had in Canada.
It had been in operation only some four

years, and the shock of coming duwn to a:

tfree trade basis in that country was nothing

compared to what it would have been if we|

had undertaken at once to do what they
have done in New South Wales.

evidence, but perhaps it may be just as well

At
any rate, the gentlemen in opposition should

It is not
necessary that I should quote any further!

T

free trade, and 1 took the liberty of indic-
ating my concurrence in his views by saying
“ hea.r, hear.” The hon. gentleman appar-
ently thought that my hear, hear” was
lironical. 1 wish to assure him that it
was not, and I hope the day is coming, and
' | within our time, when we shall get down to
a revenue tariff, if not to free trade, as it is
.in England. The hon. gentleman said—and
‘I was rather surprised at his saying it—
- with respect to the tariff, that the duty on
iron had been reduced and the bounty had
'been increased, and that that was making
matters worse. Iam rather surprised at that.
Looking at the matter from the hon. gentle-
man’s point of view, I should not think
that. The objection to the duty is that it
| makes every one who consumes pig iron pay
nmore for the iron which they consume,
i while the bounty takes the money directly
_out of the treasury and confers a benefit on
the maker of pig iron without increasing
- the burden on those who use pig iron; and
for my part I prefer the bounty to the duty.
i T prefer it also for this reason, that the
| bounty is a thing which impresses the aver-
age man more, and is less likely to remain
i than the duty.

that I should make some reference to a state-:

ment which has been made, although the au-

thority hag not been given for it, that certain :

proposals were made by Mr. Chamberlain tu
the Canadian premier. There is no evidence
in these official documents, which are all

that we can go upon, to show that any offer |

was made. I find in the Toronto Globe,
however, of the 13th November last, a state-
ment, which I presume, is at least as
reliable as the statements made by hon. gen-
tlemen in opposition, to the effect that Mr.
Chamberlain made the proposition that there
should be absolute free trade between Bri-
tain and her colonies on the condition that
the former placed a small customs tax on
commodities from foreign countries, and it
is stated in the same place that Sir Wilfrid
Laurier, speaking for Canada, said that he
could not accept such an offer, that the Cana-
dian government had already arranged for an
abatement of duties on British goods to the
extent of 25 per cent, and as the whole
fabric of Canadian finance as well as Cana-
dian industry was founded on customs
duties we could not consider a proposal to
remove them in toto. In the course of the
hon. gentleman’s speech he laid down some
sound theoretical doctrines with respect to

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The objection I
raised was not to the increase of the boun-
ties, but to giving the bounty for the pro-
duction of iron from imported ore.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The object of the
duty and the object of the bounty
are the same. The object is to encour-
age the manufacture of pig iron in Canada,
and it has been found by experience that it
is necessary to employ a certain quantity of
foreign ore to mix with the Canadian ore for
the purpose of making the iron, and the
bounty as it stood before was practically of
comparatively little value. I hope we shall
before long be in such a position that our
industr®s will ail stand upon their own
bases and will not require either bounty or
dutiesbeyond the duty that may be necessary
for revenue. With respect to the tariff, that
hon. gentleman or some hon. gentleman
wished to know if I was satisfied; I am
not altogether satisfied with the tariff in its
present position. I think it is better than
1t was a year ago, built as it is susceptible of
improvement still, and I hope to see it
improved. Speaking simply for myself
1 may say one of the points about the
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tariff which strikes me as objectionable,
from a revenue point of view at any
rate, is the admission free of duty of vast
quantities of goods which are denominated
raw materials. If the absolute necessities of
life were"admitted free, I could perhaps see
the fairness of admitting raw materials
free. That is the English practice, but it
seems to me that while there are duties on
the necessaries of life, the manufacturers’
raw material should pay a small duty too
Last year the amount of raw materials im-
ported free was somewhere in the neighbour-
hood of forty millions of dollars. Remember,
I am speaking simply for myself. It occurs
to me that a small duty of, say, five per
cent on that forty millions of dollars would
bring in somethingin the neighbourhood of
two millions of dollars to the revenue, and
I do not know any way in which the govern-
ment could better get a revenue than in
that way. The manufacturers’ products are
amply protected, and I think that they
might pay a small revenue duty on their
raw materials as other people pay duty on
the necessaries of life.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—That is getting
further away from free trade.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not think so;
it is a revenue tariff and that is the way to
get revenue. It is not treating manufac-
turers as favourites of parliament when
every one else is not favoured, but putting
all on the same footing. The small
duty of five per cent could not hurt the
manufacturers materially, and it would'help
the rest of the community very waterially.
I dare say the hon. gentleman from Shell
River would be pleased if I should devote
more attention to the tariff, but I regret to
say, and I think the House will say that I
have already devoted too much to it. I
hope before long to see a further reduction
of the duty on coal oil, but in saying so, I
speak for myself alone. The fourth para-
graph of the speech deals with tl}e recent
gold discoveries on the Yukon and its tribu-
taries. The paragraph also refers to the
contract entered into subject to our ap-
proval. This matter has been dealt ?vwh at
very considerable length already in the
course of this debate. 1 am not objecting
toit. I think perhaps on the whole the
government have reason to congratt-xl?‘te
themselves on the fact that the opposition

8

have devoted so much time to this Yukon
contract. Strictly speaking, it would be
more regular to wait until the government
measure, which is now before the other
House of parliament, came to the Senate,
before discussing it at such length, but the
course which has been adopted has its
advantages as well as its disadvantages.
Looking at this contract, every one must say
that there is great necessity for prompt
action, for exceedingly prompt action.
Every one does agree with respect to that
point : there is no difference of opinion.
Thousands of people are hastening to get
into that country, and I presume that later
on in the season, when the winter winds
begin to blow in the Klondike region again,
most of those thousands of people will be in
a great hurry to get out again, and it is an
absolute duty on the part of the government,
having done their best to warn the people
against going in, to try and furnish them
with the means of getting out. Hon. gentle-
men should consider what the effect of the
Senate rejecting this measure would be,
Suppose we throw out the measure which is
now before the other House ; we cannot stop
those who are going to the Klondike from
going in, there will be almost no means of get-
ting those thousandsout again or getting food
in to them—and if there was great difficulty
getting food in for those who were there
when winter set in last fall, the consequence
would be very much more serious at the
close of the coming season. When we
consider what the effect of our rejecting
the measure would probably be and
what the country would think of the result,
we should be very careful and deliberate in
making up our minds. T do not say more
than that. I do not say that if on the
whole the measure does not commend itself
to the judgment of the House they
should pass it, but we should be careful and
deliberate before making up our minds to
reject it. We should approach the question
in the spirit indicated by the hon. gentle-
man from Monck (Mr. McCallum), who said
he would like to see the contract and con-
sider it and deal with it on its merits. Just
what view the hon. gentleman from Monck
may ultimately take I cannot say. I am
afraid that the hon. gentleman was a good
deal like his fellow countryman, who said
he was open to conviction, but he would like
to see the man who could convince him. It
is of vital necessity that an improved method
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of entry and exit shall be secured during
the coming summer. If the government did
not do this they would be condemned, and
condemned with a certain degree of justice.
That is one point. There is no question
about that. It is equally clear that no rail-
road could be secured during the present
season without help from the government.
There was some vague intimation from
some hon. gentleman that there were com-
panies who were ready to build without any
help from the government ; but there were
two companies, one at any rate was sup-
posed to be a very strong company, which
received powers from this parliament last
session—the British Yukon Company and
another, which proposed to go in by the Taku
Inlet, and the name of which T do not
now remember ; but neither of these com-
panies, as far as [ am aware, has done
anything in the way of building a railway,
and neither of them has made any offer to
the government of a practical character.
Now, hon. gentlemen, if public help was to
be given to a road into the Klondike region,
the road should be such as to confer the
largest practicable benefit on Canada, Cana-
dian farmers, manufacturers and business
men, consistent with its being opened during
the present year. Has that been provided for
in the contract entered into by the govern-
ment ! I think it has. I say that, after
giving the contract as careful consideration
as I reasonably could. T think the contract
if it is carried out will have that effect.
There is only one danger, one serious inter-
ruption to navigation, between the head of
Teslin Lake and Dawson City, and that is
an interruption composed of three or four
boulders in the course of the river, which I
understand can be removed at a trifling
expense.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—What is stopping
Major Walsh

Hon. Mr. POWER—-The cold weather.
That, I am informed by a gentleman whose
business it is to be informed on the subject,
is the fact, that those three or four boulders
are the only obstacles to navigation from
Teslin Lake down, and that these can be re-
moved at trifling expense, the figure men-
tioned being something less than $10,000.
Then, I am also informed by the same gentle-
man, that there are, when the water
is high, over four feet and almost at all times

three feet of water in the Stikine River, so
so that the 150 miles of railway which are
provided to be built under this contract, will
connect with satisfactory navigation at each
end; both the termini of this railway
will be in Canadian territory; and the
Stikine River is free to vur commerce under
the treaty of Washington. Hon. gentlemen
may say that although it is free under the
treaty of Washington, still we may be ham-
pered in our use of it by our neighbours.
That is possible, but can any hon. gentleman
tell me any other route of which the same is
not true, and of which the same is not more
true than of this one? If you go up to the
head of the Lynn Canal, or anywhere in that
neighbourhood, you have to go for miles over
United States territory. If you go up the
Yukon, the navigation of which is made free
to us, you have to spend a much longer time,
and the ditficulties are such that it would be
impracticable to navigate the Yukon if the
United States authorities interfered with
our steamers getsing fuel on the way up.
The only difficulty in the case of the Stikine
River is just the fact that there may be some
little difficulty raised with reference to
our goods being forwarded in bond, being
transhipped at the mouth of the Stikine
River, but I do not think there is reason
to suppose there will be any serious difficulty
in connection with that matter ; and there
is no other route which is less open to the
raising difficulties by our neighbours than
the route by the Stikine.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—The
Portland Canal ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—It will take more
than one summer to build a railway to the
Portland Canal.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Yes, it
will take two years anyway.

Hon. Mr. POWER—And in this case one
of the things the government had to bear in
mind was that the way should be opened
during the coming summer. If we are
hampered in the Stikine River, it may be well
just to refer briefly to the reason why we are
hampered. "Under the convention of St.
Petersburg between Russia and Great
Britain signed at St. Petersburg in 1825,
the sixth paragraph contains this provision :

It is understood that the subjects of His Britannig
Majesty, from whatever quarter they may arrive
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whether from the ocean or from the interior of the
continent, shall for ever enjoy the right of navigating
freely and without any hindrance whatever all the
rivers and streams which in their course towards the
Pacific Ocean may cross the line of demarcation upon
the line of coast described in article three of the pres-
ent convention.

We were put on just the same fmting, the
footing of complete equality, yvxth Russia by
that treaty; and when the United States took
over Alaska from Russia, they took it over
subject to the provisions of that treaty. Un-
fortunately some four years after the
United States took over that country from
Russia, a gentleman was sent from Ottawa
to Washington to represent .Canada at the
deliberations which resulted in the treaty of
Washington, and that ggntleman knew so
little about the previous history of the ques-
tion that he accepted, instead of that com-
plete and free use for all purposes of all the
rivers running through this strip of country
to the Pacific Ocean—he accepted the free
use, for commercial purposes, only of three
rivers. If we are in rather a box, the person
responsible is the gentleman who was for so
long a time the leader of the Conservative

party.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Is it
not a fact that the rights granted under the
Russian treaty fell entirely to the gTrO}md
when Alaska was ceded to the United
States, and we could only have rights under
the treaty of Washington

Hon. Mr. POWER—No. After the
treaty of Washington had modified the terms
of the treaty of St. Petersburg, I presume 1(11;
would be useless to contend that we coul
go back to the treaty of St. Petersburg ; but
if the representative of Canada had been as
familiar with what had taken place between
Russia and Great Britain as he should have
been, he should simply have held on to wha(;;
we had already, and not given 1t away an
taken something less.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I
remember very well in this House when the
treaty of Washington came up
and the navigation of tbe Yukon, h :
pine and the Stikine Rivers was spo er}x1 of,
hon. gentlemen laughed at the idea of those
rivers being open for us. Now we are
receiving the benefit of that bargain.

the Porcu-

hows
Hon. Mr. POWER—That only s
there were other people who were not very
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for discussion:

wise as well as the gentleman who negotiated
the treaty.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Our rights date
from the Washington treaty.

Hon. Mr. POWER—They do now. One
great advantage which the route selected by
the government has is that it will not pass
over any United States territory or over any
waters to which the United States have ex-
clusive rights. Another advantage is that
if our neighbours act in an unfriendly man-
ner, the railway can be continued from Tele-
graph Creek or Glenora to some port in British
Colymbia. In paragraph five of the contract
provision is made for this contingency. AsT
have contended the route selected by the
government has a great many advantages ;
now what are the drawbacks? One drawback
is that it is open only for part of the year, but
that same statement is true of every route
from the Pacific Ocean to the Klondike re-
gion. It is also true that if our neighbours
are disposed to be unreasonable—I trust
they will not be so disposed—they may
somewhat hamper our traffic. That also
is true of every other route, but more
so of other routes than of this one, because
the only point where any difficulty can occur
at all on this line is at the point of trans-
shipment. We should look at the thing in
a calm and deliberate way. I do not think
that any hon. gentleman in the opposition
here is anxious—I am sure no hon. gentle-
man oughtto be anxious—to hurthispolitical
opponents by finding fault with an agree-
ment which on the whole is a good one.
My own honest feeling is that the govern-
ment have chosen what is, under the circum-
stances, the best available plan for reaching
the Klondike.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—We
do not oppose the route at all. It is the
payment we oppose.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I shall deal with
that a little later on. We have very strong
evidence of the fact that the government
have chosen what, on the whole, was under
the circumstances, the best available route
for getting into the Klondike, in the fact
that the leader of the opposition, a gentle-
man who is familiar with the question, who
has been out in British Columbia and who
has been interesting himself in the best
method of getting into the Klondike region,
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was in favour of the government scheme and
approved of it. He was in a better position
to understand the question than most mem-
bers of either house of parliament, and he

declared, in the most open and unreserved |

proved by the Minister of Railways. It
would be impossible to construct a broad
gauge railway in the time the company have,
and it is said this Kaslo and Slocan Rail-
way carries very heavy loads. The contract

way, his approval of the route selected and | also provides that while the railway is to be

of the general character of the agreement. |

It is true that we have had indications re-|

cently that the views of the hon. gentleman,
as expressed on three or four different occa-
sions, and expressed without any reservation
at all to the representatives of important
newspapers, are not the views expressed by
some of the hon. gentleman’s followers. It has
occurred to me that possibly, in the case of
the hon. gentleman who now leads the Con-
servative party, and who succeeded the hon.
gentleman who leads the opposition in this
House, there may be developing some kind
of combination which the hon. leader of
this House designated as a nest of traitors. 3
I notice that two of the gentlemen who were
conspicuous on the former occasion have
been very active in their condemnation of
the route and contract which their present
leader had cordially endorsed. I have said
enough to show that the government were
obliged to take some steps such as they have
taken, and thatthe route they selected was on
the whole the best they could have selected.
Not the weakest reason for thinking so is
the view that was taken by the present
leader of the opposition in the other House
of parliament. That of course is all subject
to this condition : is the agreement for the
use of this route and for the construction of
the railway by this route, fair and reason-
able in its terms? That of course we can
only gather from looking at it. I do not pro-
pose to deal at any length with the different
paragraphs of the agreement. At this stage,
that would not be fair. The first paragraph
in the contract contains one provision to
which I shall direct attention :

The said railway, when fully completed, to be of
the general standard and gauge of the Kaslo and
Slocan Railway, in British Columbia, and according
to the specifications to be approved by the Minister
or Railways. ’

As I understand, the Kaslo and Slocan
Railway carries very heavy loads of min-
erals, and the rails are 45 1b. rails, and not
30 1b.

Hon.
gauge !

Hon. Mr. POWER—Three feet or three

Mr. PROWSE—What is the

feet six. The specifications are to be ap-

the property of the company, it is to be sub-
ject to inspection and approval by an en-
gineer to be named by the government be-
fore being accepted by the government.
There is provision made for the extension
of the road northward to Dawson City, and
for an extension of the road south to
an open port in British Columbia. There
is also provision made for building
branch lines, but the right shall not be ex-
ercised without the consent of the Governor
in Council. T think thatis a wise provision,
because after having this road built on a
route, which we think to the best advantage
of Canada, it may not be desirable that a
road should be built to Lynn Canal across
United States territory. The fourth para-
graph of this agreement is one to which ob-
jection has been taken, but in my
humble judgment it is one to which
no reasonable objection can be raised :

For five years from the 1st September, 1898, no line
of railway shall be authorized by parliament to be
constructed from Lynn Canal or t)":ereabouts, or from
any point at or near the international boundary be-
tween Canada and Alaska into the Yukon district,
and for five years from said date no aid in land or
money shall be granted to any person or company

other than the contractors and the contractors’ com-
pany to assist in building any such railway.

Having selected this route as the one most
beneficial to Canada, it would be inconsistent
and unwise on the part of the government
to allow the construction of a road through
United States territory to Lynn Canal and
other points where our United States neigh-
bours would have more advantages over us
than they have in connection with the route
proposed by this contract. The next para-
graph, which is also supposed to be mono-
polistic in its character, is not objectionable :

The contractors and the contractors’ company shall
be entitled to receive in preferenge to any other per-
son or company during ten years from the sair 1st of
September, 1898, such aid or assistance in land or
money as the government may be authorized and may
see fit to grant in aid of a line of railway from the
Stikine River to an ocean port in British Columbia,
provided that the contractors or contractors’ company
are willing to undertake the construction of the same
at once, and completion thereof within a reasonable
tlmeé upon receiving notice thereof from the govern-
ment.

It would be eminently unfair and inju-
dicious to authorize another company to
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build, say from Telegraph Creek or any other
such point, to tide water in British Columbia,
if these contractors were w1.llmg to build
that line of road; everything should be
done to encourage Mackenzie and Mann to
continue their line from Telegr.aph Creek to
a harbour in British Columbia, where we
shall be safe from all annoyance. The
sixth clause of the bill contains this pro-
vision :

The tolls to be collected by the contractors or con-
tractors’ company upon the line of railway hereby
contracted for between Stikine River and 'I:eslm Lake
shall be first fixed by the (overnor General in
Council. o

That is a very important provision. .It
is to be supposed that the Governor in
Council will see that the tolls are not un-
reasonable. Then the paragraph goes on:

And the tolls so fixed shall not be liable to reduc-
tionl}mtilethe said railway has been in operation four
Years., '

T do not think that is an excessive period,
provided the tolls are fixed at reasonable
figures in the first instance:

But such tolls shall be reduced by the Governor in
Coulrllcislul(;y twenty-five per cent from and after such
four years, and after tLe said railway has bee(:in 11)(1
operation seven years they shall be )'educ§l y
twenty-five per cent off the tolls as previously re-
duced, but after the said railway has been ten Yeal‘ﬁ
in operation the tolls shall be subject to the genera.
railway laws of Canada in that behalf.

Then there is a provision that the con-
tractors shall immediately construct !;he
sleigh road, which I believe they are trying
to do now to let people go 1n early this
spring. The ninth paragraph says:

' 11

Th tractors or the contractors’ company sha
I)l‘f)\'i?ifot?r l:fr::;;e with others to provide ste :x}:nb;at
transport of freight and passengers between it e v r-
minus of said railway on Teslin Lake or ot eé' fer-
minus northerly thereof and Dawson City to and fro.

Then the contractors have to deposit
$250,000. I shall not go into the provxsxo}r:s
with respect to mining areas, because the
Secretary of State on Friday went into tzs
matter at considerable length and :s,how
quite clearly that the contractors will have
no opportunity to get a monopoly of the
mining lands.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—That
is just what they have.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—The hon. gentleman
says it is just what they have ; but the agree-
ment says that they have not. The agree-
ment says they shall only have the alternate
blocks,

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—They
can lay out their base lines on creeks and
rivers.

Hon. Mr. POWER—They cannot twist
their base lines.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—They
do not wish them twisted.

Hon. Mr. POWER—They cannot get a
monopoly. At any rate they get only
3,750,000 acres. They get only that out of
about eighty millions, that is one twentieth
of all the land.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Ifthey
got 500 acres it would be alarge piece there.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentleman
appears to leave out of sight another fact
which is set out in paragraph 16:

Any and all mining claims actually held and re-
corded pursnant to government regulations by a free
miner or free miners, and being within a block of
land taken or selected by the contractors hereunder
shall be excepted from the grant, and shall not pass
to the contractors provided that such claims have
been so actually held and recorded prior to the base
line, along or with reference to which such block is
taken being actually run and marked on the ground
by the contractors.

This provision is of very great conse-

quence. In the first place, a great many
claims have been taken up already.
The

company cannot take up a single
acre of land until they have completed
ten miles of railway. That will certainly
not be before the first of July of this year, T
presume, and the free miners have up to
that date the liberty to go and take up
claims wherever they please. There is no
restriction on them.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—May T ask the hon.
gentleman what is the size of a iner’s
claim ?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—About
250 feet.

Hon. Mr. POWER— About 250 feet each
way, I think. There will be no restriction
whatever upon all these free miners upto that
time. As soon as the ten miles are com-
pleted the contractors will be able to take
up 92,000 acres, and they are obliged
te take up the whole of their land within a
certain time after the first of October.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—In
order to show what the value of these landsis
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in the eyes of Mackenzie & Mann, they have
offered a mining engineer $25,000 a year to
go up to the Yukon for them. Thatisa
mining engineer of British Columbia, who
has been paid a salary by the province, and
he is now offered $25,000 by this company
to go up there.

Hon. Mr. POWER—That is rather an

argument in favour of the contract..

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—It
shows what they expect.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Tt shows they do
not expect to let those lands lie fallow. The
company cannot select an acre of land until
ten miles of the railway have been built.
The miners are now in there and they can
get in certainly quicker than the road can

be built.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—Am I rightly in-
formed that a miner can only take up one
claim? I have been told that the amount is
not as large as the hon. gentleman has stated.

Hon. Mr. POWER —A large number of
miners can associate themselves together and
take up a quantity of land. The 23rd para-
graph of the contract reads as follows :

Provisions shall be made in the Act incorporating
the contractors’ company against any discrimination
by such company in operating its raillways between
customers, whether by discriminating rates or treat-
ment or otherwise, or by means of its steamships or
other connections or otherwise.

That is a very important thing in the in-
terests of the public. Looking at the thing
from the point of view of a fairly impartial
man, I fail to see any objection to this con-
tract. It provides for the doing of the work
promptly and by the best plan, and it does
not take a dollar out of the treasury. What
does it do? It proposes to take the admini-
stration of about one-twentieth of the
mineral land of the Yukon region out of the
hands of the government and put it into the
hands of the company.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—To put it fairly,
they are taking the pick of the land.

Hon. Mr. POWER—That reminds me of
the surprise with which I witnessed my
hon. friend hold up his hands in holy hor-
ror about this agreement as being a most
infamous agreement. But what does it
amount to? There are seventy or eighty
million acres of mineral lands in the Klon-
dike. This company are not to have their

pick ; the free miners have had several
months already and have some more months
to go and choose what they please. The
company are to be allowed to select 3,750,000
acres out of that immense quantity. Suppo-
sing half of the mining lands were given to
the company, I honestly cannot see that it
would be such a very serious matter for
eastern Canada. It simply means that this
company will exploit these mineral lands in-
stead of having them exploited by indi-
viduals, the majority of whom would pro-
bably be foreigners.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-~Bind
them down to do so and it is all right.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—You are speaking
of eastern Canada, but it is different with
the North-west.

Hon. Mr. POWER—It does not make
any difference to the people of the North-
west Territories. Mackenzie & Mann do
not propose to do as has been done with the
lands in the North-west. They do not pro-
pose tu allow them to lie fallow until they
have been made valuable by the expenditure
and work of other people. They propose to
go in and spend their own money and make
these lands valuable.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—And pick them ?

Hon. Mr, POWER—Pick some of them.
The hon. gentleman should not keep picking
at that all the time. Does the hon. gentle-
man suppose that any company would under-
take to construct such a railway as that
without getting something in return !

Hon. Mr. DEVER —Why do not other
people make an offer if the lands are so
valuable

Hon. Mr. POWER—There has been no
offer to do it. We pay no money for it, and
I repeat that I do not see that it makes any
serious difference to the country whether the
mines are exploited by Mckenzie & Mann or
by the miners who will go in there and who
are mostly foreigners.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—What did the people
of Nova Scotia think when the mines down
there were given over to the Duke of York ?
Were there not a great many deputations

sent over to get relief, and when this is

imposed on the people of the North west
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will there not be the same trouble and com-
plaint ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—The Duke of York
did not operate the mines.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—He sold them to a
British company and they had a monopoly
of themforyears. Therewas a great agitation
about it.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I say there was a
monopoly in that case, and there is no mon-
opoly in this case, except as to one-twentieth
of the mineral lands. Then Mackenzie &
Mann do not carry those lands out of the
country. They have to pay a royalty on
them, of one per cent. It has been conten-
ded that it is most unfair that they should
pay less royalty than other people. Well
the royalty is imposed on all that Mackenzie
& Mann get out. They could take up the
lands without any such contract as this; and
it has been contended by hon. gentlemen
who are merubers of the opposition that the
royalty of ten per cent is altogetl}er tog
high, ‘and if hon. gentlemen opposite ha
their way I suppose the royalty would be
reduced to possibly two per cent or some-
thing like that. Now, Mackenzie & Ma.nn.!
have to pay royalty and have to pay wages ;|
and it has been shown, I think by the hon.
leader of the opposition not in this House but
in the other House, that all that remains
as a rule to a mining company 18 about thlsi,
—that out of $22,500 they have to spend
$20,000. They are sending in a very expen-
sive engineer, and will spend a great amount,,
of money in developing the country, or deve-
loping the mines rather, because there 1§
nothing in the country except the gold and |
rock. So that I really cannot understand
the attitude of hon. gentlemen who op- |
pose this measure in such a strenuous way.|
I can understand that a gentleman, a.ftqr;'
weighing both sides, being.inﬂuenced by h}:s;
political feeling, may think that on the.
whole it is not a good agreement, but that |
any one can honestly believe that it is such |
an indefensible and outrageous agreement as.
it has been described to be, T cannot under-;
stand. We are told at one time that the:
government have taken a leap in the dark, |
I think the hon. gentleman from Calgary, |
told us that—that they have undertaken to|
build & railway without sufficient in-|
formation, that they have attempted a

i similarity between thewmn.

huge undertaking. That was the expres-
sion he used. At another time we are told,
and I think by the same hon. gentleman,
that they have not moved fast enough, and
have not moved soon enough. They cannot
very well be open to both charges. Ass
matter of fact, the government waited till
they had the reports of Mr. Jennings and
others, and they then decided upon their
line of action in time to have the work begun
and to have a road open for sleighs in the
widdle of March and a narrow gauge rail-
road opened by the 1st September. I do not
think they can be found fault with for their
action in the matter. It is perfectly clear
that by the time they got all their informa-
tion there was not time to ask for tenders
in the usual, way, and they had asked
some people to tender, and they gave the
agent, or gentleman who was represented as
being the agent, of some Rothschild syndi-
cate an opportunity to tender which he
would not do. It seems still more sur-
prising, hon. gentlemen, that we should be so
very exacting and hard to please in the
matter of this contract when we remember
the case of the Canadian Pacific and of most
railways through the North-west country.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—There

is no similarity in the two cases.

Hon. Mr. POWER—No, there is no
In the first place
there was no urgency, no risk of people
dying of starvation if the roads were not
built ; there was no impossibility of going
into the country for the purpose of ad-
ministering government there as in the
present case, but in the case of the Canadian
Pacific Railway the land was given in
alternate blocks. There had been surveys,
but the company were not obliged to follow
any particular line, they were allowed to
select their own line. They departed from
the line which had been surveyed by Sir San-
ford Fleming and his engineers, and there is
no doubt the company made a mistake in
the location of the line through the Rockies ;
and in the case of those roads to which we
are voting large quantities of valuable lands
in the North-west and in some cases money
grants, we have less information than with
respect to this road ; and I cannot understand
why hon. gentlemen should become so ex-
cited over this particular case.
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Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)— Does

the hon. gentleman think that Mackenzie &
Mann would take 3,000,000 acres of land in
the North-west, and build that road-—-I
mean the country between Manitoba and
the Rocky Mountains—arable land !

Hon. Mr. POWER—On that point 1
might refer to the hon. gentleman from
Shell River. Itv just happens than Messrs.
Mackenzie & Mann have completed a rail-
way in the Dauphin Lake region under
grants, not made by this government, but
where they had been paid some money and
some land grants, and I am satisfied that

Mackenzie & Mann would probably have

made money in the end on that road if they
had built it for a land grant of 3,000,000
acres. There is no money in three milliong
of acres of rock in the Klondike.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—That
is where the money is.

Hon. Mr. POWER—IT have detained the
House for some considerable time and I
propose not to say anything more upon this
contract. I noticed that in the closing portion
of the speech we are told that:

Measures will be submitted to us respecting super-
annuation the repeal of the present Franchise Act,
and a plebiscite on the question of prohibition.

I do not propose to go into these matters
except with reference to superannuation. 1
do not, know whether the measure this year
" will be the same as that submitted last ses-
sion, but that measure contained one provi-
sion of which I very decidedly approved :
that whatever money a civil servant would
be entitled to under the terms of the Act if
he had lived would go to his family in case
of his death. That would remedy one great
defect in the existing superannuation system.
With respect to the details of the measure I
reserve my opinion.

Hon. Mr. ODONOHOE—T had expected
to have heard more from my hon. friend as
to what was being given for these 150 miles
of railway. As far as I can observe, the
public mind is agitated, very highly and
very fervently, about the parting with such
a quantity of land for 150 miles of tramway.
Take the 150 miles of tramway and adver-
tise for tenders for its construction. What
will it cost ? What will you geta tender from
competent Contractors to build it for? We
have had those narrow gauge roads through-

"out the province of Ontario in many places.
What did they cost ? About $8,000 a mile,
the most expensive of them; and so unfit
were they for the work to be done by them
that I believe nearly all of them if not the
| whole of them have been changed to the
'broad road. It is a fact that in changing
one of those narrow roads you might as well
make a new one, and you will never have as
solid a road after you change it to broad gauge
as you would have had by putting down the
broad gauge first ; and on the other hand,
when you come to meet any of the railways
of the world, you can neither allow their
cars to go over it nor send your rolling stock
over theirs. No union can ever take place
between this piece of road and the roads
that are now 1n existence throughout the
North-west Territories. The hon. gentleman
tells us it is a world of rock we are giving.
The hon. the Secretary of State said about
the same thing—we are giving rock. Is it
rock that is attracting the people all over
the world to the Klondike, or is it the min-
eral? My hon. friend who has just sat down
said that these contractors are not taking
the land away. No, they are not; but what
is the land worth to us when what is in it
|of value is taken out? No good at all. If
' there be gold there it seems to me, and I
think you will find that it seems so to the pub-
lic that we are throwing away that gold for
hardly any consideration at all. Your 150
miles of narrow gauge road is not worth
talking of, or being put in the scale, against
the value, the prospective value at all events,
of what we are parting with. We have
made no examination of the richness of
those lands worth speaking of, but we find
the man of all others who seems to know
| most of it, in a lecture delivered by him just
iafter coming out of it saying that in a cer-
tain portion of it there is, without question,
$30,000,000 of gold to be taken out within
a very small area. Now I rose only to say
to my hon. friend that I expected him to
dwell upon the point of what they were
parting with and what he places its value
at.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON —In proposing to
offer a few observations on the speech with
which we have been favoured by His Excel-
lency the Governor General at the opening
of this session, I cannot do so without ex-
pressing the deep regret which T feel
at the absence from his seat of the hon.
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gentleman who led the house in such a
creditable manner for the two last sessions.
I believe I am expressing the views of every
hon. gentleman in this House that Sir Oliver
Mowat during the time he was in this House
ag its leader acted in a manner that recom-
mended itself to every hon. gentleman here,
and that when he was removed from this
House to occupy another sphere of useful-

ness, he carried with him the good wishes of | b

every member of this body ; and I may say
further that I am not at all sorry when this
change was made, and we lost t_he services
of so very able a leader as Sir Oliver Mowat
that in making new arrangements the gov-
ernment saw fit to still continue the impor-
tant portfolio of Justice in this branch of
parliament ; and T am pleased to find that
in filling that office they have selected
a gentleman who occupies so good & position
in this House and in the country as the hon.
gentleman who now leads the government
in this House. While I say so, [ must
express my regret that thg governmgnt
did not avail themselves of this opportunity
of carrying out the pledge W'hl.Ch they made
of reducing the cabinet ministers, 80 t!]a,t
they would have had the credit of fulfilling
one pledge which they made to the people of
this country. But there is also a matter that
we may note in connection with thevacancies
that have occurred in this House in which
the government have fallen short of their
duty in another important respect. We have

noticed that in addition to Sir Oliver Mowat | o ¢ gince they came into power ; it is only

being removed from uvs two other chairs in
this House had become vacant by the pro-
motion of their occupants to Lieutenant-Gov-
ernorships. While I have nota word to say
against the appointment of these gentlemen
yet we must bear in mind that a very strong
plank of the platform of the party that is
now in power was that members of parlia-
ment should not have such positions dangled
before them because it would tend to affect
their independence ; and one of the members
of this government went so far as to intro-
duce a bill in the House of Commons which
would remedy what he called a very great
evil, and which provided that no member of
parliament could accept any office of emolu-
ment under the Crown until twelve months

had elapsed from the time that he vacated

his seat in parliament before he accepted the
office. The gentleman to whom I refer is
no less a personage than the Postmaster
General in the present administration. I find

these are the remarks that he made on intro-
ducing his bill :

If the government of the day can dangle public
offices before their followers an md.uce a few, a,ngi
perhaps an increasing number, to aspire to those posi-
tions they become mere parasites upon the adminis-
tration... ...... Not only do they do that sir, bqt
moving among their colleagues the; become as it
were corrupting agencies amongst their own ranks,
and so asmall percentage of persons in that position
are likely to impair the independence of the whole
ody. So it has become now in my opinion a very
crying' abuse, and parliament is cast down from its
high position, and not only is the will of the people
interfered with but all through the country the elec-
torate noticing these things are coming to the conclu-
sion that the highest aim a man can have in seeking
public life is that he may through parliament find his
way into a comfortable position for life.

I do not endorse these views of the
Postmaster General by any means. I do
not say that they are my views, but they
are the views of a prominent member of the
government and views that were coin-
cided in by other members of the
government as well, and therefore, I wish
to draw attention to the fact that in this
respect as well as many others the govern-
ment have departed entirely from their
policy, the policy they proclaimed before
the electors. Hon. gentlemen in speaking
in the interest of the government, especially
my hon. friend the leader of the House,
referred in glowing terms to the prosperity
that exists in this country at the present
moment. They did not go quite so far as
to claim that that prosperity was altogether
due to the actions of the present govern-

a coincidence, they say, but I would say to
these hon. gentlemen that it is perhaps a
little too soon to crow very much about the
prosperity connected with their administra-
tion. It would be more prudent to wait
until nearly the end of their term and then
a better estimate can be made as to how
much of the prosperity we have in the
country can be traced to their legislation
or their administration I would just
remind these gentlemen that in 1878
when their party were going out of
power, there was no such prosperity as this
existing in the country ; according to. their
own statement the country was in a very
deplorable condition. I dare say hon.
gentlemen have not forgotten the remarks
made by Sir Richard Cartwright on that
occasion when he said :

It is not often in the commercial history of any

country that we are called upon to chronicle so grea.t
a reduction not merely in the total volume of our
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trade but also in the revenue derived therefrom, a8
we have seen in the last two or three years *
Whereas a few years ago with a total population
of 3,600,000 souls we imported something like
$127, 000 000 worth of goods, we found ourselves with
a populatlon of 4,000,000 importing a little over
%94,000,000 worth. In other words the total imports
have fallen off from an average of $35.25 per head to
something like $23.50 per head. There has been an
enormous shrinkage in the lumber trade from
$28,000,000 to $13,000,000. There has been a great
shmk'\ge in bank stock and one of these institutions
has gone altogether. The depression in_real estate
has been general and long prevailing and entails an
enormous loss. Our inports have fallen off because
we h)ave been 8o poor that we have not been buying
much.

That was the state of things when these
gentlemen and their friends gave up the
reins of office in 1878. That is their own
version of what the state of the country
was at that time, and the glowing things
they say now regarding the state of
the country at the present time is rather a
compiiment to their predecessors because
the prosperity has come in when the labours
of the previous administration were begin-
ning to bear fruit.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Fourteen years.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I hope when my
hon. friend has been in power even less than
fourteen years he can point to the country
going forward in a state of prosperity such
as he says Canada enjoys at the present
moment.  The hon. gentleman had a pecu-
liar manner of showing that the people’s bur-
den would be lessened in a few years, viz., by
increase of population. It would be very
much more assuring to the House and to
the country if my hon. friend would tell us
that the public burdens were to be lessened
by a strict policy of economy and reduction
of expenditure on the part of himself and
his colleagues. I think that is what we
have a right to expect from my hon. friend
instead of this assurance that when there
comes a very large population into this
country the burden will be lessened because
there will be more shoulders to bear it. It
is quite true when the population is increased
there will be more shoulders to bear the
burdens, but if the policy of my hon. friend
and his colleagues, as shown in the last two
budgets brought down in this parliament is
continued, they will at least in the matter of
public expenditure keep pace with any
increase that may occur in the population of
the country. My hon. friend the leader of

the House expressed himself to the effect
that our position now was a very
happy one from the fact that Canada had
secured the friendship of England through
the efforts of the Laurier administration.
In reply to that I would say we have
had the friendship of England for a long
time in quite as great a degree as at the
present moment. It is not a new thing for
Canada to enjoy the friendship of the
mother country, but my hon. friend is
wrong in his views as to our receiving the
friendship of England now for almost the
first time—one would infer that was the
state of things to which he was referring—
I have in answer to him to say that in my
humble opinion the conduct of the govern-
ment of which he is a member, and particu-
larly the leader of that administration, has
been to minimize the advantages we had a
right to expect to arise from that friendship
for Canada. We have had a great desire in
Canada for a number of years to obtain a
preference for the products of Canada in the
British market. On that question a great
deal of discussinn had taken place, and there
was a consensus of opinion in Canada that
that wasa very importantquestionand fraught
with great benefit to us. I thought tkere
was but one opinion in Canada on that sub-
ject. Not very long ago the only doubt we
had was whether we could impress or had
impressed the public mind of Great Britain
on that question to such a degree as would
lead them to look ai the subject as we were
looking at it. But very fortunately within
the last few years, an important change has
taken place in the minds of many of the
public men of England on the commercial
relations of Great Britain towards the colo-
nies. The first really notable instance of
that change of sentiment on that question is
foundin the very remarkable speechdelivered
before the Canada Club in England by the
Right Hon. Joseph Chamberlain, Secretary
of State for the Colonies, in March, 1896.
On that occasion—1I have the speech in my
hands—the right hon. gentleman indicated
that, speaking for himself as he said, anl it
was found later on that he spoke for many
prominent men as well as himself—he de-
clared himself willing to depart from thestrict
principles of free trade in order to meet any
desire that might exist in the colonies to
establish some closer relations between the
mother country and the colonies. Asfar asI
could hear him the hon. Secretary of State
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purported to read from that speech and
claimed that the Hon. Mr. Chamberlain had
on that occasion expressed himself very
strongly against any such proposition as
commercial union or anything of that kind
with the colonies. My hon. friend must
either have failed to read the speech atten-
tively, or he read it with a view of extracting
from its contents somebh_ing that would
serve the purposes of his friends.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The speech from
which I have read was delivered some
months afterwards at the conference at the
boards of trade.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I will come to
that speech. The remarks I have applied to
the speech before the Canada clyub will have
to apply to my hon. friend’s comments
and extracts from the other speech delivered
before the congress of boards of trade of
the different parts of the empire a few
months later. In the speech before the
Canada club, the Hon. Mr. Cbamberlam
discussed this question, and while he held
then, as he did in other speeches, vhat an
absolute federation of the empire politically
and cowmercially was not practicable at the
present time, he expressed the strong convic-
tion that the day was coming and not far
off when it would be regarded as practicable,
and he went on to comment on the speech
made by Mr. McNeill in the House of
Commons, and the motion made by that
hon. gentleman, which attracted a good
deal of attention at the time, and Mr.
Chamberlain showed that that proposal
would not meet the views of the British
people. It is true he went that far,
but what is the conclusion he arrived at
after having reached this point? Was is
that the whole question was one not open
for discussion ? Nothing of the kind. It was
that the colonies should better their offer
and he went on to speak of a despatch
which has been referred to als> by the
Secretary of State that of the Marquis of

Ripon of the previous year, 1895, concerning

resolutions passed in this very room by
the great colonial conference of 1894 with
reference to improving trade relations \v.lthm
the empire and he, Mr. Chamberlain, pointed
out that even Lord Llipon’s despatch was
not an absolute negation of the whole ques-
tion of improving the trade relations of the
empire or even of a zollverein of the empire.

And he laid down four propositions. The
first was that there is a universal desire
for closer union. The second was that
such union can be best approached on the
commercial side. He said we should reach
the question on the line of the least resis-
tance. The third proposition was that pro-
posals already made by the colonies were not
sufficiently favourable to Great Britain, and.
the fourth proposition was that a true Zoll-
verein is a proper subject for discussion. He
went even further and he pointed to the fact
that it need not be on a strictly free trade
basis; that it could be on a basis of a revenue
tariff, and he ponted to the fact that Great
Britain although strongly free trade in her
policy,imposed heavy dutiesonarticles which
he enumerated for revenue purposes, and the
different colonies might be allowed to select
articles on which they could collect duty for
such purposes. He furnished ground on
which such an arrangement could be made.
He went further and said that although he
was a disciple of Cobden he had not such a
pedantic admiration for the doctrines of free
trade, that he was not willing to depart
from such principles for a substantial consi-
deration. He wanted a quid pro quo, and
he said that was what Cobden did when he
negotiated the French treaty and added sure-
ly we are not expected to be greater free
traders then Cobden himself. But my hon.
friend says that he referred to another
speech, to a speezh made by Mr. Chamberlain
when addressing the Chambers of Commerce
for the empire some three months later
than his speech before the Canada Club, and
it was from this speech my hon. friend
claimed he found such comfort in address-

ting the House as furnishing an absolute

negative of the doctrine of preferential
trade. I have the speech in my hands and
1 shall read a few extracts from it. Hesaid :

The establishment of acommercial union throughout
the empire would not only be the first step, but it
would be the main step, the decisive step towards
the realization of the most inspiring idea that has
entered the minds of British statesmen.

That does not look like a negation of the
whole principle and he spoke of several

propositions before the public on this ques-
tion. He said:

The first of them is a proposal that the colonie®
should abandon their own fiscal system and should
accept ours; that they should carry out fully the
doctrines of free trade ; that they should open their
markets not only to us but to all the world ; and that
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they should abandon entirely the protective duties, ! duties on food and on raw material (hear, hear.) Well,
upon which now they rest very largely for the | gentlemen, I express again my own opinion when I
revenues which they collect. That is a proposal - say there is not the slightest chance that within any
which is supported by the Cobden Club by extreme— | reasonable time this country, or the parliament of
1 sup ought to say orthodox—free traders, | this country, would adopt 8o onesided an agreement.
and there is, no doubt, a great deal to be said for it. | The foreign trade of this country is so large and the
I do not deny that possib%y it might be, for all con-, foreign trade of the colony is comparatively so small
cerned, the best solution. (Hear, hear). At the.that the small preferen e given to us upon that
same time, I am bound to point out that that would | foreign trade by the colonies would make so small a
not bring about commercial union in the sense in 1 difference would be sosiall a benefit tothe total volume
which we have generally understood the word, | of our trade that I do not believe the working classes
becanse that would be in the direction of cosmopolitan | of this country would consent to make a revolutionary
union, but it would offer no peculiar advantage to the | change for what they would think to be an infinitesi-
trade of the empire as such. But, to my mind, a | mal gain. (hear, hear) Well then, gentlemen, you will
much more fatal objection is the fact that, speaking | see that so far we have only arrived at » dead lock.
%snera.lly. the colonies will not adopt this proposal. | We have a proposal by British fiee traders which is

e must consider it, therefore, as counsel of per- | rejected by the colony and we have a proposal by co-
fection and if we are to wait until the colonies | Ionial protectionists which is rejected by Great Bri-
generally are converted to our views in regard to the | tain. We have, therefore, if we are to make any pro-

-advantage of free trade, let us recognize the fact that |
in that case we must postpone the hope of a com- |
mercial union to the Greek Kalends. (Laughter and |
hear, hear). Gentlemen, free trade in this country |
has been developed, no doubt to the great advantage |
.of this country for the period of half a century (hear, !
hear) but, in spite of that, it has made no converts.

We do not find, and again T am speaking generally |
‘because I know there are exceptions, we do not find |
that there is any considerable approach to our system !
on the part of the colonies, and there is no approach
;.t all to it on the part of toreign countries, (Hear,

ear,

It is very remarkable that my hon. friend
the Secretary of State, with this speech in|
his hand did not see any of this. I am!
reading from the speech just as it comes be-
fore me. It is very remarkable that my
hon. friend’s eye never happened to strike.
this part of the speech of the Hon. Mr.!
‘Chamberlain.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I read the specific
statement, not the sentimental parts.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—He is now deal-
ing with specific propositions. There is no
sentiment at all in what I have read. He
had discussed one proposition which came

from the orthodox school of free traders in |

!

England, and he dismissed it. He now comes |
to speak of another proposition, and that is |
the one which the colonies are making. He'
says . {‘

T pass on then to the second propcsal which has |
been laid before a similar congress to this, which :
found expression at the great congress held at Ottawa |
a year or two ago. This is a proposal which has been |

vocated with great force and eloquence by colonists |
and is the very reverse—in spirit at any rate—to the |
proposal which I have just been considering. For |
whereas the first requires that the colonies should :
abandon their system in favour of ours, this proposal |
requires that we should abandon our system in!
favour of theirs ; and it is in effect that, while the'
colonies should be left absolutely free to impose what
protective duties they please both upon foreign |
countries and upon British commerce, that they
should be required to make a small discrimination in :
favour of Brtish trade in return for which we are |
expected to change our whole system and to impose |

gress at all.

My hon. friend the leader of the House
says hear, hear, when he hears the statement
that the British proposal is rejected by the
colonial protectionists. Surely my hon.
friend will not say that Canada is now repre-
sented by the protectionists, but my hon.

i friend must consent to put himself in the

position of a colonial protectionist since he
applauds the rejection of the British pro-
posal. Mr. Chamberlain goes on to say:

We have, therefore, if we are to make any pro-
gress at all, to seek a third course, a course in which
there shall be give and take on both sides, in which

! neither side will pedantically adhere to proconceived

conclusions, in which the good of the whole shall
subordinate the separate interests of the parts. I
admit, that, if I understand it correctly, I find the
i:rms of such a proposal in_a resolution which is to

» suhmitted tuo you on behalf of the Toronto Board
of Trade.

Now, what was the resolution of the
Toronto Board of Trade? We will thus get
at what was meant by Mr. Chamberlain when
he found what he thought was the germ of
a practical proposition on which this great
problem could be worked out. Here is what

| the Toronto Board of Trade says:

Resolved that in the opinion of this conference the
advantge to be obtained by a closer union between
the various parts of the British emﬁuire are so great
as to justify an arrangement as nearly as possible of
the nature of a Zolverein based upou principles of
the freest exchange of commodities within the em-
pire, consistent with the tariff requireraents incidental
to the maintenance of the local government of each
kingdom, dominion, province or colony, now forming
part of the British family of nations.

‘We have the distinct declaration of Hon.
Joseph Chamberlain, that he saw the germs

of a practical proposition in this resolution
of the Toronto Board of Trade.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—What became of the
resolution ? It had so poor a reception that

it had to be withdrawn.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I think it was
withdrawn. But that does not affect Mr.
Chamberlain’s position.

Mon. Mr. MILLS—The present tariff is a
step in that direction.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—We will see
about that. Mr. Chamberlain said he saw
the germ of a practical solution of the ques-
tion in that resolution of the Toronto Board
of Trade and that being so, I cannot see for
the life of me how those ‘gentlemen can
attempt to deny that Mr. Chamberlain had
committed himself to this question as a
practical issue. Now, I have quoted some-
what at length and discussed these two
speeches of Mr. Chamberlain’s. Then we
have a speech by the Duke of Devonshire
which was made at the landing of the
colonial premiers in England—an address
of welcome. He said :

Very few disciples of free trade fifty years ago
would have believed for a moment that at this time

France and Germany would be carrying on an
" enormous trade under strictly prohibitive conditions,
and not only that they would not have opened their
markets to us, but they would be competing over us
for the possession of as large a portion as pussible of
the surface of the earth, not for the purpose of
opening it up out of the universal benefits of free
trade, but for the purpose of excluding from those
portions English trade. The world has not become
the commercial paradise which was predicted in the
early days of free trade opinion, when it was hoped
that free trade would bind all thenations of the earth
so closely together that it would be a matter of
comparatively little importance by whom they w:ae
ruled, or under what influence they were governed.
We have since learned by painful experience that no
old nor new markets are being thrown open to us by
the influence of free trade alone, and that if we want
to provide for increasing commerce, which i8 neces-
sary for the support of our increasing population, we
must find those markets for ourselves, and must use
every opportunity either of expending or consoli-
dating our colonial possessions.

These views are found to be in harmony
with the opinions expressed by Mr. Cham-
berlain on these two notable occasions, bfefore
the Canada Club and before the Associuted
Chamber of Commerce. But if any doubts
were held at all as to what the views of Mr.
Chamberlain were I think I can quote an
authority that is entitled to the respect of
the hon. leader of the House_a.nd the hon.
Secretary of State as showing what the
position of Mr. Chamberlain was 1n regard
to this question. I am quoting frqm a speech
wmade in London, Ont., in 1896, a little before
the last general elections by the Right Hon.
Sir Wilfrid Laurier, premier of Canada, and
this is what he says:

w 1d have for our goods a preference which
woulfi“;:(:)‘; be given to the goods of another nation.

That practical statsemen Mr. Chamberlain has come
to the conclusion that the time has come when it is.
possible within the bounds of the empire for angthgr
step to be taken which will give to the colonies in
England a preference for their products over the
products of other nations.

Here the Hon. Sir Wilfrid Laurier speak-
ing in London in 1896 complimented Mr.
Chamberlain in coming to this conclusion,
and said that the time had come when such.
a step would be taken :

What would be the possibilitias of such a step iff
it was taken. We sell our goods in England. We.
sell our wheat, our butter, our cheese, all our natural
products.

He knew exactly the articles on which
preference would conie :

But there we have to compete with similar pro-
ducts from the United States, from Russia and from
other nations. Just see what a great advantage it
would be to Canada if the wheat and cheese and
butter which we send to England be met with a pre-
ference over similar products of other nations. The
possibilities are immense. Mr. Joseph Chamber-
lain the new and progressive Secretary of the
Colonies has declared that the times has come
when it is possible to discuss that question. But
sir, if England is going to give us that preference
England would expect something from us in return,
What is it she wouqfl expect ? England would expect
that we would come as closely to her own system of
free trade as it is possible for us to come. England
does not expect that we would take her own system
of free trade such as she hagit; but I lay it before
you that the thing the British people would expect in
return is, that, instead of a principle of protection,
we should adopt the revenue form of tariff pure and
simple. These are the conditions upon which we can

have that boon.

Hon. gentlemen say they have fulfilled
these conditions. They tell us sometimes,
but rather in bated breath, that they have
given us a revenue tariff. Well, if they
have, according to Sir Wilfrid, they put
themselves in a position to get that boon of
preferential trade, and why do they not get
it? I will discuss that question later on. The
right hon. gentleman, apparently desirous
of putting himself further on record in regard
to this matter, spoke in Montreal as follows :

In regard to this question of preferential trade I
desire to say that Sir Charles Tupper is no more in
favour of the idea than I am myselFe * o *
My hope is—nay my conviction is that on the 23rd of
June the liberal party will be at the head of the
polls, and that it will be the liberal party, with its

policy of a revenue tariff, that will send commission-

er:d to London to arrange for a basis of preferential
trade.

Well, if T know what occurred at all, I
know there was a certain commissioner went
to London, the premier himself went there,.
but it would be the severest irony to say he
went there to make a treaty for preferential
trade with Canada. It would be entirely-
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contrary to the truth, as I will show before
I resume my seat. When Sir Charles
Tupper made a remarkable speech in Mon-
treal during the winter of 1896, upon this
question of preferential trade, the Toronto
Globe, the organ of the gentlemen opposite
me, asked ‘ why should Sir Charles Tupper
waste his time and breath in advocating
preferential trade, when it is a policy that

every one in this country will hold up his

hands in support of. The battle has to be
fought in England.” Here was the declara-
tion of the organ of the party that there
were no two opinions in Canada on this ques-
tion of preferential trade. Now, I will show
the other side of the picture. The premier
went to London last year to attend the
great Jubilee celebration. On landing he
was met by the Duke of Devonshire, who
made the remarkable speech from which I
have quoted. The Duke of Devonshire
is better known as Marquis of Hartington,
and he was leader of the liberal party on

Mr. Gladstone’s retirement, but is now
leader of the liberal unionists. He is
one of the most powerful men in the

public life of England, and when he met
these delegates and made the important
statements which I have read, one would have
thought the premier of Canada in rising to
respond would have uttered the sentiments
which he expressed in Montreal, when he
said a commission was going to England after
the elections to push and advocate the ques-
tion of preferential trade and to get it too
he said because the reform party had the
correct principle working at home. But
what did he say :

I claim for the present government of Canada that
they have passed a resolution by which the products
of Great Britain are admitted in the rate of there
tariff at 124 per cent and next year at 25 per cent re:
duction. This we have done, not asking any compen-
sation. There is a class of our citizens who ask that
all such concessions should be made for a quid pro quo.
The Canadian government has ignored all such
senitments. We have done it because we owe a debt
of gratitude to Grant Britain. We have done it
because it is no intention of ours to disturb in any
way, the system of free trade which has done so
much for England.

This was before he landed, or just on his
landing, before mingling with English people
at all, before anything could have occurred
on that side of the Atlantic to change the
views he had previously expressed here.

What we give you by our tariff, we give you in
titude for the splendid freedom under which ge
me prospered. It 1s a free gift. We ask no com-
pensation. Protection has been the curse of Canada,

we would not see you enme under its baneful influence
for what weakens you must weaken us.

Here we have this gentleman claiming to
vepresent Canada as the premier of the
country, going back on the declarations he
had made before he had crossed the Atlantic,
and while he was seeking popular favour here,
and giving away this important question in
this ignominious manner. What did Mr.
Chamberlain say when he found that Sir
Wilfrid Laurier had abandoned preferential
trade. He said:

It would have been hard enough to carry through
the idea had all the colonies been persistent and en-
thusiastic advocates of it, but Canada does not favour
it, and New South Wales opposes it. These are the
leading colonies, and with them in practical op-
position, it beconies iimpossible, and I would not now
touch it without a pair of tongs.

In the bitterness of his heart, he uttered
these words, finding that the advance he had
made in the citadel of free trade, where he
had rallied around him the ablest men in
Great Britain, was being checkmated by Sir
Wilfrid’s backdown. He found that all the
work he had done was trampled under
foot by the premier of Canada, who spuraned
the olive hand of commercial friendship
which he—Mr. Chamberlain—was stretching
out to all the. colonies on behalf of the
people of Great Britain. If there could
be any doubt as to the effect of the speech of
Mr. Laurier, see what Mr. Rosebery said.
He was the opponent of Mr. Chamberlain,
and he was perhaps enjoying the discom-
fiture of his opponent, although there is
reason to believe from Mr. Rosebery’s
utterances that he was not very far from
sympathizing with some of the views Mr.
Chamberlain had been giving expression to.
He said :

Mr. Chamberlain had a proposal which had some
force and gained some strength, but now it must be
approached with the reverence due to a corpse, for
Canada’s premier has said that if the British Empire
is to be maintained it can only be on the condition of
the most absolute free trade,

Now I will read an extract from the Lon-
don Trades Journal, a very important com-
mercial organ in Great Britain as hon. gen-
tlemen will admit. It discussed this ques-
tion a little later, and the Zrades Jowrnal
said this :

From the day he (Sir Wilfrid) landed in England
until the day he left he seems to be oblivious to the
fact that in his mission he was the representative of
all Canada. He seems rather to have imagined that
he was sent there for his own self glorification and in
the interest of his party * *  When he
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arrived in England he found a large and influential
section of the politicians and press full of enthusiasm
over the preferential policy of Canada, and energetic-
ally discussing the corresponding duty of finding some
equivalent advantage which Great Britain might
confer on Canada, even if by so doing it might be
necessary to modify the free trade policy of the past
fifty years.

That is what the Trades Journal said was
the condition of things there. A large and
important section of the politicians and press
of the country were looking round to see
how they could meet Canada in the matter
of preferential trade. The article continues:

the House. It cannot be found in these
i documents that Mr. Chamberlain laid down
}any such proposition. On the contrary in
i the Chamber of Commerce meeting he laid
'down the very opposite of it, for that is one
tof the two proposals which he said was prac-
| tically impossible to expect Great Britain
| to give up everything, or the colonies to give
| up everything. Neither one was practicable.
The settlement was to be found midway be-
tween the two extremes. Thereis not a word
Iof truth in the Toronto Globe’s statement.

I .
. The complacent Sir Wilfrid following up his! Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend show-
usual policy of conciliation which means abandonment : ¢d the accuracy of that statement in the

of claims, relieved the merchants, manufacturers and .
politicians with the press from all necessity of further
discussion, by informing them that they were troubl-
ing themselves without cause, because Canada neither |
wished for, nor would accept any favours. Ttislittle |
wonder that he achieved much p.opularltgf tht;oug}l |
such a surrender of Canada’sclaims. 7 )
It may have been quite fair that Sir Wilfrid Laurier
should claim credit for the fact that Canada granted
preferential tariff treatment to England without any
.stipulation for an equivalent, but it was an act of
supreme folly for him to tell the British government
and people that Canada neither hoped nordesired any
preference for its products on the markets of the
mother country.

That is what the Trades Journal said apd
no political opponent of Sir Wilfrid Laurier
in Canada could put the case more emphati-
cally than this commercial organ of Great
Britain put it. Now, I noticed that my
hon. friend the senior member from Halifax,
who was speaking a moment ago,‘read an
article from the Toronto Globe which pur-
ported to find an excuse for Sir Wl}fnd in
going back on his professions during his
stay in England. I was surprised to find
my hon. friend reading this extract from
the Globe :

Conservative newspapers keep up a constant fire of
criticism on Sir Wilfrid Faurier because as they
allege he refused to agree to a preferential tariff
between Britain and Canada as proposed by Mr.
Chamberlain. It is just as well that the real faults
of the nation should be known. During the visit of
colonial premiers to England, Mr. Chamberlain
made the proposition that there should be absolute
free trade between Great Britain and her colonies, on

condition that Britain placed a small customs tax on
commodities from foreign countries.

I have read you from Mr. Chamberlain’s
speech in opening the Chamber of Commerce.
I have also in my possession a copy of the
remarks that were put before the conference
of colonial premiers when they met in June
last in London by that hon. gentleman,
and I fail to find that there is one
iota of truth in this declaration of the
Toronto Globe which my hon. friend read to

fourth proposition from Mr. Chamberlain’s

'epeech.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My hon. friend
is unfortunate in his interruption. He
| must consider the order of time a little. Sir
| Wilfrid landed in England before the con-
“ference met at all, and the Toronto Globe also
i rather forgot the order of time when it set
tup that plea for him, because his change of
' views regarding preferential trade occurred
| before his landing on the shores of England,
before the conference met at all, and there-
fore nothing which may have been said
there could possibly have influenced him.

And my hon.friend was still more unfortu-
nate in regard to the order of time, because
this fourth proposition which he referred to
was made nearly two years ago, a full year
and a half before the landing of the premier
in England at all and did not occur in any
shape or form at the opening of the colonial
conference of the premiers in 1897 besides
the fourth proposition was that a true zoll-
verein was a proper subject for discussion.
Therefore my hon. friend has not helped his
leader at all, but ‘rather has put him in a
| worse position than he was before he rose
{from his seat. I will not go back, I have
already discussed that fourth proposition.
I have already pointed out that Mr.
Chamberlain mentioned exceptions from free
trade and named the articles to which these
exceptions would refer. It mentioned food,
sugar and timber, as articles on which the
colonies might be given a preference. There-
fore my hon. friend is very unfortunate in
his inter:.'uption, because he has only left his
premier in a worse position, if anything,
than he was before.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
He could not do that ; that is impossible.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—We have fol-'
lowed the premier during the speeches he
made in 1896 in Canada, we have followed !
him to England, in 1897, and we find he'
went back there upon what he said in,
Montreal and Toronto, and when he came
back to Canada he went back on what he:
said in England. We find that shortly after,
his return he addressed a meeting in Toronto
at a banquet and said :

Certainly, if T thought I could have obtained fori
my country, for the products of Canada, a preferen-
tial treatment in the markets of Great Britain, I would |
not only have been wanting in patriotism, but I would
have been wanting in reason-—I simply would have
been an idiot—if I had failed to obtain such prefer-
ence,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—He knew it was im-
possible.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Indeed, he
said in Montreal during the last elections
that all that was necessary to get pre-
ferential trade was for the liberal party to
come into power when a revenue tariff
would be adopted. They will say that they
have just done exactly that—all that was
necessary to be done was to put the liberal
party in power and adopt a revenue tariff,
and that progressive statesman Mr. Cham-
berlain was ready to take them by the hand,
and give them preferential trade. He went
to England, and before he met Mr. Cham-
betlain he went back and 3aid I donot want
any of your preference ; but now he says he
would have been an idiot if he could have
obtained for his country such a preferential
treatment and have failed to obtain it.
I have no desire to describe the premier
of this country as an idiot, but [ can-
not object to the classification which he
himself has written down in a manner which
is far from complimentary, to his intelligence.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—He says it was abso-
lutely impossible.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—Where did the
light strike ! Where did this conversion take
place? It must have been about as sudden
as the celebrated conversion on the journey
from Jerusalem to Damascus. He had left
here full of yearnings for preferential trade,
and before he touched English soil, before
he had met English opinion on the other
side of the Atlantic he gave it all up. Where
did he become convinced that it was utterly
and completely impracticable

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We have made the

first step towards it. It may come in the

next ten years. A great change would not
come in twelve months.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON —That looks as if
somebody was going to change again.
According to my hon. friend the vision must
have occurred on the broad Atlantic, some
supernatural communication must have been
made to the hon. premier of Canada to
account for this wonderful change which
has no parallel since that remarkable con-
version which occurred some eighteen hun-
dred years ago on the road to Damascus. I
have no hesitation in saying, hon. gentlemen,
that Canada instead of being placed in a
more advantageous position on account of
the friendship of England at the present
time than she had enjoyed before we
have lost ground that has been worked up
for Canada and for the other colonies with
great industry in the face of strong obstacles.
by the most eminent men in the colonies
and most eminent men in Great Britain.
together, notably among these men who
have fought and toiled day in and day out,
year in and year out to put this question ir
the happy shape in which it stood when Sir
Wilfrid Laurier went to England, is Sir
CharlesTupper, the leader of the conservative
party in Canada : and the work he did was.
responded to by Mr. Chamberlain and there
wagevery prospect of an agreement being rea-
ched and a solution being found when there
was so much real desire for preferential trade
within the bounds of the empire, but all this
has been lost for the presentand a set back has
been given tothat question, theeffects which I
am afraid will Jast many years to come by the
action of the premier of this country in this
Jubilee year. But I am very glad to find
from a recent speech made before the Liver-
pool Chamber of Commerce, on the 18th Jan-
uary of this year, th ;ugh bitterly disappoint-
ed with regard to the premier action in the
meeting of the colonial premiers last sum-
mer, that Mr. Chamberlain is pretty well
back on his old ground again. He is not
going to give up the fight. Probably he
has found out that when Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier was in England he did not speak the
views of Canada on this question. We find.
that Mr. Chamberlain addressing the Cham-
ber of Commerce of Liverpool last month
said :

Our policy is to bind the "colonies cluser to us by
all means in our power, and if not practicable yet to

pave the way for a future union which will be closer
than anything that is now practicable.
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We shall not attempt—that would be foolish to put | time that he fell so far

pressure on our colonists to go_one step farther than
they themselves desire to go. 1t is not for us to take

the initiative. We would rather follow the lead ;| questions with which he

but what I think we have already accomplished is

motherland, we, at any rate, are prepared to meet
them more than half way in any approach which
they may make to us, mn any desire which they

: ¢ {when he was in the motherland. Refer-
to convince them that wherever they live, however !

far their home may be from the centre and from the ‘

short of his duty in
important of all
had to deal

respect to the mosy

ence has been made by my hon. friend
from Monck to a great mistake which
i was made in conferring the Cobden medal

may express for a closer union, and gentlemen, it wiil | upon the wrong man, I agree with him,

come, if not in ourday, then in that of our succes-
8013,

He says now, proudly, notwithstanding
all the set backs received it will come, if
not in our time, in that of our successors.

Tn what form T know not. Tt would be foolish to
attempt to predict. It may be in the shape of com-
niercial union of the Imperial zollvereia, which ‘I.do
not believe ty be so absurd as do some political
economists. 1t may be in the shape of some Imperial
couneil which will represent the federation of the
British races, and which has been advocated by men
as different in other respects as the late Mr. Forster,
Lord Rosbery and Lord Salisbury; but in whatever
way it is presented to us, we shall not be deterred
either by the economic pedantries or the selfish-
ness—which is a virtue with some politicians—fromn

giving favourable consideration to any " proposals

which our brethern across the seas may make to us.
And in such consideration I for one do not believe
the English people will keep a strict account of profit
and loss.

The hon. Secretary of State rea,d.where
some two years ago Mr. Chamberlain was
counting up the profit and loss ; but now, }‘1e
says, we have got a step furth_er, we will
not keep a strict account of profit and loss.

That they will seek to be assured of a present
pecuniary gain for so much concession on th'en- p:}i]rt.l
No' 1 think they will look, and look wisely, rather
to a future time when we shall find our reward and
that the splendid isolation with which our foreign
critics sometimes taunt us, will be transformed into a
union of the British race, and when the sons ot
Britain throughout the whole world shallestand
shoulder to shoulder to defend our mutual interests
and commnon rights.

Reference has been made to the flattering
reception which the prewier received in
Eneland, and the eloquent speeches that he
made. In these respects we are all pleased.
We are pleased notwithstanding his way-
wardness upon this great question—that as
the representative of Canada, he was received
with enthusiasm, and we are also p}ea.sed to
know that apart from this question upon
which he has made such a great and fatal
mistake, he acquitted himself in a manner
that was creditable to Canada. Weare proud
of his eloquence. We are glad that since it
fell to the liberal party to represent us in
England that it devolved upon him as far as
eloquence was concerned to have performed
the task, regretting as we do at the same
9

and I am serious in it. 1 think that the
Cobden medal was not conferred upon
the gentleman in Canada who had the
fairest and the best right to it. If the free
trade club had intended to confer any honour
or distinction upon a man in Canada who
has stood up for the principle of free trade
| they should have conferred it upon a gentle-
1yman who was in England also at the time,
my hon. friend from Shell River, and not
upon the premier of Canada, who 1 claim
has no title whatever to any recognition of
that kind from the Cobden Club, because so
far from being a faithful adherent of the
principles of free trade he stands to-day in
{the very opposite position in Canada.
Now, 1 will read what Lord Farrar
rsaid when making the presentation to
the premier of Canada. Yoy will see how
lentirely they were mistaken with regard to
Sir Wilfrid Laurier and the attitude of his
party on the trade question in Canada. He
said :

|
I There ix u party amongst us who would willingly
discriminate against German and Belgian goods, and
would look upon the denunciation of the German and
| Belgian treaties as a step towards what they have
been pleased to call the commercial federation of the
empire—a system under which commercial union
in the different parts of the empire will be fostered
by laws exclnding or discouraging foreign goods, If
this were to be the consequence of wﬁat you have

done, I need hardly say that we of the Cobden Club
would not have been here,

They would not have presented him
with that medal if they understood that he
was going to take advantage of the denun-
ciation of the treaties for the purpose of
giving advantage to British goods over
foreign productions, yet we have my hon.
friend the Secretary of State announcing
a tariff change already, exactly in the
direction that the Cobden Ciub said
that if they suspected that was what
Sir Wilfrid Laurier was going to do
they would not have been there to pre-
sent him with the medal. What the
government called the reciprocal clause
in the tariff of last year turned out

not to be a reciprocal clause or a prefor-
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ential clause, they hardly can tell them-
selves to-day what its scope and bear-
ing is, but it is going to be made preferen-
tial with the will of parliament in the
present session. Parliament is going to be

moved by the gentlemen opposite, the

Secretary of State and his colleagues to

convert it into a preference in favour of

British and colonial over foreign goods.
So this medal of the Cobden Club was
obtained under false pretenses.

Hon. MEMBERS—Send it back !

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I have no hesi-

tation in saying they would not have pre-:

sented him with the medal if they had
suspected the stand which he is now tak-
ing. He took the medal, comes home and
his Secretary of State says he is going to
give a preference for British goods over
foreign products.
move that the debate be adjourned.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, 15th February, 1898.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
O’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE ADDRESS.
THE DEBATE CONTINUED.
The Order of the Day having been called—

Resuming the further adjourned Debate on the con-
sideration of His Excellency the Governor General's
Speech on the opening of the Third Session of the
Eighth Parliament.

Hon Mr. FERGUSON said :—When the
House rose yesterday aftetnoon I was speak-
ing of the presentation of the Cobden medal
to the premier of Canada during his visit to
Great Britain last year, and I was pointing
out that that medal was presented to the
right hon. gentleman with what might be

It being six o’clock I.

lcalled a condition attached, which I
learned from my hon. friend the Secretary
of State in this House the other day, is
about to be violated. The condition was
that if the Cobden Club, speaking through
the mouth of Lord Farrar, believed that the
{object and intention of the government of
Canada in obtaining the denunciation of the
,German and Belgian treaties was to give a
preference to Great Britian, they would not
have been there. Yet the hon. gentleman
‘accepted the medal. Now, I have to carry
“that point further and take the position that
.the right hon. gentleman must have known
when he heard that condition expressed that
he could not comply with it, because it was
at least one month earlier, viz., on the 24th
of June that the meeting of the premiers
took place in London, and in the opening
i Mr.Chamberlain explained tothat conference
i (I have the official report in my hand) that it
would be necessary for the government of
- Canada to change what they call the reci-
procal offer of last year, because even if the
. German and Belgiantreaties were denounced,
, the favoured-nations clause in the treaties
with other countries would still remain and
;under its operation Canada could not give a
i preference to any foreign country without
granting the same favour to all nations hav-
ing by treaty a right to most favoured treat-
jment. He (Mr. Chamberlain) pointed out,
‘that in the case of Holland, if a preference
I was given to her, other countries would have
‘a like privilege, and he explained to the
'premier of Canada and to that conference
. that it would be absolutely necessary either
“to go back on that Canadian reciprocal reso-
- lution altogether, or to confine the preference
i to Great Britain and her colonies. The only
“opening for the hon. premier to get out of the
~position in which he is placed with regard to
the accepting of that medal under this condi-
tion is that he may have, at that mmoment,
. intended to go back entirely on the reciprocal
, resolution and nottogive a preferencetoGreat
; Britain at all. If that was his position when
i he accepted the medal he maintained his
honour that far, but I cannot conceive how
the can continue to retain his honour and at
i the same time retain the medal when his
,colleague the Secretary of State has an-
inounced in this House the intention of the
| government is to confine that preference to
{ Great Britain.
i -But I take other grounds toshow that the
 premier is not entitled to wear that Cobden
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medal. I take the ground that in Canada
his party do not claim to-day that they are
standing on free trade principles. It would
be folly for them, before the people of this
country, or any one who knows the history
of their tariff, or the effect of the tariff, to
say that it is a free trade measure. It is by no
maans a free trade tariff. Even my hon. friend
from Halifax pointed out some respects in
which it is not a free trade tariff. He said
the manufacturers were protected cnough.
He acknowledged the principle of protection
was in the tariff, and he thought they had
enough protection, and there might be a
duty of 5 per cent imposed on raw material ;
and he pointed out another notable instance
of the way this tariff is not only protective,
but extremely protective, and that is in the
matter of coal oil. It is notorious that in
the contest which took place in Centre Tor-
onto not very long ago, the candidate and
the speakers in the interest of the govern-
ment, claimed that the government ha.d
given the manufacturers a strong protection,
which was to be continued. Therefore, 1
claim, that apart altogether from the condi-

tion which Lord Farrar attached to that |

medal having been violated by the announ-
cement made by the Secretz}ry of Sta,be.: t,htz
policy of the government in the shaping o
their tariff, and the effect of their tariff in
Canada, precludes the hon. gentleman f(tiom
honourably wearing the medal presente .to
him by the Cobden Club. In conpectmg
with that, and before passing from 1t:——and
that is the only further reference I inten
to make to that question——I want to say
that I think the present government are en-
titled to commiseration on account of the
position they occupy with regard 1\;0 hthe
tariff and its protective character. My hon.
friend the leader of the opposition in the
House read to you extract after extr.act of
speeches of almost every leading man in the
ranks of that government when he Wlé:s
in opposition, telling the country W?‘a; ‘he
was going to do in the way of demo 12 ing
protection—eliminate every vestige o prz
tection—cut the head off prptectlon an
trample on its body—this villainous systen&
of legalized robbery—scoundrels great an
scoundrels small—applied to the manufa.ct.-
urers of the country were made to fly hllcg
rockets in our political atmosphere for
years. A chorus against protection Wwas
raised by the present members of the gov-

ernment when they were 1n opposition, and

9%

it was joined in by their speakers and wri-
ters and the press, for a great many years,
and culminated in their Ottawa platform
as we all know. In the face of that we
have, to-day, a strong protective tariff,
almost as much so as the Conservative party
would desire. In view of all these facts,
and in view of this position which the gov-
ernment occupies to-day, it would be interest-
ing to recall a warning and prediction made
by Sir Richard Cartwright, Minister of Trade
and Comunerce, a solemn warning which he
uttered to his own party only two or three
years ago in connection with this very sub-
ject. Hereis what the hon. gentleman said :

There are two lessons which I think the Reformers
of Canada should learn. One is presented for our
example and warning in the fate that has befallen the
Democratic party in the United States. It shows to all
who chose to read the signs of the times, that when a
party places itself at the head of a great popular
movement, if the party tenders a stone instead of
bread, it is half-hearted in the prosecution of the
great aim it sets before it, and will be deservedly
swept out of power by the very people who would
have sustained and advanced it.

That is a prediction which the Minister of
Trade and Commerce inade himself, a solemn
warning which he uttered to the members of
his party, and I feel assured that it was a
truthful and ominous warning, and the hon.
gentleman, if he does not get out of the boat,
will find the fate overtake him which he
predicted would overtake all public men who,
after having put themselves at the head of a
great popular movement, would go back
upon it, ignore it, and trample it under their
feet. Now, we have heard a great deal
about the denunciation of these treaties and
it is claimed that the government have given
evidence of a very great amount of states.
manship by the course which they have pur-
sued in regard to this matter. When the
so-called reciprocal resolution was submitted
to the House of Commons last April by Mr.
Fielding, the conservative leaders in the
House of Commons at once told him
and the premier across the floor of the House
of Commons that they were proposing an un-
constitutional resolution and one which they
could not carry out. They warned them if
they persisted in that resolution it would
become the duty of the Governor General to
withhold his assent from it ; that it was im-
possible for the Governor General to assent
to such a resolution. They based that opinion
on the despatch of Lord Ripon of June, 1895.
Any one would have thought it was so plain
that school boys would have known its
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|
meaning and would have governed them-|
selves accordingly. Tt said:

For this reason and in order to prevent inconveni- i
ences, it will be desirable if such preferential duties |

and was not in the nature .of a preference
to any country in particular they all
would have to earn this advantage by
making a tariff as low as curs. This was

are included in_a general tariff bill, that a proviso the argument and with that argument

should be added that they are not to come into oper-
ation until Her Majesty’s pleasure had been signified.

| the premier left for England. What do we
find ?

: We find that the law lords decided
.against the government. They say those
. treaties with Belgium and Germany were
‘denounced on account of this resolution
ithat our Parliament had passed. It is
significant however that the treaties were
idenounced before the English law lords
heard the argument of the Canadian repre-
;sentatives. 1 do not pretend to say that
"that resolution was altogether without
_weight in the consideration of the entire
iquestion. Tt may be that it was detrimental
iin some respects. I will prove that it was
They set up two conten-|regarded as a detriment to the abrogation of

Here was the instruction that was ad-
dressed to the Governor General of Canada
and the governor of every colony in the
British Empire. It was a circular despatch
in which they had the plainest orders set
before them that they were not to give Her
Majesty’s assent to any bill which contained
preferences of any kind. In the face of
that, the government went on for weeks,
ignoring all that was said to them and
arguing that their proposal did not come
under the terms of Lord Ripon’s des-

patch at all.
tions : first, that these treaties—the Crel‘-lithe treaties by some men and assurances

man and Belgian—did not apply to us, 'had to be given that there was no dan-
because Canada had not been consulted ger before they were denounced. By

and Canada had not ratified those treaties as i sgome the Canadian resolution may have
a separate colony of the empire. Thesecond been regarded as an auxiliary, but we
ground was that the proposition did not'have it from Mr. Chamberlain himself,
mean a preference at all; it was simply a!in the report of the conference and from
reciprocal provision, and for both these|a subsequent speech made by him, that when
reasons or either of them, the German and : he received the resolution of the conference—
Belgian treaties did not apply. The Hon..the unanimous resolution of the conference—
Sir Louis Davies, the Minister of Marine asking for the denunciation of the treaties
and Fisheries, who became the mouth-|which hampered the rights of the colonies
piece of the government in regard to this to give preference to Great Britain, he
matter, said this : ‘laid the matter seriously before the govern-

When this resolution was tabled the hon. gentle- . ment and the government decided to de-
man (referring to Sir Charles Tupper) declared it an | nounce these treaties. But, hon. gentlemen,

illegal and unconstitutional resolution. Can he lay | N , )
his finger upon a single paragraph published in any | T want to point out to you thut there

newspaper of weight in_the world endorsing that ex- | were in the minds of very ewinent men
travagant statement of his? Can he produce the

opinion of a prominent lawyer or even of afledgeling |
lawyer endorsing the absurd and ridiculous statement !

in England at that time, and not much
wonder, scrious doubts as to whether the

made by him that the resolution was unconstitutional - denunciation of those treaties would not

and illegal ?

This was the declaration of the mouth-
piece of the government. Shortly afterwards
however they actually brought down an
amendment which partly removed the difli-
culty and which showed they had no
confidence in their own contention. It
extended the provisions of the resolution
to all nations with which Great Britain had
treaties in regard to trade. With that pro-
vision attached, the royal assent would be
given to it, but they still contended that
the German and Belgian treaties did not
apply to Canada and even if they did apply
in general they did not apply to this pro-
vision because it was a reciprocal provision

 lead, in Canada particularly, rather in the
t way of the disintegration of the empire than
to consolidation. On the day previous to
the prorogation of the British Parliament,
on the 5th of August last, Mr. Courtney, one
tof the members from the county of Cornwall,
brought the matter up before the House of
Commons and I will just give a short extract
from what he said on that occasion. He
said :

A few years ago there was a strong party movement
in Canada in favour of promoting almost complete
fiscal freedom between the United %tates and Canada.
But that conld not be accomplished without differen-
tial duties as between goods imported by the United
States and European countries, if not between this

country and Canada. This step towards the fiscal
freedom of the colonies was a step rather towards dis-
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integration than integration, towards separation ‘ the face of a circular despatch from the
rather than combination. | British Government, such as the Marquis of
This was the serious difficulty that pre- Ripon had sent out in 1895. But I will

sented itself to the mind of Mr. Courtney, a read on:
very able man, as Mr. Chauberlain a‘dmltt'ed +Tam happy to say it has never been the policy of
when he came to discuss the matter with ' the representative government of any colony, though
him. How did Mr. Chamberlain I'eply to it may have been adv'ocatf_d.\.)‘y S(?rnehlioli.t}lcllalcis'; but
that? Mr. Courtney remembered that the ;}l‘]‘zrt*‘h::;v a? I‘:;eu]é;:::rf)m iticians who will advocate
party that was in power in Canada had a . _
few years ago advocated commercial union Thereare politicians the right hon. gentle-
with the United States: He feared, and -man said who will advocate anythmg; and in
it was no wonder, that when these same : this connection he was discussmg Mr. Court-
men came asking for the denunciation of . pey’s pointed reference to the leel“a.l party
these treaties, their object was simply to ob- 1n Ca:nada, .when‘they were.a,dvocatmg cow-
tain it so that they could differentiate mercial union with the United States. But,
against Great Britain, as the liberal party he said no representative government of
in Canada had prop sed a few years before. any colony has ever done this ; it is only
) | politicians, such politicians as will advocate
Hon. Mr. MILLS—Does he say that?  anything that were doingit. He continued :

o . " We must not. judge the politics of a country (we
Heu. Mr. FERGUSON—He does S&Y are inclined to thank Mr. Chamberlain for that) by

that : i the views of the individual politicians. But it is, [
I think, most undesirable that a politician in the posi-

A few years ago there wasa strong party movement tion of my right hon. friend should, as it were, hold
in Canada in favour of promoting almost (’C:lnp]ete out an invitation to a colony to take a step which
fiscal frecdom between the United States and Canada.  would be certainly most unpatriotic, coupling it with
; an assurance that there would be no objection on the

And then he goes on and says he feared ' part of this country. A step of that kind would be a

L, , ies w step that must lead to further and very important
that the denunciation of these treaties was i results—results, I ami convinced, not desired by the

a step towards the disintegrat}i‘on Oft,othe i colonies or the people of this country.
1 i chance o' . i .

o i i nearioos work—that. waa | Now, o fa from their poicy o their past
what his language pointed out; and in  historyor mn;lanydt}llfmg that they had done,
order to show that I am not misinterpret-[g“’mghs‘i“:i"gt and force to the movement
ine what he says, we will see what Mr. 1T the denunciation of these treaties
> . e Iv - |1t turns cut that their past waywardness on
Chamberlain said in reply : _ . these commercial questions interpnsed a seri-
My hon. friend introduced “t‘ﬁ:;)e re‘ﬁ"ﬁ‘:i d“?tgg“fﬁ :ous objection in the minds of some of the
%h:é"ifla;g;ﬁ ﬁ;dtﬁhfc;:?eeé) to llnakf arrangements bBSt’_ and ablest men in Great Britain and
with a foreign government by which differential ' furnished doubts and reasons why these
duties would be imposed on th“éh’“oé(lj"‘:;tr'i',"ﬁfﬁa 'treaties should not be denounced at all.
lt-nl;?:-’ )a;i(? It?tst:ﬂu‘x)ift.faf\%aﬁell(lllg ngtr think that the ' On these grour.xds I think they are en-
Mmost enthusiastic free trader ever laid that down as a | titled to no credit whatever with regard to
policy of this country, and I repudiate it altogether. [ ¢} o Gonunsiation of the Belgian and German
He repudiated altogether that if Canada ‘ f:rea:ties. But it appears, as I have already
was to differentiate against the mpthel'jxndlcated, and as many of the hon. gentle-
country Great Britain would submit to men of this House now know, after the
it. That is what we told the leeraha‘nnouncemen‘t made the other day by the
party in their wayward course, we told | Secretary of State, that they were even more
them that Great Britain would never allow i radically wrong in this so called reciprocal
it. Ob, they said, the advantages she will ! resolution than we had claimed or pointed
get by the good-will of the United States will out that they were. Not only were they pro-
comp:ensate for all this, and Great DBritain. posing to fly in the face of Lord Ripon’s
will be happy and glad to have all difficult despatch, not only were they disposed to
questions out of the way and see Qanada 1gnore treaties that every school boy ought to
and the United States in a commercial em- ‘ know were binding on the governmentof Can-
brace. Mr. Chamberlain said no, Britain ada, not only were they doing all this, but
would not allow it, no more tl{an sl.:e 3 they entirely misunderstood and misinter-
would allow these gentlemen to legislate in preted the force of the favoured-nation
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clauses which Great Britain has in her
treaties with a great many other countries,
and after having secured the denunciation
of the German and Belgian treaties they
were still confronted with the difficulty
which Mr. Chamberlain pointed out to
them. Evenafterthatis done he said you will
have to go back and modify and change this
resolution of yours, you will have to doaway
with it altogether or you will have to confine
your preference entirely to Great Britain
and the chains were fastened around them
so strongly that the Secretary of State had
to announce the change, although in an-

nouncing it he placed the premier in a ques- :

tionable position with regard to the condi-
tion on which he accepted the Cobden medal.
‘Whenever I think of their devious course
with regard to the denunciation of these
treaties, and when I hear the gentlewnen on
the government side of the House claiming

credit to themselves for what they have:

done and for that wonderful resolution of
theirs and what it effected, I am reminded

of the heading of a chapter in Pickwick :

papers where Dickens tells the story of how
Mr. Winkle instead of shooting at the crow
and killing the pigeon, shot at the pigeon
and wounded the crow ; or in another version
of it he fired at a rook in a tree in the lawn
and disabled a duck in the back yard. Even
Dickens’s sense of humour was not however
strong enough to say that Winkle turned
round and claimed the applause of the by-
standers on account of the accuracy of his
shot, but that is just what these gentlemen
have been doing—they shotat a crow in a
tree on the lawn and wounded a duck in
the back yard, and they asked the people of
Canada to applaud their markmanship. Itis
one of the greatest comedies of errors in the
history of the country. It has been a series
of blunders. Every step they have taken
has been a blunder. They have to rescind
almost every feature of their famous resolu-
tion, and the premier, in the end, will have
to send back that Cobden medal. I have
taken up so much of the time of this House
in discussing this preferential clause of the
tariff and the larger questions to which I
have been referring, that I will have to
restrict the remarks that I, otherwise, would
feel inclined to make on a subject that is
engaging the attention of the people of Can-
ada just now to a greater degree than any
other quectiopn—I refer to the Yukon Rail-
way contract which is on the table of the

i
\
!
i

House, and a bill for which is now being
congidered in another place. My hon.
friend, the Secretary of State, in de-
fending the government with reference
to this matter, put up a very alarm-
ing and erroneous emergency plea for
them. He said in extenuation of the extra-
ordinary dearth of information in the mind
of the Minister of Railways when he intro-
duced the bill, and for the extraordinary
lack of argument .of his colleagues, and for
the weakness of the bargain which was ap-
pareut to almost everybody, that they were
in the presence of a great emergency. When
parliament rose last year nobody, said the
hon. gentleman, had any conception of
such a great development as has occurred in
that extreme northern part of our country.
No one anticipated such a rush of people
to the Klondike and therefore we have
been all taken by surprise, and it was
necessary to do something to meet the
emergency. We had to do the best we

ccould. That is the substance of my hon.

friend’s plea. I must give the hon. gentle-
man credit by saying it was the very
best plea he could put before the
House for this contract. But if we only
look a little into the matter we will find that
this plea was not as good as the hon. gentle-
than appeared to think it was. I havein
my hand reports of Mr. Ogilvie, the govern-
ment surveyor, who has been in that country
for so long a time. I have those reports and
I will read some extracts from them which
have been in the possession of the govern-
ment for a long time.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—How long ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I submit that
however much hon. gentlemen in this House
who were not in the secrets of the govern-
ment may have been taken by surprise,
and many of them may have had sub-
stantial reasons for not knowing that a
great development was taking place there-—
the government could not put up that claim,
They, at least, knew the extraordinary cir-
cumstances developing there. On the 6th
of December, 1896, Mr. Ogilvie made his
first report to the government with regard to
the discoveries of gold in the Klondike.
That is more than a year and a-half ago.

" Hon. Mr. SCOTT—When was it received?
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—The hon. gentle-
man can tell that; I cannot.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not think it was

received for nearly a year afterwards.

Hon. Mr. FERGUUON—-It was certainly
not received in the course o‘f the week or
the month in which i: was written.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT -It would take six
months

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—Making all
reasonable allowance for the time that it
would take that report to reach Ottawa, I
think the hon. gentleman will have to ac-
knowledge tha' there was full and ample in-
formation in the hands of the government
early enough for action to be taken, and not
this precipitate action as lite as aboqt the
beginning of this year. Mr. Ogilvie re-
ports :

[ am very much pleased to be able to inforin you
that a most important discovery of gold has been made
on a creek called Bonanza Creek an affluent of the
river known here as the Klondike. Tt is marked on
the aps extant as Deer River and joins the Yukon
a few niiles ahove the site of Fort Reliance. b

The discovery was made by G. W. Cormack, who
worked with me in 1887 on the coast range. The in-
dications are that it is very rich, indeed the richest yet
found, and as far as work has been carrid on 1t real-
izes expectations. It is only two weeks since 1t was
known, and already about 200 claims have been stakgd
on it and the creek is not yet exhausted; it and its
branches are considered good for 300 or 400 claims.
Besides there are two other creeks above 1t which it is
confidently expected will yield good pay, a.m; if they
do o we have from 800 to 1,000 claims on this 11ver
which will require over 2,000 men for thelrg[)r({per
working. Between Thron-Diuck River am? Stew a}:‘t
River a large creek called Indian Creek flows into t g
Yukon and rich prospects have been found on it. an
no doubt it isin_the goid-bearing country be.tweeg
Thron-Diuck and Stewart Rivers, which is consideres
by all the old miners the best and most extensive
gold country yet found. Scores of them woutd pro-
spect it but for the fact that they cannot get fpro-
visions up there and it is too far to boat them up from
here in small boats.

This new find will necessitate an_upward step on
the Yukon, and help the Stewart River regloni( that
News has just arrived from Bonanza Cree 4 a
three men worked out £75 in four hours the ofher a.]y,
and a $12 nugget has been found, which assull‘(els t )3
character of the ground, namely, coa.rsedgu a":h
plenty of it, as three times this can be olxlxe wi th
sliice boxes. You can fancy the excitement bere. !
is claimed that from $100 to $500 per da oan be made
off the ground that has been pr()§P€C§ S0 d Mi‘l'll §
we have about 100 claims on (lacier and J 1'ter
Creehs, with three or four hundred in this v1.cn;: ye
next year it is imperative that a man be sent In t;qt
to look after these claims and all land matters, and 1
is almost imperative that the agent be a §urveg’§r£
Already on Bonanza Creek they are disputing abou

the size of claims. . X

I \\lr:)(i\ld have gone up and laid out the claims go&)o

erly, but it would take me ten or twelve days

80, and meantinie my presence might be m+re urgently
required elsewhere.

‘rom the indications I have mentioned, it will be
seen that this corner of the North-west is not going to
be the least important part of it, more especially
when we consider the fact that gold-bearing quartz
has been found in it at numerous places, and much
will no doubt be worked. It is apparent that the
revenue and business of the country will more than
offset the expense of administration.

That letter was written on the 6th Sep-
tember. On the 6th of November it was
supplemented by another letter from Mr.
Ogilvie. This was in 1896, and after giving
very full description he says:

From all this we may, 1 think, infer that we have
here a district which will give 1,000 claims of 500
feet in length each. Now, 1,000 such claims will
require at least 3,000 men to work them properly, and
as wages for working in the mines are from eight to
ten dollars per day without board, we have every
reason to assume that this part of our territory will
1n a year or two contain 10,000 souls at least.

They were without information were they

For the news has gone out to the coast and an un-
1 recedented influx 1s expected next spring. And
this is not all, for a large creek, called Indian Creek,
joins the Yukon about midway between Thron-Diuck
and Stewart Rivers, and all alung this creek good pay
has been found. All that has stood in the way of
working it heretofore has been the searcity of provi-
sions and the difficulty of getting them up there even
when here. Indian Creek is quite a large stream ani
it is probable it will yield five or six hundred eclaims.
Further south yet lies the head of several branches of
Stewart River on which some prospecting has been
done this summer and good indications found, but the
want of provisions prevented development. Now
%old has been found in several of the streams joining

elly River, and also all along the Hootalinqua. In
the line of these finds farther south is the Cassiar gold
field in British Colgmbia; so the presumption is that
we have inour territory along the easterly water-shed
of the Yukon a gold-bearing belt of indefinite width,
and upwards of 300 miles long, exclusive of the
British Columbia part of it. On’the westerly side of
the Yukon prospecting has been done on a creek a
short distance above Selkirk with a fair amount of
success, and on a large creek some 30 or 40 miles be-
low Selkirk fair prospects have been found ; but, as
before remarked, the difficulty of getting supplies
here prevents any extensive or extended prospecting.

That letter was written on the 6th No-
vember, 1896. It closes by saying:

Before closing I may say that every report that
comes in from Bonanza Creek is more encouraging
than the last. Prospecting has only begun, and up
to date of mailing, November 22nd, very rich pros-
pects have been found on the few claims prospected
on: from one dollar to the pan of dirt up to twelve
dollars are reported and ne bed rock found yet. This
means from $1,000 to $12,000 per day per man sluic-

ing.
" %‘he excitement is intense, but at this season of the

year it is very naturally very local.

Thea on the 9th December, he wrote
again :

Since my last the prospects on Bonanza Creek and
tributaries are increasing in richness and extent, un-
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til now it is certain that millions will be taken out of
the district in the next few years. i
On some of the claims prospected the pay dirt is of |
great extent and very ricE. One man told me yes-
terday that he washed out a single pan of dirt on one |
of the claims on Bonanza and found $14.25 in it. Of :
course that may be an exceptionally rich pan, but $5 |
to §7 per pan is the average on that claim it is re-!
ported, with five feet of pay dirt and the width yet
undetermined, but it is known to be 30 feet even at
that: figure the result at 9 to 10 pans to the cubic
foot, and 500 feet long ; nearly $4,000,000 at $5 per
pan—one-fourth of this would be enormous.

He ends up this letter by saying :

The miners here are, 1 understand, getting up a |
petition to the Minister asking for aid 1 opening a
way from the south and building along it shelter for
winter travellers, with suitable supplies scattered
along.

Here was a demand for a right of way,
for access to getv in and out of this country, |
and this was written as early as the 9th|

December, 1896. |

As iti= now a winter trip out from here is un“
account of the long haul and want of shelter tedious |
and hazardous, and their representations are worthy |
of consideration. I

Then, writing from Cudahy under date of |
the 11th January, 1897, he says: i

I
The reports from the Thron-Diuck region are still |
very encouraging ; so much so that all the other creeks .
around are practically abandoned, especially those on i
the head of Forty Mile in American territory, and |
nearly one hundred men have made their way up |
from Circle City many of them hauling their sleds |
themselves. Those who cannot get claims are buying |
in on those already located. Men cannot be got to
work for love or money, and developmeat is conse- '
quently slow ; one and a half dollar per hour is the"
wages paid the few men who have to work for hire, ;
and work as many hours as they like. Some of the :
claims are so rich that every night a few pans of dirt |
suffices to pay the hired help when theve is any; as |
high as $204 as been reported to a single pan, but this
is not gemerally credited. Claim owners are now
very reticent about what they get, so you can hardly
credit anything you hear ; but one thing is certain we
have one of the richest mining areas ever found,
with a fair prospect that we have not yet discovered |
its limits.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE
From where does he write?

BOWELL—

i

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Cudahy. He
says that as much as $204 was tuken out in
a single pan, and he speaks of Miller and
Glacier Creeks as follows :

Miller and Glacier Creeks on the head of Sixty
Mile River, which my survey of the 141st meridian
determined to be in Canada, were thought to be very |
rich, but_they are poor both in quality and quantity |
compared with Thron-Diuck. |

Chicken Creek on the head of Forty Mile, in
Alaska, discovered a year ago and rated very high, is
to-day practically abandoned.

The last letter was dated 23rd
January, [897. My hon. friend the Secre-
tary of State asks ‘“but when were these
letters received 1” Now, he must know the
date when they wore received, but 1 do not.
T think we have pretty good evidence that
they were received pretty early in the spring
of 1897.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—-Oh, no, I assure the
hon. gentleman they were not. 1 know
there was four or five months we did not
hear from Mr. Ogilvie.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—That would
allow four or five months, from Septeniber
when the first announcement was made. I

. was allowing seven or eight months.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Tt was certainly long

after parliament rose last summer. We did
not know anything about it until after

parliament rose.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My hon. friend
will have to recede from that statement in a
few minutes.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We had general re-
ports but no specific information.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON--On the 21st May
the government made their famous mining
regulations which T hold in my hand
establishing the royalty of ten per cent. Does
my hon. friend tell this House that he would
fix these royalties at ten per cent without
the information I have read? On the
21st May the government had this informa-
tion. They must have had it. Even though
it would take four or five months on the way
they must have had it some time before that.
They were not so expeditious in moving as
they would wish us to infer. The probabili-
ty is they had three or four months noticeand
proceeded very tardily in making the mining
regulations and only proceeded to make these
regulations when they could not help them-
selves. But we know this that on the 21st
May they had made these amended regula-
tions which I have in my hand, these extra-
ordinary regulations establishing and collect-
ing a ten per cent royalty on these mines, and
surely my hon. friend will not pretend to tell
this House that they made these regulations
without having the information I have read
to the House, establishing the wonderful
richness of the mines of that country? Now,



[FEBRUARY 15, 1898] 137

the emergency plea which my hon. friend | culties that surround this question. I
the Secretary of State offered this House the | cannot imagine that there are any diploma-
other day for this extraordinary contract will | tic troubles in the matter but which are
not hold water atall. There isno foundation ' on the face of it, which we all can see, and
for it. They had all this information long | which the people of the United States and
before parliament rose last 1ear, and Canada are studying just as well as the
what did they do? They passed these min-  gentlemen in the government are study-
ing regulations which have been condemned |ing them at the present moment. It
and condemned very properly all over the!is possible there are some, but the
country—regulations that they have been' man who is looking on can see as far into

patching and changing from time to time
ever since. They passed these regulations,and
that is ahsolutely about all they did until,
within a very recent period. The whole world !
was talking Klondike long before the House
rose in June or July last, and people were
moving from almost every part of the habit-
able world in that direction, and yet the gov- |
ernment wereoblivious of all this,and, instead |
of attending to their duty they went up
and down in the country and out of the
country junketting east and west, revelling,
and having a good time, and did nqt awnkg
to the importance of this great question until
a few weeks ago, and then they spring this

a millstone as the man who is picking it.
We have all the advantages possessed by the
hon. gentiemen opposite, or nearly all. They
may get sometimes a day or two ahead of us,
but such is the rapidity with which news is
carried that the public will soon overtake
them on any soch questions as this. The
hon. Secretary of State spoke of the diffi-
culty on account of this strip of United
States territory at the head of Lynn Canal
which interposes between the open waters
of the Lynn Canal and British territory,
and I asked the hon. gentleman if he had
applied for permission to go over that strip
with a railway, and he said, No, we have

extravagant, extraordinary bargain '\vhichirfot. The telegrams fron} ‘Washington last
they propose to make with Mackenzie and | Saturday say that the United States govern-
Mann, and they come to the Hou-e in the | ment havg applied for' permission to .build
person of iy gon. friend, the Secretary of : railways into our territory and that it has
State, and say it is a great emergency. “We . been refused. Thz'zt is the statement which
found ourselves confronted with a great|comes from Washington. ) I can therefore
emergency and we have to do the very best | very well understand that if the government
we can.” In discussing this question in the 1‘ have refl}sed th_e Americans permission to
House hon. gentlemen appear to have placed | locate railways in our part of that northern
particular stress, particular reliance upon | country, th? Amer_lczl:ns wogld naturally
what we would call whispered arguments. refuse to give us similar facilities. I can
They could not give us just such infor- | very well understangl that the members of
mation as would <ettle everything in. tbe government having refused such permis-
our minds at once ; they had some valuable  sion would not be very likely to go and ask
information in their minds and possession :the United States for permission in the same
that they could ~carcely whisper themselves, ! direction.

but if we only knew what they knew, the| g ‘v poprroN_T) i
X 3 . . ! . X —That only brings
diplomatic reasons and the diplomatic fOmesfint:o prominence the fact that it 1); notga

Jiing to 1
that were at work, we would be wiliing to Canadian route—not an all-Canadian route.

swall vh ontract as they have|
allow e ¢ Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I have just

swallowed it. :
mentioned the answer I received from my

That is the burden of the‘1
statement made by the two members of the r
government in this House. I have looked ' hon. friend the Secretary of State and the

over the question as carefully as I am able reply that he gave and the statements that
to do, and T must say that I entirely con-:are te.legraphed from Washington, which we
cur with the observations of my hon. friend | have in the newspapers, that permission has
from Brandon in reply to my hon. friend the ' been refused to the Americans to build a
leader of the House, when he said he could ‘ railway into our territorv, and consequently
see nothing substantial in these whispered . it is all the more likely that our government,
arguments which the members of the  would not apply after having given such a
government had been giving in  the refusal. For my own part I admit there are
House, with regard to diplomatic diffi- difficulties in this coast strip.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS—Does the hon. gentle-
man think that we ought to be content with
a road from the head of Lynn Canal into
our own territory !

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON I shall come to

(SENATE]

this contract without a provision for prevent-
ing the passing over of this railroad, that is
going to cost us so much, into the hands of
United States capitalists. The bonding
system has also been discussed,and it appears
that difficulties are met with in respect of

that very soon. these privileges, and perhaps some of the

Hon. Mr. MILLS —I thought my hon | whispered arguments may refer to difficulties
. - g v

friend had come to it and was passing it. {9V the bonding syster. There is also an-
rother difficulty with regard to transhipment,

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—TI admit there | that difliculty will be met with, I think, more
are difficulties in connection with this coast | pointedly at the mouth of the Stikine River
strip, but [ take this ground : I can see no:than perhaps at any other place, because it
reason for refusing permission to the people : is a question of navigation which we would
of the United States to build a railway into | not meet at the head of Lynn Canal. 1 do
our country, if we get a reciprocal advantage 1ot know whether we can get over the bond-
of locating a railway over that coast strip, | ing system by the Stikine River route. It
un]ess a provision 1S cont,ained in the con- :w 18 certan.l we \Vln meet lhlS dlfﬁculty ab the
tract which is not yet in it that Mackenzie : Other point at the head of Lynn Canal, and
& Mann will be precluded for ever from pass- I think it is likely we shall meet it at
ing their charter over to foreigners. What |the Stikine as well. That brings me to
is the use of refusing permission to Ameri- | the subject which was referred to by three
cans to build a road over our territory if you . hon. gentlemen wlo have spoken on the
leave the cate open to them to acquire or other side of the House. The Secretary of
buy a railway tor which we are giving a State gave an explanation to the House, and
domain? I cannot see it. T think it is a gave us some very interesting information
most extraordinary thing that that contract With regard to the difficulties about this
should come down to us without a provision' boundary. 1 followed him with close atten-
forbidding these contractors from assigning | tion, and was pleased with the information
that property to United States companies. | Which the hon. gentleman gave us with re-

i gard to the line of demarcation between the

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No; they will not United States possessions and those of
have the opportunity of doing it. . Great Britain on that coast; but he made

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON_TE the :this statement: that the Russians were

1 ] S }ﬁ)on. Tsimply allowed to use that coast on suffer-
gentleman leaves the door open to them,: ance for the curing of their fish.

they will have an opportunity it they want
1t Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am sure I did not

Hon, Mr. SCOTT—They will not have; use the word sufferance.
the door left open ; you need not be afraid.
) |  Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—I may be wrong

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON —-I have not such | in using the word sufferance, but the hon.
unbounded confidence in the hon. gentle- gentleman said \t was for the purpose of
man and his contractors that I would leave curing their fish. As I undetrstand the his-
them the power to do what they choose. 'tory of it, the Russians held that coast by
This is a dangerous thing, and I am not right of discovery. There was no question

going to take the ground that we should not '
reserve to Canadians the trade of that coun-:
try, by securing an all-Canadian route into
it. I am inclined to believe that is what
we ought to do, even though it should cost !

about the right of Russia to that coast and
their claim went even further south than
the end of Prince of Wales Island, but while
it was settled that that should be the southern
limit of their possessions on that coast, the

us a good deal, but I say it is extremely in-| Britishheld theinteriorof thecountry through
consistent for gentlemen of this government the Hudson Bay Company and other British
to say that they would not ask the Ameri-| subjects pressing very near to the coast, and
cans for permission to locate a railway on | that accounts for the strip that was settled
their territory, and refuse them to penetrate by the treaty of St. Petersburg of 1825.

our country with railroads, while they leave | There was another point referred to very
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|
lightly by my hon. friend the leader of the | —the rights so defined are not affected by
House and was followed up by the Secretary {war, are not so even affected by the abro-
of State and then dealt with very strongly | gation of the treaty.
and very fully yesterday by the hon. gen-: )
“tleman %rom yH}a]ifa,x. The ground taken' Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—That is my hon.
was this, that we lost at the time the treaty friend’s view.
f Washington was agreed to very impor- _
fo)amt rightsawhich we had there, as my hon.% Hon. Mr. MILLS—That is the rule of
friend from Halifax pul:a it, tvhrt?u%h the 'law.
ant of information on the part of the gen- )
z‘]'exlxlxan who represented Canada at Wash-| Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I am not a
ington in 1871. My hon. friend from lawyer, but lawyers themselves will have
Halifax read a provision from the treaty to settle such questions as this by refer-
. Petersburg, the one negotiated ence to precedent. It is not a matter
‘i)x:: 188t25 ?ner:’hic% very wide px?ivileges;of law merely, it is a matter of preced-
were given to British subjects and which ent and constitutional law; and before
were xcxot reciprocal. Whether going from I leave the question I will say that my
the interior to the coast or from the ocean hon. friend may read a little more upon
to the interior British subjects had the free this question, and he may perhaps be
iv flowing through that |satisfied before he has done with it that the
use of all th(;l‘l ersll g g {rl ot laptore he has done e ihe
o1 tty for all purposes. 'rule aw 1s not at all so firm a uts
strip of c?un y pare | before this House. I know iy hcn. friend
. . SCOTT-—As freely as the!is an authority on these questions, bup we
R‘}S{S(iznsh}gd lknow that the best of doctors will err, and
' | patients will die ; and this is a subject upon
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—They hadhtheEZ\;]hich hm);i 30:}; gr}ikenld mgy,ltbefz;;e he is
i ] freely. When my hon. | through, find that he is not altogether on so
;:'i!ei:?dt:eal(lisihgtleﬁeageh}é appeared to have solid ground as he thinks heis. In 1859
forgotten that a very serious war broke out |it would seem to be settled at all events by
becgween Great Britain and Russia in the ! the diplomats who represented Great Britain
fifties. the Crimean war, and surely hon. and Russia, that the treaty of 1825 did

gentlemen know that whenever a state of
war exists between two countries all existing
treaties are abrogated.

Hon. Mr. MILLS —No.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON —My hon. friend
the leader of the House shakes his head. If
my hon. friend will take the tml{ble of look-
ing at the treaty of 1859, he will find that
that position is acknowledged from the ‘)frac‘t
that the provision in the treaty of 1825 is
revived and I think the diplomats who
negotiated the treaty of 1859 for Great

Britain and Russia would not have gone to.

the trouble of renewing it as they did in
order to get back on the old position as far
as it was possible, if these treaties had not
been abrogated by the war.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend, if he
will allow me, will find this to be the case,
that while treaties are abrogated by war,
treaties settling international rights, treaties
of boundaries, treaties of cession of territory,
treaties giving absolute right of navigation

cease with a state of war, for if not,
what was the necessity of their getting
together and solemnly re-enacting this pro-
vision at that time ?

| Hon. Mr. MILLS—T¢t is not.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My hon. friend
says it is not; and his opinion is entitled
to more weight than mine, but I will un-
! dertake to say that his opinion is not of
| greater weight than that of the diplomats
who settled this matter in 1859, and the
fact that they found it necessary to revive
- the provision of that old treaty by solemn
| treaty again at St. Petersburg, shows that
they held to my contention, that the state
of war between two countries did abrogate
that treity. Now, I have the clause in the
treaty of Washington here, and my hon.
friend from Halifax said that Sir John
Macdonald, the British commissioner, did
not know of the existence of these pro-
visions in the two treaties of St. Petersburg
in 1825 and 1859. If they will turn
to protocol 26 of the negotiations which
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took place in 1871 they will find these
words :

The British commissioners replied— (that is when
the demand was put up for the navigation of the St.
Lawrence) - that they would not admit the claims of
Awerican citizens to navigate the River St. Law-
rence as of right, but that the British Government
had no desire to exclude them from it. They how-
ever, pointed out that there were certain rivers run-
ning through Alaska which should on like grounds be
declared free and open to British subjects, in case
the River St. Lawrence should be declared free.

And we find that a provision was
placed in the treaty of Washington which
the Americans insisted should be reciprocal,
giving them rights to use these rivers when
they penetrated British territory in return
for the rights we got when the rivers pene-
trated the territory of vhe United States.
But there is another ground. Hon. gentle-
men contend that we have lost the free
use of these rivers. Hon. gentlemen
say, having this right restored by the
treaty of 1859, how was it then that we
did not have it continued? Why was it
receded from? The answer is that the ces-
sion of this country to the United States
terminated these treaties. With regard to
that I know my hon. friend will not agree
with me ; he will tell me what the rule of
law is. I will tell him what precedent is,
and I will tell him what occurred in other
circumstances like these. I will point
out to him what occurred in the case
of the Island of Madagascar; Lord
Salisbury made a speech only a few
days ago in which he admitted that France
had got the better of Great Britain as re-
gards Madagascar. He said :

The French armies had invaded the island with the
avowed intention of maintaining the protectorate. If
-they had adheved to their’intention the British trea-
ties with the Queen of Madagascar would have been
safe, but when the French were masters of the situa-

tion they suddenly changed the protectorate to an-
nexation, and with the latter the British treaties fell.

Here was Lord Salisbury’s opinion ; I am
not going to set up my own opinion ayainst
my hon. friend the leader of the House,
but I will, with all confidence, set up Lord
Salisbury’s judgment against his as an
opinion at least equally worthy of weight.
Then in the treaty of 1763 of England with
France and Spain, England had the right
of the navigation of the Mississippi River;
when the territory passed to the United
States, England lost that right and it has
never beén claimed since. Why did Eng:
land lose it? If it was a territorial

right, England would have demanded it,
but with the cession of Louisiana the
British rights of navigation of the Missis-
sippi River passed away. In 1863 the Ionian,
Islands were annexed to Greece. England
had treaties with these islands for the free-
dom of ports of commerce, and after the
cession it became necessary to make new
treaties with Greece for the continuation of
these free ports. Here we have illustrations,
and I think I have some others in my notes
that would equally prove the view that I
take. If, however, the contention of the
leader of the House is correct, the treaty of
Washington could not abrogate or curtail
our rights under the treaty of St. Peters-
burg, and we have still the free use
of the Stikine River for all purposes.
This is important, and more particularly
since the hon. member from Halifax thought
it necessary to dwell on it at considerable
length, and went so far as to say that the
distinguished gentleman who negotiated
on the part of Canada the treaty of Wash-
ington had displayed ignorance. However,
hon. gentlemen may have differed from him
during his life, on political questions, I feel
assured there is not a gentleman in this
House or the country or anywhere else, who
will doubt the great ability and the great
information possessed by Sir Jobhn Mac-
donald—and when I heard my hon. friend
from Halifax impute ignorance to Sir John
Macdonald, I really would have given my
hon. friend credit for a great deal better
judgment. However, I am glad I have
these facts in my hands, which I think are
sufficient to show that Sir John Macdonald
made no mistake whatever in 1871. I
will now refer to the difficulties of
navigation of the Stikine River and
the bonding difficulty, and the difficulty
about the location of the railroads. I will
take this position, that I think this House
and probably the country would risk a good
deal and would be willing to expend a good

‘deal of money to give a good all-Canadian

route to that country. I am afraid that this
contract and this plan that we have before
the House is not going to effect that object;
it cannot effect it inasmuch as without there
is a provision that this road cannot be as-
signed or conveyed to foreigners, we are
not assured that it will be a really
all-Canadian route. But even with that
there are difficulties in the way of navi-
gation of this Stickine River, there are
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difficulties about transhipment, there are
difficulties that have been alluded to with
regard to the bonding privileges, there are
difficulties even in the summer time and still
greater in the winter which will render it
difficult to use that river: owing to the
rapidity of the current the ice would not
be sufficiently strong in some parts for win-
ter travelling, probably it may, but there
are doubts on that score about the Little
Caion and other parts of that river, and
then I think we would have to use Ameri-
can territory in getting up in the winter
season. There are all these difficulties
in the way, difficulties internabiona.l a,'nd
physical, in connection with the Stickine
route. But I am willing to admit this,
that the railway it 1s proposed to
build from Telegraph Creek to the head
of Teslin Lake is apparently in line with
what would form a good trunk line, wpuld
form a section of a good trunk railway from
the navigable waters of British Columbia
to Dawson, say from Portland .Ca,nal.
and on that account I have some fecling for
a railway between those two points.
But I say the contract we have be-
fore us with regard to this line,
provides that this shall only be a
tramway, a three foot or three feet six
gauge—we do not know Whl.Ch it is to be—
and it cannot properly furnish even a link
in a trunk railway leading from Portland
Canal or Pory Simpson, or whatever point
may be selected in Canadian territory, right
up to the Yukon country. Then, again, the
enormous consideration we are giving for
building the link—not a link, because it
will not be of such a character as to form
part of a trunk line—that the consideration
we are asked to give away is so great that it
would, to a great extent, tig our hands in
the future with regard to obtaining a t;hTrough
line all the way and paying for it. I\ow., I
have a statement here of the comparative
distances. They are approximate—I sup-
pose as nearly correct as we can get—and the
estimate is that from Victoria to Da,.wson by
the Stikine River route is 1,638 miles. Of
that, 750 miles will be ocean, 178 miles rfnl ;
the contract provides for 150, but, ¥ think,
it is pretty clear from Mr. Jennings's report
that the railway will be at least 178 miles
long—and inland navigation on the Stikine
River and over Teslin Leke, and the other
rivers and streams that connect between
Teslin Lake and Dawson, about 710 miles;
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and the estimate is for an electric railway—
I do not know whether it is the in-
tention of the government to build an
electric railway, but that is the only
information we have of anything of an
official character—the estimate is $2,850,000.
We have also figures that we gather
from Mr. Ogilvie’s report that via the Lyun
Canal and the Chilcat Pass the distance
is 1,585 miles from Victoria to Dawson ;
1,000 miles of that would be ocean (250
miles more ocean than via the Stickine), by
rail it would be 245 miles by Mr. Jennings’s
report from the head of Lynn Canal to
Fort Selkirk, and the inland navigation 340
miles, and the cost according to Mr. Jen-
nings’s estimate of the railway portion would
be $5,636,000. There is still another route,
via the White Pass, for which there
is a charter as far as this parliament of
Canada is able to give it, to the British
Yukon Canadian Company, and for that
route the distance would be 1,000 miles
by ocean, 123 miles by rail, and by in-
land navigation about 600 miles: alto-
gether 1,723 miles, and at a cost for the
railway according to Mr. Jennings’s report
of $3,236,000. These are the three propo-
sitions that seemed to stand out boldest
for reaching the Klondike. Now, how-
ever, we have only the government plan
before us, and we have only that to
deal with as set forth in this contract,
and that is for building a railway from the
head of Stikine River to Teslin Lake, and
to depend upon water communication for
the rest of the journey. And now for the
building of that road what is the considera-
tion that we are asked to give! I have already
said that if that road were of a broad gauge
and of a substantial character, and if a policy
were announced of reaching Fort Simpson or
the head of the Portland Canal, get an open
ocean port there, the building of that road
would be a matter well worthy of the con-
sideration of the House and the country.
But even then we would have to look care-
fully into the consideration we were giving
for the building of that road. Whatis that
consideration. We are asked first in this
contract to give the company 25,000 acres
of mineral lands in the North-west Terri-
tories for every mile of railway. Itis true
that that railway is spoken of in the con-
tract as 150 miles long, and there is also a
provision that the Governor in Council or

the Minister of Railways can object to the
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granting of lands for a greater length than
is considered necessary to connect the two
points Glenora or Telegraph Creek and the
head of Teslin Lake. But after going care-
fully over Mr. Jennings’s report I think most
of us will come to the conclusion that the
railway is going to be more than 150
miles long. It will certainly be very much
longer if it starts at Little Cahon
as Mr. Jennings thinks it ought to start. In
that case it will be 208 miles. Even
if it starts at either Telegraph Creek
or Glenora and reaches Teslin Lake, after
reading Mr Jennings’s report we come to

is made in a particular locality which is
found to be valuable, they can run a base
'line, and at once secure the ground.
The miner who is in there may be able
to remain although there is no provision in
the contract that he has the right to use any
fuel. Thereis a reservation of water courses
but no reservation of timber for fuel, and
'any solitary miner who gets into a valuable
. belt of country would be driven out as soon
as the company strike their base line, because
he could not use a stick of timber for fuel
and we know that in placer mining fuel is
absolutly necessary, and it is not very plen-

the conclusion that the railway is going to ' tiful in that country. The hon. Secretary
be more than 150 miles long, and if that'of State in reply to the hon. gentleman from
is so there will be more than 3,750,000 | Victoria pointed across the House and told
acres to give to the contractors as a con-' him “why is the hon. gentleman o alarmed
sideration. I look upon this grant of'about this grant of land? The British Co-
four or five millions of acres to these con-!lumbia government have been making enor-
tractors as in itself a most extraordinary | mous grants of land for railways, and why is

consideration. My hon. friend the senior
member from Halifax pointed out what
he thought was a modification of this
extraordinary grant. He pointed out the

the fact that the company would only be!

able to claim 92,000 acres at a time, that
for every ten miles of railway they would
build they would get this proportionate
amount, they were not, he said, able to go
in and gobble up all the country at once. He
thought that ought to be taken into account,
as something that would guard the public
interest. To my mind it makes the matter
more dangerous than it would otherwise be,
for then these gentlemen will be able to hoid
their hand and operate in detail.
be able to make every miner and prospector
that goes into that country an agent of
theirs, and when any valuable gold is found
before any considerable body of miners can
go in there and fix locations the company
can strike a base line and gobble up the
locality. The mineralized territory is very
large, and prospectors will wander up and
down that country, and the experience
of the past has been that hundreds may pass
over ground and find nothing, and the next
man may come along and find gold, and gold
will be found from time to time in places that
were not thought to be richly auriferous at all
in the first stages of exploration. But this
company havingenormousinterests there with
their surveyors and mining engineers and
experts of every kind, that money can com-
mand will be akle to watch the movements
of these miners, and as soon as ever a strike

They will!

"he so alarmed because such a grant as this is
' made in the Yukon country far away in the
inorth.” Let me tell my hon. friend that I
- have gone over the acts of British Columbia
very carefully and I find no such grant of
'land as this has ever been made by the
| government of British Columbia.

|

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—TI beg the hon. gentle-
man’s pardon. There were two or three
companies that received land grants, 20,000
acres per mile.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—As far as the
bare statement of so many acres a mile goes
| the hon. gentleman may be right, but he is
just right that far and no further. How
far have mineral rights been given to them ?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—That
is the point.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Yes, that is the
point.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I should like to
ask the hon. gentleman whether he approves
of giving lands which would probably de-
velop the resources of the North-west Terri-
tories to develop the resources of British
Columbia.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I will reach
that later. My point is thas there is not in
 the legislation of British Columbia or any
province of Canada, or I doubt very much
whether there is in the legislation of any
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country under the sun such a proposal as to
hand over an immense block of mineral
lands in the way these hon. gentlemen are
proposing to hand over these lands. _There
are only two cases in the legislation of
British Columbia where I have been able to
find precious metals have passed at all to rail-
way companies. In granting mfl to a railway,
on the very same route as this from Glen-
ora tq Teslin Lake, there is a grant of
aid in the British Columbia statute-book of
5,000 acres per mile on each side of .the
railway in alternate blocks, and precious
metals are entirely reserved. There is no
right or privilege given with regard to pre-
cious metals at all. There is another Act,
and this stands out alone of its character in
the statute-book of British Columbia, as far
as my investigation has gone—fand I have
gone over the statutes w1th. a good
deal of care—there is what is known
"as the Cassiar Central Railway aid to
extend from the head of the Stickine River
to the Dease River in the northern part of
British Columbia, and there it is proposed
to give a lease of land to this company for
35 years, and there is a process by which
the lands are to be selected, and precious
metals do pass in that contract, but that is
the only one in which they pass. But what
are the restrictions in connection with '1b?
They are these : that any free miner notwith-
standing the grant of these Jands to the
company, can go in and locate and work and
secure a mine upon any of these lands, with
a further provision by which the company
may go in as a partner thh. him, {Ln'ci
they can buy him out or seil to him, but it is
provided that the free miner ghall have every
right and privilege there subject to the sell-
ing out or buying out. He shall have fuel
and he shall have water and every other
privilege and right to carry on his business.
under the mining and land laws of British
Columbia. In every other Act of grants of
land that I can find on the statute-book of
British Columbia there is this general pro
vision :

. Nothing in this Act contained shall

grejudice the
rights of free miners to search for, get and win precious

etals and to use timber for mining purposes, subject
to the mineral and land laws of the province.

There is not to be found in the legislation
of British Columbia or any other legislation
in Canada any parallel to this extraordinary
Proposition made to this House on the pre-
sent, occasion to grant away absolutely this

4,000,000 or 5,000,000 acres of land to this
company as a consideration for building a
tramway. Some of the government organs
said it took their breath away when they
heard it in the first place and I am not
surprised because that is the impression it
has upon me when T consider it at the pre-
sent moment. The government say there
are 80,000,000 acres of mineral lands there
and what signifies 4,000,000% If it were
4,000,000 taken in one slice at the side or
any part of that 80,000,000 there might
| be something in that excuse but even then
lit would be extraordinary. It is a most
| extrordinary contract in every way you look
at it. Then there is another provision, or lack
of provision, in it that is remarkable. In the
Acts of the province of British Columbia, T
find reservations with regard to town sites.
There is here a reservation with regard
!to arable land. They might safely put
that in. I fear there is not much
arable land up there and the amount of
advantage to the public from reserving the
arable lands I do not think is great. But
why has there been no reservation regarding
town sites? In many of the Acts of British
Columbia—I think in most of them—
there is a provision of this kind that wher-
ever town sites are laid out the company has
to pay the government $5 an acre for the
!land so laid out and the governmnent reserve
lone-fourth of all these lands used for town
!sites. So that the government benefits by
| the development of the country and the lay-
ling out of towns, but there is no such pro-
vision here. The company are going to have
the town sites, the minerals, the timber, every-
thing in sight, going to have it all and there
is no restriction of any kind placed upon
them. My hon. friend the Secretary of State
said : “oh, but 100,000 acres, if they were
free to select it just wherever they liked,
might pay for the whole thing.”” When
my han. friend made that statement he
gave away the whole case, because he
knows very well that while they will
have to take some land which may or may
not contain quartz along with the river
beds which contain placer mines, they
would take very good care they will run no
base lines except where they find there are
good tracts. They need not be in any great
hurry. They can wait and watch. They
will spread all the country over with
their agents and officers, and they can
which their time as I said before when




144 |SENATE]

1 - o -
miners strike rich mines they can go in before , Pacific Railway had of building branches
many of them get to work or even after and they did not give that monopoly up
they are in, and by the peculiar method of  until they received a valuable consideration:

settling the blocks they can freeze them out.
I think that altogether the consideration is
so enormous that it should be condemned,
and I feel almost certain that hon. gentle-
men in the government will modify this
extraordinary bargain and bring it into some
shape yet that they will use their influence
with the contractors and have this extraor-
dinary contract shorn of its worst features.
The desire which we all have to give relief to
those who may go into that country and get
the trade of the Yukon country is very
great, but the government have brought
before us such an extraordinary agree-
ment that it will be impossible to get
the people of this country to accept it.
What do we find in Mr.Jennings’s report! He
estimates that 12,000 people going in there
and paying five cents a mile and each taking
in three-fourths of a ton freight will give
in a period of four months earnings amount-

for it, and now we are proposing to give enor-
mous monopolies, exemptions, preferences,
. town sites and mineral lands in addition to
'the earnings of a railway that the govern-
! ment engineer says will be over and above
the cost of working and interest on the cost
of construction and depreciation, $209,000
a year which represents over $5,000,000 in
‘money. There is the unreserved timber in
that country. Although there is not much
of what we call valuable timber, it is the
‘best they have and will be very valuable
there. They have enormous franchises
-given them and all that for building 150
‘miles of tramway. I am astonished that
,hon. gentlemen would come before the
'country with such a proposition as this
and I hope in the interests of the country
that even now they will pause and come to
{ parliament with ua proposition - to which
i honest men can give theirsupport. My hon.

ing to $540,000. He estimates the cost of ; friend the leader of the House looks at me.
operating at about $55,000 a year. ThereiI am very far from saying no honest man
will be a clear profit of $209,000 a year on i can be found who will vote forit. If I have
the working of that tramway, after allowing 'said anything of the kind I do not exactly
ten per cent for depreciation and interest mean it. Honest men may be very mis-
on the tirst cost. Capitalize that at four guided sometimes and in this case, if hon.
per cent and you have the sum of $5,225,000.  gentlemen will persist in this measure and
Then there are the various monopolies that | forceiton parliament they and their support-
this company has. There is to be no other ers are very much misguided in my opinion.
company chartered from the head of Lynn I think the consideration for the building of
Canal except this. I this railway is enormous, and it forms no part

“in the trunk line which we wish to see built
no  from the North-west Territories or British

| Columbia to the Yukon. The considera-

‘tion is so large that I am surprised

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—That also should , and amazed hon. gentlemen should come
be estimated, and the preference in royalty . before the House with such a proposition.
of 9 per cent. over ordinary miners. There I have many other notes before me, but
is a preference which they have with regard  having spoken so long, I must only thank
to constructing a railway from the head of  the House for their attention dnd take my

Hon. MACDONALD —And

taxes.

Mr.

Telegraph Creek to a harbour in British | seat.
Columbia, and they have that for ten years.
If at any time within ten years the govern-| Hon. Mr. BERNIER—This debate is

ment of Canada is prepared to vote money |

or land or other consideration for building
that railway, and this company is willing to
do it, they have to give them the first chance.
That is a valuable consideration. They have
a monopoly of building railways from any
point from the international boundary or at
the head of Lynn Canal into this country.
These monopolies must be extremely valua-
ble. We know the monopoly the Canadian

very likely drawing to a close. Before it
closes I ask the indulgence of the House
while I may make a few remarks in con-
nection with a subject which I expected
would be mentioned in the speech from the
throne and which is conspicuous by its
absence. Fortunately the hon. gentleman
from Marquette has to some extent supple-

| —I mean the school question. My hon.

mented the omission by some of his remarks.
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friend in his brief reference to the subject,
accounted for the absence of any mention of
it in the speech from the throne by the
reason that, according to his views, that sub-
ject was practically out of the range of our
deliberations now. Has the hon. gentle-
man correctly interpreted on that matter
the sentiments of the government? Does
the government really believe that this
subject can be dropped in that way ¢ If that
were the case, I must say thab no greater
delusion could pervade the minds of the
hon. members on the treasury benches. And
I am bound at this stage of our deliberations
to give them a warning. We stand to-day
where we have always stood. From the first
we have made up our minds that we would
appeal to the constitution of our country to
remedy the grievances we have,and from that
moment we have been decided to leave no
stone unturned in order to get justice. We
are just as decided now as we were In
1890 to pursue that course. No delay will
deter us from pursuing that course, and |
no obstacles will induce the minority to sur-
render their rights. These rights have been |
determined by the pronouncement of the|
Privy Council. They have been determined
more especially by the remedial order passed
by the late government. 'A.nd Whll(? men-
tioning that remedial order it is but fair that
T should point out to the statesman to whom
we are indebted for the passing of that
judgment, which has finally ‘demd.ed the
whole case. There he is sitting in this
House as an honoured leader of an important
group in the Senate. He, a Protestant, he
who is personally opposed to denomina-
tional schools, saw the justice of our conten-
tions, he saw the necessity of _upholdmg the
constitution, and with the uprightness which
characterizes him, he had the re.medlal order
passed. To him also and to his f.rlends around
him we owe the only serious attempt
that has been made to relieve the minority
of the distress under which it is labouring.

That remedial order cannot be altered, or
modified or withdrawn. The Governor Gen-
eral in Council cannot pass any Order in
Council that would modify or destroy that
first remedial order ; and unless the ¥mper1a1
parliament interferes that order will stand
for ever.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Did not the legis-
lation of the province of Manitoba close the

question ?
10

! Where did

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—No, not st all ; it
left the question as open as ever, because no
local legislation can do away with the
remedial order unless it completely complies
with such remedial order.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—That legislation
of the province of Manitoba was at the desire,
or on the instructions of the Governor Gene-
ral in Council and was a settlement between
the Governor General in Council and the
province of Manitoba on the remedial order.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—It was at the
desire of the government, I do not con-
tradict that; but I say the desire of the
government in that respect did not comply
with the judgment which the Governor
General in Council had before passed and
consequently their action, as well as the
action of the local legislature, is absolutely
inadequate. As a matter of fact, this action
far from being adequate to the requirements
of the remedial order is the very reverse and
would be substantially the destruction of
the remedial order of 1895, which this
government or any other government have
no right and no power to do.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
the hon. gentleman obtain
the information that there was an Order
in Council agreeing to any such arrange-
ment? If my recollection is correct the
Secretary of State informed me at the time
that there were no records at all, and that
everything that was done was simply by
conversation.

Hon Mr. BOULTON—The hon. leader
of the opposition knows that acomnission was
sent to the province of Manitoba to nego-
tiate with the provincial government.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BO\VELL—By

whom ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —By the govern-
ment of which the hon. gentleman was a
member.

Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
~hought the hon. gentleman was rererring to
the action of the present government.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I am referring
now to the fact that the government, of
which the hon. gentleman was a member, if
not the leader, sent a commission for the
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purpose of settling this question with the
province of Manitoba. That failed to
effect that arrangement; then the new
government came in and almost in the same
terms effected an arrangement with the
province as a full discharge of the obliga-
tions of the province of Manitoba under the
terms of the Order in Council.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Oh
no.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—The hon. gentle-
man is omitting this fact, that in the in-

structions given by the late govern-
ment to the commission he refers
to, there was this: that commission

was instructed not to make an arrange-
ment except with the consent of the
minority. That consent we did not give,
and as a matter of fact we were never called
to give our consent, because the commission-
ers saw clearly themselves that the govern-
ment of Manitoba was not willing to come
to a satisfactory arrangement, and they re-
turned without accomplishing anything. Let
me state again that no arrangement which
may fall short of the requirements of the
remedial order, can have any effect upon the
remedial order without our consent.

Having so stated our position, I must

refer to certain facts and to a certain docu-
ments which are now of public notoriety.
Last year some of the gentlemen supporting
the government of the day and some of the
cabinet ministers, amongst whom the right
hon. premier himself, appealed as against us
to a high authority on the other side of the
ocean, an authority which always commands
the highest respect from the adherents of
the church to which I belong. It is of no
small importance to remark here that the
minority was not a party to that appeal.
The minority has always been of opinion
they were correctly interpreting the doctrine
of their church in matters of education, and
they were satisfied that our constitution
afforded sufficient means to remedy their
grievances. But the appeal having been
taken to the authority to which I have
alluded, and the answer having come, we
must take notice of it. It is well to state
that in the document to which I allude our
claims are fully sustained and the views of
the appellants are not sustained. This docu-
ment cannot’ bind in any constitutional -or
legal way the citizens of Canada, and the

Pope does not profess that it can, but
although such is the case, that document has
been received in Canada with such a marked
favour that it would be on our part a derelic-
tion of duty not to acknowledge it. Those
amongst our countrymen who do not belong
to our faith have no doubt felt that, inde-
pendent of all religious views, the voice of
such an exalted and experienced statesman,
the voice of the head of a large portion of
the Canadian people in spiritual matters,
that voice which has the privilege of draw-
ing the attention of the whole universe when
it makes itself heard should be received with
deference, and it has been so received by all
classes in our community. This is a source
of great gratification to us. It shows that
there is in the heart of the Canadian people
a sense of justice which one day will come to
the top and make itself felt in the solution
of the present difficulties.

Now, will the hon. gentlemen who have
sought this utterance, do what is advised
therein? The so-called settlement is con-
demned in no uncertain sound, their action
consequently is censured. 'Will they comply
with the terms of the answer that they have
received

As 1 have already said that document
cannot be ignored but it leaves us as free as
ever to fight for the maintenance of the
constitution of our country, and we will
ever be free to do so.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—It must be on
some different lines.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—What do you
mean ! The maintenance of the constitu-
tion is a clear line, a clear platform, and a
sound and patriotic one too.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—You cannot make
a further appeal to the Governor General in
Council.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—It is not neces-
sary to make a further appeal, because our
appeal is still standing; or rather, it has
been adjudicated upon. Let the judgment
be executed now ! TUntil it is, we will hold
to it. No further appeal is necessary to
revive our case; it is fully alive still.
AsT have said, we want simply the main
tenance of the constitution. The constitu-
tion is the ground on which we have based
our hopes for the protection of parental
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rights ; and parental rights and the constitu-
tion will remain the ground on which we
will continue to advocate the redress of our
grievances. Let the parliamentary compact
entered into at the time of the union be
carried out, or else let every province in
confederation take its own course as before.
What is the use of confederat?ng ourselves
if each province can at any time disregard
the conditions of its entry into that confed-
eration and break the pledges that it has
taken. The government of no country can
be carried on unless on the Apnnctple that
good faith must be kept with everybody,
with every corporation, with every section
of the country, and above all with the con-
stitution itself.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Will the hon.
gentleman tell me where the province of
Manitoba made any pledges !

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—Yes, I could speak
for an hour relating all the pledges they
have made. I did so in 1894 when speaking
here. I then mentioned the pledges they
made.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—You mean the
Acts they passed subsequent to confedera-
tion ¢

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—I mean the pledges
taken when the province came into the
union; I mean the pledges taken by the
legislature of the province when the legis-
lative council was abolished ; I mean tl_xe
pledges which the liberal party took in
that now celebrated election of St. Frangois
Xavier; I mean the pledges Mr. Greenway
took when he formed his government; I
mean the school legislation pfa,ssed by the
local legislature subsequent to its entry 1nto
confederation, which is more than a pledge ;
I mean the pledges that were taken both by
the local authorities and by the federal
authorities when they invited the people of
the eastern provinces to go and settle in
Manitoba in order that the immense
resources of that province could be worked
up. That invitation was coupled with the
assurance that the educational laws in par-
ticular afforded protection to the views i)j
everybody, and that they could and wou
not be disturbed. If such representations had
not been made, I for one would not have
gone there and worked for the colonization

103

of that province. To-day, all these pledges
are violated. It is to the shame of Canada
that for eight long years the constitution
has been so violated.

Under the circumstances I say that we
must imaiatain our claims. We will not
recede one iota from the position we
have taken from the first. At the same
time I must say this, that while hold-
ing such a position, we do not want to put
any obstacles in the way of an equitable
settlement. 'We have justice on our side;
we have the constitution on our side, we
want also to put generosity on our side. In
the document to which I have alluded, there
is an invitation to everyone of us to be
moderate, there is an invitation to peace and
harmony. We love peace, and we desire
peace. We are cheerfully willing to follow
the advice that is contained in that docu-
ment. At present it might be contended
that sufficient time has not yet elapsed since
that utterance hasbeen madeknown,toenable
the competent authorities to come to a
decision. I take it for granted that those
who have appealed to Rome have done so
with a view to abiding by the decision they
should receive. Now, grantingthat theyhave
not had time to effect anything up to the pre-
sent, we are willing tobe patient, but patience
does not mean surrender. If the competent
authorities are willing to do what is right,
let them do so of their own motion within a
reasonable time. If full justice is given,
well and good ; if not, if no justice at all is
rendered to us, or if ouly partial justice is
given us, it will be our duty to maintain our
position and to continue the fight we began
in 1890 ; it is our duty to make the govern-
ment and the country acquainted with our
determination to take the constitution into
our hands, and without any break in our
efforts, ask parliament to redeem the honour
of this Canada of ours, which stands to-day,
I regret to say, in an unenviable position.
The other day the right honourable premier
closed a speech in another place by a eulogy
of liberty. Liberty is just what we want.
But there is no liberty where the constitu-
tion is violated. There is no liberty where
a crushing injustice is done to so large a
portion of the people ; and to use the words of
Sir A. T. Galt, there is no greater injustice
than to forcea people toeducate their children
contrary to their conscientious convictions.
As British subjects, as citizens of Canada,
we are entitled to the protection of the
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constitution and of those who are called to!laid into their hands. But the reverse, I
carry on the government of Her Majesty. |regret to say, has been the rule. I have
And this protection we will continue to' known personally official assignees who hac
claim and surely sooner or later we shall |agents and canvassers in the country, whose
get it. | work was to induce people to take an undue
i advantage of the law. That, work was car-
Hon. Mr. BOULTON —Will the hon.!ried out in the most dishonest way, and
gentleman tell us what he expects this par-|some of those official assignees should have
liament to do in the matter? : been thrown in the gaol rather than occupy
Ithe responsible position they had. In a
Hon. Mr. BERNIER—I will tell the new law the office of official assignee should
hon.gentleman what I wish should take place. | be abolished. The estate of an insolvent
I wish tha}.)t fit(lie locald gotvhernmgnt of the{:’ 1 stf;l)uld be vested in (tihe hanctl)s off a perg)anelx;t
province should remedy the grievances of officer, remunerated not by fees, but by
the minority of their own motion. That is a fixed salary, an officer whose position
our due, first because the local government ' would be similar to a clerk of the court, and
were the offenders, and second because they : to tell all what I think about this I say that
authority to, ins : "ovi
e, AR BT L s, o e, i o,
to constitutional principles, I say that since  of commerce whose functions should be to
education rests with the local government, I ' receive the estate of the insolvents, to ad-
am quite willing to leave it in their hands,but | minister the same, and to dispose of the
when the constitution is being violated and l different claims that might arise. The whole
the local government refuses to redress the administrationofthat lawshould be organized
grievances that they themselves created, as!in a judicial way. I would go as far as
in this case, and more particularly since the | taking out of the hands of the creditors
remedial order was passed, parliament is the whole matter. This T know would be a
vested with jurisdiction in the mat- bold step perhaps, but I am sure that on the
ter, and it is the duty of the govern-|whole the creditors themselves would be the
me‘;xb tf,o . gptroduclg renéedital liigiSl:ti?;l ! gai(;mers. fo this w'alm‘{l yolu l\(vmflldh prevent
and o 18 parhamen 0 adopt 1t. undue preterences. e clerk ot that court
Before resuming my seat I want to refer to l having no interest in the matter would
another subject which is not mentioned in accomplish his duty as the clerk of any other
the speech from the throne, but which is;court does. The members of that tribunal
very important— an insolvency law. Trade also would look only to justice and to the
generally, as represented by the different  bestinterestsof the creditors. The dificulty
})oar(}s of trade, has beeltl a?[liing for s;lch a :,Sh no: pgecisbely to make 3 law a;ccept.;:blle to
aw for some tlme past. seems to me, the trade, but 1t 1s to administer the law.
that these wishes should receive the favour- No good administration can be obtained if
able attention of parliament. I am not;the doors are open to greed and-dishonesty.
aware whether the government will or will | But if you have a law whose administration
not submit such a bill to our consideration. | is based upon a judicial principle, and carried
But it is my opinion that they should. | on by otlicers having no interest whatever,
While holding that opinion, I desire to ex- one way or other, simply holding the respon-
press now some views that I hold about it. slbl.e position of judges or the like, then I
The last insolvency law would have been a|believe you would have a good administration
:olirably g(;lodflav.vi.wer; i:d ngt t}f)or two of i;;s and as a .resultzr s}?tisfacbisen a.mfon}g:stthe tt;radt;,
eatures—the tacility aftorae some people | community. e members of that tribuna
to put themselves under the operation of the | should not necessarily be lawyers. Some
law, while really they were not entitled to!men of high repute chosen amongst the
enjoy that privilege, and especially the ex-|mercantile community might be introduced
istence of official assignees. 1 do not wish |in the composition of that tribunal along side
that what I am about to say should be)with gentlemen of the legal fraternity. These
applied to all the official a.ssxgnee:o?if the | are a few points which I ask the government
time. I know that there were good men|to consider. To my mind there is no better
who did their duties in a creditable way to| way of insuring the gnod working of an in-
themselves and to those whose interests were | solvency law.
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Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—This debate has ’ secuting a very serious undertaking in deep-
been protracted to such a length that I do!ening the canals, and enlarging the locks
not intend to speak at any length. The!soas to accommodate a larger class of vessels.
leader of the oppbsition the other day:That can be accomplished. There is no doubt
alluded to some measures which he thought | with money and with the ingenuity that men
ought to be introduced in the speech from ' possess at the present time almost any
the throne. I wish to supplement those | engineering feat can be accomplished, but
mentioned by the leader of the opposition | there are two disadvantages with regard to
with two other measures which I think are| the existing route, one is the proximity of the
of vital importance, and of such interest to i St. Lawrence canals to the frontier, and the
the country that they might have merited a jother is the greater distance from the upper
place in the speech delivered from the throne  lakes to the sea-board by that route as com-
by His Excellency. The first to which 1 shall : pared with the Ottawa route. These disad-
refer is the Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal. | vantages cannot be overcome, and therefore,
This project has been before the country for | it is of vital importance that the whole sub-
upwards of fifty years ; the work on this pro- i ject should be taken into consideration by
posed canal was commenced on the route be- | the people, with a view to deciding whether
tween the two lakes above the city of Ottawa. | it will be in the interests of the whole
Owing to the ditliculty experienced at that|country to have this work begun at an early
time in blasting the stone in that locality, it { date. The great North-west, as you all
was found impossible to continue the excava- 'know, is developing rapidly and before very
tion. At that time, as you all know, we had  long it will furnish such a volume of trade as
not the explosives that are now used, | will necessitate betier means of transporta-
and the work was abandoned.  Since thattion than we possess at the present time. I
time, although it has agitated the public am glad to inform you that this subject
mind to a certain extent, it has been'is now attracting a great deal of atten-
regarded as merely a local project emanat—ftion in Great Britain Last year it~
ing from the city of Ottawa, and, as you was brought before the business men of
all know, the counties on the St. Lawreuce, | England and the newspapers, the Zimes
and in west Ontario were not in favour of | and other papers have commented upon it
it. We had not sufficient influence to carry  very favourably, and they entertain the
out this work. The public works constructed | opinion that it is a work that will benefit
about that time, and which have been in | the erppire to a very gieat extent. As a
progress up to the present time, were of such | work for defence, it must be conceded that
magnitude that the various governments of | it will afford a route for naval purposes that
Canada have not been in a position to|cannot be obtained in any other way. Some
prosecute this very great undertaiking. Since | seventy or eighty years ago the canals on
that time I am glad to say there is a general { the lower Omaw.a between Montreal and
feeling prevailing throughout the country | Ottavs:z? and the RideauCanal betweenOttawa
that this is a work of vital import-|{and Kingston were constructed with a view
ance, both commercially and nationally, | to defence of the character that was required

and now I believe there is a feeling that this |
canal should be constructed. The benefit
to the Dominion arising from its construction
would be so great that I believe when the
country becomes possessed of the facts they
will unanimously agree that the government
ought to undertake this work, particularly
when such a favourable arrangement ca.n.be ’,
made as T believe can be made under exist-
ing circumstances. The boards of trade of
this country have unanimously agreed that
this work will benefit the country and will
overshadow in this direction any previous un-
dertaking. It is truethat the public mind now

is very much mgitated about the waterways
and the canals of this country. We are pro-

in those primitive days, but how much
greater is that required at the present time.

We all know we may have advanced and
that the people in England now are looking
torward to having some defences in this coun-
try, and there is no way by which it can
be better accomplished than by the con-
struction of this canal. All the engineers
and scientific men who have given this mat-
ter any thought or consideration have come
to the conclusion that there is no route so
short and so favourably situated as this one
for the purpose of transporting the products
of the North-west to the sea-shore. Under
these circumstances, I think it is a matter
which might well have been considered by
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the government and should have been ]1 fact, and they are willing to subscribe and
alluded to in the speech. Tam ina position pay their money in order to have the
to state to-day that there is a company or- !advantage of cheap transportation. Every
ganized under the Act passed some time ago, , cent and every half cent that you can take
prepared to build that canal and spend some {off the cost of delivering a bushel of wheat
fifteen millions in its construction. lin England reduces the cost to the consu-
I mers in that country.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear. ‘
Hon. Mr. SCOTT—And adds o the value
of the farms in the North-west.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW —And to have it
complete and in running order in 3} to 4
years for six years before they ask this ’ Hon. Mr. CLEMOW —Yes, that is self
country one dollar. At that time they expect | evident ; but I want the people of this coun-
a subsidy for twenty years,and I am informed | try to know thoroughly that’they have a
on good authority that the imperial govern-  decided advantage in having the canal open-
ment will supplement the aid to the extent  ed at as early a date as possible. We are now
of one-half of the amount of the federal sub- ! in a state of transition. We are spending a
sidy. I believe that every Governor General | vast amount of money in deepening and en-
we have had including the present represen- | larging our waterways andcanals, with which
tative of Her Majesty, has been convinced of | policy I donot find fault. The St. Lawrence
the desirability of having this canal con- | canals have served apurposein the past, but
structed. All doubt has been removed as to | are quite unequal to meet the necessities of
the practicability and necessity of the under- | the day. I am informed that of all the grain
taking,and the contractors who are willing to | raised in this country only a small percen-
do this work are the celebrated firm known as | tage found its way through the natural chan-
Pearson & Co., men who have prosecuted the | nels on Canadian territory and the great bulk
" largest works in the world. They are pre- | went through the United States. We can
pared to undertake this work. They were|get eminent scientists and engineering men
‘concerned in the Back Hall tunnel under to certify to these facts, and I do not believe
the Thames and the Halifax naval dock in | they will be controverted. It is the univer-
Nova Scotia, and are now constructing a ' sal opinion that there is no route in the
canal in Mexico, one of the largest in the | known world which has the same advantages
world. Mr. Benjamin Baker,one of the most | that this canal possesses for the purpose of
celebrated engineers in the world, is to be the | performing this great work. Some gentlemen
engineer associated withMr. T.C. Clarke,who, | connected with railways—there are very few
as hon. gentlemen know, was oneof the parties | I am glad to say-—object to a canal. They
who surveyed this canal some forty or fifty | say railways are bound to do away with the
years ago. Therefore, it is quite apparent | necessity of canals. Thatargumentis dispos-
that this matter is a live one, and there is|ed of when I tell you that a barge containing
every prospect of the canal being constructed | 85,000 bushels of grain can be easily trans-
provided the government see their way to|ported by this canal, and it would take
give the subsidy that I have mentioned, I |more than 180 cars to perform the same
hope they will do so and T intend to ask the | work. More than that, I believe the country
House in a few days to name a committee | is developing so much, and the increase in
in order that the whole of the facts may be | the quantities of grain to be transported is
brought before the notice of the people of | so great that there will be work and employ-
this country, and by their decision we must | ment for all the canals and railways we can
abide. T believe they will find that it will | build, and they will not interfere with the
be of advantage to all the people of the railways. The Canadian Pacific Railway
country. I am told that a bushel of wheat | Company are in accord with this route, and
can be transported from Lake Huron to|doing all they can to promote it, and are
Quebec or Montreal by this route for less | endeavouring to convince the people of Eng-
than one cent per bushel which ought to be |land that it is to their interest, as much as
sufficient inducement for any government to | the interest of the people of this country, to
take this matter in hand. There can be no | have this new route in our own territory. I
two opinions upon that subject. There is no|am an advocate of building highways for
doubt the people of England recognize this|commerce in our own territory. I want
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Canada to be independent of any other
country. I want a roadway through our
country that we can control at all times and
under all circumstances. I do not want to
be prevented, as we were in the case of the
Sault Canal, from passing through any
canal necessary for access to.any part
of the Dominion. I want a Canadian
canal for the benefit of Canada. Just,
imagine the amount of traflic which will
come down the Ottawa canal. The
revelation will be so great that it will sur
prise people that it was not undertaken at
an earlier period. However, better late
than never. I know we have suffered,
owing to the other great works which have
been undertaken in other parts of the
Dominion. I do not blame any government
for it; they could not do otherwise. But
now that the country is more prosperous
they can afford to attend to the Ottawa
route and develop this section of the
country. These are the preliminary remarks
I intended to make on this important sub-
ject, and I hope when I move for a com-
mittee it will be unanimously granted. It
will afford us an opportunity of inquiring
into the matter fully, and then the more
the project is investigated and understood
the more it will be appreciated. The next
question to which I wish to refer is the
matter of the insolvency bill. You are all
aware that an insolvency bill for a com-
mercial country is an absolute necessity.
The commercial credit of the country has
been suffering very considerably in England
owing to the want of some umfo'rm insol-
vency law. The conflicting decisions th?,t
are given now are extraordinary. I wil
give the hon. gentleman one illustration.
The other day in the province of Quebec, it
was held that after an assignment and
after a curator had been appointe(% to the
estate, that notwithstanding the assignment
and the appointment of the curator and the
abandonment of the estate, the judge de-
cided on allowing a previous execution to
come in, doing away with the assignment
for the benefit of the creditors. Il:, shows
there is no uniformity and no knowing how
& man is situated in this country as far as
the creditor and debtor are concerned. The
merchants of England are seriously consid-
ering this question, and some of them refuse
to have anything to do with us as long
as we are without a uniform insolvency
aw,

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—So0 much the
better.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—But I want our
credit to be good. I am perfectly satisfied
that the more we manufacture and the less
we buy, the better off we are. Still I do
not want to see our credit impaired or
injured in the English market. This mat-
ter was taken advantage of, and Mr. Field-
ing, Minister of Finance, was interviewed
last year, when he was in England, and I
am told that he gave them to understand
that this matter would receive the attention .
and consideration at the present session. I
hope the government will see its way to take
action in the matter.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—It is not men-
tioned in the speech from the Throne.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW_—No, but I hope
the government will see the necessity of it.
It was intended to call a wmeeting of the
Dominion Board of Trade to consider this
matter, but I do not know whether it would
be an advantage or not. Some years ago an
insolvency bill was passed. My hon. friend
the leader of the opposition put a bill
through this House which provided for
every contingency in insolvency matters.
Whether this bill will be reintroduced by
the present government I do not know, but
I think it is well worthy of consideration
and might well have been one of the subjects
mentioned in the speech from the Throne.
I now intend to refer to a few paragraphs
in the speech. First there is the prosperity
of Canada. We are accustomed to that. We
have always had prosperity in Canada, and
at the present time this comes from the gen-
tlemen who formerly saw nothing but blue
ruinanddecayinthis country. Iam glad they
have changed their tactics and that they tind
the country is prosperous. The mover of the
address wanted to take some credit to the
government for this; he admitted that it
was not altogether owing to the government,
but tothe policy that they had pursued, which
wasin fact the policy of the late government.
This is the best vindication for the course of
the late government in carrying on their
policy for the 18 or 20 years they were in
power, the best proof is that when the liber-
als came into power they found that with no
other system could they carry on the affairs
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of the country with satisfaction to them- i a man occapying the position that our
selves and the people. We must congratulate | premier did, and I appreciate the
the late government upon the fact that the ' courtesy extended to him in England. In
present government were obliged to adopt 'this country the jubilee was a great success.
the policy which they had been in the habit | Every hamlet, town and city did their best
of denouncing in opposition so furiously upon to celebrate on that occasion. I was glad to
every occasion. I was very much surprised see that all difficulties were removed, alluded
at my hon. friend the senior member for : to in my remarks of last year, in such a way
Halifax. He spoke very humbly and as to make the celebrati- n Lere equal to any-
quietly, -without any of that fire and fury thing in Canada. I was zlad to see the
which characterized his speeches when the Governor General taking part in the
other party was in power. It is due, I sup- celebration, and the military assisted very
puse, to the fact that he has come to the materially in the celebration. I was grate-
conclusion that. the country is prosperous. ful to the authorities upon that occasion for
Then in the speech reference is made to the showing their appreciation of our efforts, but
low rate of interest on the loan obtained by ;I regret that some monument has not been
the government. We are all delighted to erected to commeworate that occasion. I
know that the rate is so favourable. How- thought it was the intention of the govern-
ever, it requires a very great deal of cal- ment to make this the Washington of the
culation to find out exactly what the advan-  North, and to build a structure during the
tage amounts to. The rate is a low one, and jubilee year for the purpuse of preserving
we are glad to find that the country stands our minerals. I thought they would have
so high in England, that they take our erected a museum, which would have been
debentures at two and a halt per cent. I a lasting monument to Her Majesty’s long
congratulate this government as I would and glorivus reign, and at the same time
congratulate any government on such a afford a protection to that valuable collec-
favourable transaction. As long as we feel  tion of minerals and other materials obtained
we are prosperous and contented, we should  in this country which are now stored in
be grateful and satisfied. Of course we may cellar-ways and gateways, subject to destruc-
differ in some matters of detail, but on this tion by fire. I thought the premier might
occasion I cannot differ from the government | have taken advantage of that occasion and
because they would not abandon the erected such a building. It would have
national pulicy. 'We were prosperous under , been a monument to hiu.

the national policy and have continued to -

be so and should be satisfied. There; Hon. Mr. ALMON—Why did you not do
is one free trader, however, in this;more for the Victorian Order of Nurses?
chamber who is not satisfied : but we have

nothing to do with that. The liberal party,; Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—I hope the govern-
when in opposition, denounced in forcible wment will take this matter up and erect a
terms anything approaching the national building for the purpcse of protecting that
policy. They have changed their tactics, ' valuable collection Tt is necessary not mere-
and view it in a ditferent light now. They ly in the interest of Ottawa, but in the inter-
may settle that question among themselves.  est of the whole Dominion. If the building
If they have gone back on their previous|containing that collection were consumed,
record, we are not concerned with it. I am i money could not replaceit. There is nothing
perfectly satistied the government have;like taking advantage of every means of pro-
done what they should have done under the  tection, and we should build a fireproof
circumstances, and are convinced that there ' building to preserve these things. With re- -
is a benefit arising from the national policy. : ference to imperial trade, so much has been
My hon. friend from Shell River (Mr. Boul- ; said about it that very little remains for me
ton) said that our exports were greater than | to say. T should like to see if possible a pre-
our imports and that it was something to be ference given to Canada in the British mar-
deplored. I have always looked upon it ket. Whether it is possible is a matter of
that we were better off if we had more to opinion. Some people think it is possible and
sell and less to buy, but he thinks different-  others say it cannot be obtained, but I be-
ly. Another matter referred to is the jubilee | lieve if more time had been allowed to the
celebration in England. T was glad to find | pecple of England there might have been a
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greater inducement to them to give some! There is such a thing as paying too dear for
preference. But they have obtained what’an advantage. There is an idea throughout
they say is an advantage. Whether it will i the whole country that the arrangement
be so viewed or not is a matter to be deter- with McKenzie and Mann is one that will
mined altogether in the future: but thereis not redound to the benefit of this country
no doubt that the people of this country:as much as it should. I am, and have
stand higher in England at the present time always been opposed to giving away un-
than they ever did before. I believe  necessarily, without due and fair consider-
Mr. Laurier did his duty and acted in } ation, the valuable assets of this country.
the interests of the country, although Unfortunately, in the past it has been the
he did receive this Cobden medal | practice of all governments to dispose of the
which has been so much talked about. public assets and receive very little compen-
Underall the circumstances, we were well re-  sation for thens. I will instance the timber
presented by Sir Wilfrid Laurier in England. “ resources of this Dominion.- I say, and I
and it is not the province of conservatives | know what I am talking about, that these
and not the province of men acting as I am | timber resources should have been from the
in the conservative cause ever to withhold first day of the settlement of this country
from any man what he deserves or to detract safeguarded, and if they had been, we would
from the credit due to him. I am novone have had timber wealth in the country
of those who say that no good can come  sufficient to pay the national debt ten times
from such a source. I am willing to give over. The fact is. we did not appreciate
credit for anything that is of substantial it—we give it away. All a man had to
benefit to the country, and we may feel at  do in the early days was to go to the Crown
any rate that we made some little progress . timber office, select a couple of hundred
in getting the people of England to view usjsquare miles of timber land, pay nothing for
with more consideration than in the past.|it, keep it and reap the advantage from it.
There is a feeling in favour of this country It has been a disgrace to this country that
and I hope it will continue. I hope ouri‘we should have allowed so valuable a heri-
unity with the ewmpire will continue. The, tage, and increasing in value to such an
people are united and there is nothing toextent, to pass out of the public domain, and
detract from our allegiance to Her Majesty. ; get comparatively nothing for it in return.
We are loyal and will continue loyal, no|1 know myself where parties have aban-
matter what happens. We hear nothing{donefl limits after working them for years.
more now of annexation. All that is dead | T have known them to take off several rafts
and gone, and we all hope that it may long ' of square timber and large (uantities of saw
continue so, and that every man will feel,logs, and then sell the limit for fabulous sums
that Canada is a country well worth|of money. I think we should have retained
having and England feel that Canada is our timber lands and administered them for
one of the brightest jewels in her crown. I'the benefit of the people of this country. It

The gold discoveries in the Yukon are, of | has been the same way with our public Jands.
course, a burning question of the present We have never realizea a solitary dollar of
time. It is very gratifying to hear so much | profit out of our lands in the old province of
about the richness of the country. We hear Ontarioand Quebec. That is most extraordi-
of men picking up from £50,000 to $100,- g nary, but William Hamilton Merritt made a
000, but we do not hear much about those ! calculation some years ago, and brought out
unfortgnate miners who }nck up nothing. ‘ the fact conclusively, that the public lands
Theg‘e is a great deal of difference whether ‘ were rather an item of expense than of reve-
a miner is successful or whether he is not. nue to this country, owing to the cost of ad-
To some, success is a benefit ; to others, it ministration and the easy terms on which
18 not. From present appearance there is they were disposed of. But as the hon.
every indication that the Yukon is a very | gentlemen all know, the statement I made
valuable country, and it is proposed that about timber applies to-day. Even at the
means of communication shall be opened up . present time there is an immense quantity
{lt.the earliest possible moment. I believe jof timber on public lands for which the
1t1s unanimously agreed that the measure | country is getting very little. It is true

fOl‘(? us aims at this object. The only | that since the public lands have passed into
Question is by what means it shall be done. | the hands of the local governments of Onta-
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rio and Quebec, the provinces have reaped
some advantage from them. Whether they
have got what they should I do not know ;
probably some persons get the upper hand
and reap an advantage that they should not
have. We are proposing to do the same thing
now with our public lands in the Yukon ter-
ritory. Those lands are either valuable or
they are not. If the minerals on those lands
are valuable we should keep them. How can
we ascertain that? By thorough exploration
and examination. If our people in days
gone by had taken the trouble to explore
the vast forests of this country and ascer-
tain that from actual knowledge whether a
section of the country was fit for a settle-
ment or not, and if they had excluded the
whole of the lumbering district from settle-
ment or sale at any price and kept it in
the hands of the government, selling only
such lands as were fit for settlement they
would have taken the best course in the
interest of the country. They did not do
so, and I am very sorry for it. T believe the
same thing will occur again if this arrange-
ment in the Yukon country is carried out.
This country is supposed to contain an im-
mense amount of gold. There is no possibi-
lity, I suppose, of telling what it will be
worth, whether $50,000,000, $200,000,000
or $500,000,000—no one can tell, but the
parties who make this arrangement. I ra-
ther think they know something about it ; I
cannot believe that any business men would
go into a transaction of this kind without
having some knowledge of what they are
going to receive from it. It is true that this
railway ought to be built and there are dif-
ficulties we all admit, but at the same time,
the contemplated traffic upon that road will
be immense. In my judgment it will be
sufficient to recoup the parties who build
that road in a very short time. If we are
- going to have such an immense trade, the
contractors can well afford to build that
road and to trust to what they will realize
from the transportation of freight and
passengers to recoup them for their ex-
penditure. The transportation charges,
of course, will be, and must necessa-
rily be, very large; but at the same
time, when the road is constructed the com-
pany will be able to realize their expendi-
ture in a very short time, and a very large
profit as well ; and they will deserve it and
ought to have the advantage of their enter-
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this : let us known what country we have,
let us find out exactly from examination,
and then we will be able to come to a con-
clusion ; and then say to the people of Eng-
land and the people.of this country, go and
examine for yourself, make us a bid and tell
us what you can do. I think that course
should have been adopted, and in the
place of having to give anything away,
we would receive a large amount of
money for the privilege of building
that road into that country. Of course,
these are all suppositions, but there are
people, particularly at the present time when
money is so plentiful in England and men
are so anxious to get contracts, who
will run great risks for the purpose of
prospecting. I have nothing to say against
Messrs. Mann and Mackenzie making the
best arrangement they could, but are there
only two men in this country, in this world
financially able to undertake this work ? I
have better opinion of the people of this
country, who generally undertake affairs of
this kind, than to suppose that it is only in
the hands of two men. Urgency is the plea
that is raised in extenuation of this contract.
Urgency may be all very well in some cases ;
but urgency is not always the best justifica-
tion. The Ottawa Canal was never viewed
as a matter of urgency, but still I believe it
is of far more importance to Canada and its
effects will be far greater to the province of
Quebec and Ontario and the country in
general than even the building of a road
into this great gold country. It will yield
greater and more substantial advantages;
it will confer great benefit to this country,
yet in this matter we are left to
paddle our own cance. Now, hon. gentle-
men, I am afraid I am trespassing upon
your patience. You have heard this talked
over and reiterated a great many times, and
therefore it is merely going over the same
ground. Let us calmly consider this matter,
and when it comes down before us we will
be able to judge carefully of its effects and
defects, and if it is found to be in the
interests of the country that this contract
should be accepted, then let us so decide
and know that we have performed our duty.
If T had my way I would have built that
line through the Edmonton district. In
this country we have men; our lumbering
men I believe would think no more of
making a road through that country than

prise. My suggestion, as a business man, is | they would have of eating their breakfast.
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They have had difficulties to surmount in
the north far greater than what they will
have in the Klondike. Take 50 or 100 of
our bush men who are accustomed to that
kind of work, and I believe they would
make a road through our own country from
Edmonton without interfering with any
foreign land, and in the end it would be a
benefit to the country and no one would
have any cause for complaint. But, as it is
now, there is a lurking feeling that this
measure is one which had not been well
considered. Of course, I am not going to
blame any one man or set of men. It may
huve been on account of great difficulties
with which I am not acquainted. There
may have been international questions of
which we know nothing, as the Minister of
Justice intimated the other day. I may say
I did not like the way the hon. gentleman
mentioned it; it seemed to me that it was
almost an attempt at intimidation as if there
were matters that if we knew of them we
might alter our opinion. I like to hear
everything discussed rightly, and everything
called by its right name; I like to call a
spade a spade and to know exactly what is
the course of the government, and I' think
they should take the country in their con-
fidence if there is something behind it. I
do not wish t» detain the House any longer.
I have taken up a good deal of time. I
have stated merely on my own view of cer-
tain facts as a business man. I hope we
will in all sincerity do the best we can and
that when we arrive at a conclusion we will
find we have discharged our duty honestly
and faithfully to our premier and to the
country,

COMMITTEE OF SELECTION.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved :

Th,at pursuant to Rule 79, the following Senators be
appointed a Committee of Selection, to nominate the
nators to serve on the several Standing Committees,
hamely : —The Honourable Messieurs Scott, Sir Mac-
enzie Bowell, DeBoucherville, Lougheed, Miller,
cDonald (B.C.), Clemow, Power, and the mover;
24 to report with all convenient speed the names of
® Senators so nominated.

He said :—I have substituted Mr.
Macdonald in the place of Mr. King, a.ccor(_i-
g to the wish of my hon. friend (Sir
Mackengzie Bowell) opposite.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I call the attention
of the hon. leader of the House to the fact
that there is no member on that committee
from the province of Prince Edward
Island. I know it is a very small province
and we have not many senators here—less
than our usual number at present, but I
wish to call attention to this fact that this
is merely a committee to nominate senators
to serve on the several committees of the
House, and it is desirable that every pro-
vince should be represented on that com-
mittee. Prince Edward Island has not been
represented before, and the result was that
on one committee we had three representa-
tives from Prince Edward Island, while on
other important committees there was no
member from the Island at all ; and I would
suggest that the leader should add to that

committee the name of the Hon. Mr.
Ferguson.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—What the hon. gen-
tleman has said also applies to New Bruns-
wick. I do not see a senator from that pro-
vince upon it. Mr. King was on it, but he
is put off. I think we ought certainly to be
entitled to one as well as Prince Edward
Island, and it is hard to see why a new
member, and a competent member, should be
put off and another placed on the committee
at the ipst dixit of a member of this House.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—The same remark
would apply to Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The committee is
exactly as it was last year, except that I
substituted Mr. King for Mr. McInnes, and
as Mr. McInnes was from British Columbia
and my friend Mr. King did not care to
serve on the committee, I suggested the
name of Mr. Macdonald of British Columbia.

‘Hon. Mr. DEVER—I dare say you have
done your duty,but at the same time,injustice
is done to New Brunswick.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I trust the case that
appeared in the selection of the committees
last year will not appear this year, that is,
that certain provinces will be excluded from
most important committees, such as the
Railway Committes, and three members
from Prince Edward Island placed on one

committee, and that a joint committee of
both Houses.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOW’ELL—I{
think my hon. friend opposite did precisely |
as I did when 1 was leader; I took the: Ogtaia, Weanesday, 16th February, 1893.
position as it had formerly stood without |
any change. . The SPEAKER took the Chair at three

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—TI will withdraw ® °°%

my name from the committee.

THE SENATE.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—A% pxCLUSION OF JAPANESE FROM
my hon. friend for Rideau has expressed his . YUKON DISTRICT.

willingness to withdraw from the committee, ;
T do not suppose the hon. leader of the House MOTION.
would have any objection to this, and if there ' ,
is any other n?ember of the committee who Hon Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) rose
would give way cheerfully, a member from to
New Brunswick might be added. Call the attention of the goverument to the
| necessity for prompt action being taken for the pur-
Hon. Mr. DEVER-_T do not wish to be pose of excludng all persons of the Japanese race
' - from recording and working mineral claims in the
on the;] committee myge;lf. 1 wouflrd n(;)t );LC- ' Yukon District.
cept the position now if it were offered, but: .
I }Il)a.ve tg.ken notice of the fact that men He said —I hope t,be House a.r}d the
have been made prominent by making them | 8overnment _will recognize the great impor-
chairmen of committees for the last twenty tance of this question. It will be a very
years, to the detriment of other men. serious matter if we allow hordes of Asiatics
to come into our country, and take up our
Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I wish it to be!mineral claims. At present Chinamen are
understood that I do not wish to be on the : taxed for coming in, and J apanese come in
committee either. I suggested the name of free of taxation. 1 have no objection to
Mr. Ferguson. There was very good reason | their coming in as Iabourers, but the whole
for making some radical change in this com- country objects seriously to their being
mittee, knowing as we do that the report of allowed to come in and take up mineral
the committee last year was very unsatis- [ lands. I noticed the other day in the news-
factory to a great many members of this! Papersa report that there were 5,000 of them
House. ; coming from the Sandwich Islands under a
i company to work mineral claims in British
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL— | Columbia, and after that I saw it reaffirmed
Well, that is moved. i that this bad really been done, that the men
had now been engaged, and would leave for
Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE —The | British Columbia before long. [ have noth-
provinces of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick ing further to say on the subject, but I hope
and Prince Edward Island havd 24 mem-|the government will see its way to pre-
bers in this House, and three of them are vent them taking up mineral claims by
members of this committee. Ontario has issuing instructions early to the officials in
24 senators, and it has four members on|the Yukon district. It will be necessary
this committee ; the province of Quebec, also that this should be done speedily to
with 24 members in this House, has only prevent those people leaving their homes,
one member on the committee. Therefore, and the Japanese consuls in Ottawa, Mon-
if we are going to decide according to the | treal, Vancouver and other places should be
number of representatives from each pro-|cognizant of the fact that they will not be
vince, I should like to see more members | allowed to take up mineral claims in Canada.
from Quebec on the committee. '

|
The motion as amended, substituting the :
name of Mr. Férguson for that of M.

.
Clemow, was agreed to.

The Senate then adjourned.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-—Japan is recognized as
a civilized state lying within the domain of
international laws, and subject to the same
rights, privileges and duties as every civi-
lized state within that same domain. The
hon. gentleman used the word ‘ Asiatics.”
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I do not think the people of Japan stand
exactly in the same position as other Asiatic
nations, and especially at the present time
when, in all probability, the government of
the United Kingdom will find it necessary
to draw closer to Japan, Japan having be-
come a powerful as well as a friendly nation.
I, certainly, speaking my own 1n‘d1v1d.ue.xl
opinion, feel that it would be highly impolitic
to adopt towards the Japanese people, as a
nation, any line of conduct.that would put
them upon a different footing from the in-
habitants of other civilized states. I may
say to my hon. friend that the subjgct: has
not been before the government for its con-
sideration, and T do not suppose for a
moment that the Japanese government
would consent that the inhabitants of Japan
should be denied rights and privileges that
are conceded to the citizens or subjects of
other civilized nations.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—I am very much
astonished at the resolution which has been
moved by my hon. friend, the member for
Victoria.. I always understood that he had
a more enlarged mind than he has exhibited
on the present occasion. He was always, I
thought, in favour of the Chinese being al-
lowed into the Dominion. He ha}.s oft.en
spoken very strongly about the way in which
the Chinese were treated in Victoria and
other places on the Pacific coast, and I do
not see why he should object to the Jap-
anese. We have been deluging Japan with
missionaries, male and female, who ha}ve
gone out there without knowing anything
of the Japan language or religion, wl}ep‘bhe
people of those islands were more ?wlllzed
than those sent to teach them 'rehglon. If
we could prevent the mnissionaries, male anfi
female, going from Canada out there, it
would be a wise thing to do. I do not see
the hon. member from Sarnia befor(? me, or
I would ask him as to the appropriateness
of a quotation. I refer to one of the earliest
Prophecies T have heard, that Japhet wguld
come to dwell in the tents of Shem. Now,
J&phet is the oriental and Shem is the civi-
lized man. Therefore, I think we are flying
In the face of the holy scriptures, bqsxdes

ying in the face of common sense, if we
Object to the Japanese, when everybody
DOWs just now one of the great supports of
our fleet out, in the Asiatic field is the J ap-
8nese. We ask the Japanese sailoror soldier
%o risk his life in defending British interests,

and we are expected to tell him after all that
is done, “do not dare to put your foot on
Canadian soil.” I trust the government will
take my advice. I have not much sympathy
for the government, and they may not fol-
low my advice, but if they do they will have
nothing to do with the resolution moved by
the hon. gentleman from Victoria.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—My
hon. friend is quite mistaken. I have no
objection to the Japanese coming iuto the
country, or the Chinese either, but I do ob-
Ject to their taking up our mineral and
farming lands. I -ask the Minister of
Justice whether he knows if aliens could
take up land in Japan and work the
minerals. I do not know the laws of that
country, but I venture to say that aliens
could not get mining claims. It is a large
mining country, and there is a great deal of
gold and silver being mined in Japan. Iam
of the upinion that no foreigners are allowed
to take up land there. If that is the case,
why should not we with equal justice, pre-
vent them taking up land in our country?
I hope the government will consider the
matter. England is, no doubt, anxious
to be on friendly terms with Japan, but
we have no: called upon them for as-
sistance. Most likely they wiil call upon us
first.

THE HALF-BREED POPULATION IN
THE NORTH-WEST.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY rose to

Ask the government if they have recently, or since
coming into power, taken the census of the half-breed
population of the North-west Territories, and if so,
for what purpose have they taken such census ?

He said :—T have heard that the govern-
ment have taken a census of the half-breeds
in the western part of the North-west Ter-
ritories. I have not heard that they have

taken the census of the half-breeds in the
eastern districts.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-No census has been

taken of the half-breed population in the
North-west Territories.

THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN THE
YUKON COUNTRY.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY rose to

Ask the government if one Mr. Chamberland of
Oak Lake, Manitoba, or any other person, have been
granted a permit to take spirituous intoxicating
liquors into the Yukon country ?
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He said :—1I have heard that the govern-
ment have issued permits for liquor to be
taken into the Yukon territory and sold. I
ask this question for the purpose of ascer-
taining the facts on that point. There is a
very strong feeling all over the western part
of Canada against either the local or the
Dominion government sanctioning the sale
of liquors in the Yukon territory. I regret
to learn, however, that the government of
the North-west Territories has sent an official
into the Yukon country for the purpose of
taking control of the sale of liquor in that
part of the Territories. There seems to be a
difference of opinion as to which government
has jurisdiction over the sale of liquor in
that part of Canada. I have heard that a
certain gentleman has received a permit from
the Dominion government. That is in
conflict with the opinion which prevails in
the local government on that matter, and it
is for the purpose of getting correct infor-
mation on the subject that I ask this ques-
tion.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No permit to take
spirituous liquors into the Yukon country
has been issued to Chamberland. Permits,
however, have been issued to William
Chambers and other parties. This is the
answer which has been sent me by the
Minister of the Interior.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-—Who is this Mr.
Chambers and where does he reside ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I cannot say.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY —Is Mr. Chambers a
Manitoba man ¢

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I cannot tell the hon.
gentleman. I have read the whole of the
answer put in my hands in reply to this
question.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY It is a matter of no
importance where he vesides. I merely

wanted to know the fact.

Hon. Mr. MTLLS—I will make further
inquiry for the information of the hon.
gentleman.

A PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT.
Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE—Is it

the intention of the government to have an
adjournment of this House ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The governmest in
that respect are in the hands of the House.

If an adjournment is desired the government
will give effect to the wishes of the House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It
has been intimated to me by quite a number
of senators that, as there is very little busi-
ness to be transacted for a week or two, it
might be as well to adjourn. Of course, we
have to consult the interests of the govern-
ment, so far as their measures are concerned,
but if an adjournment is to take place it
should be of such a character, if it will not
interfere with the public business, as to
enable those who live at a distance to reach
their homes and spend a few days there
before they return.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—There has been an
agitation for some years in this House to
get the government to introduce some of
their important measures in the Senate and
thus expedite public business. An adjourn-
ment at the present time would be of little
benefit to members from the maritime pro-
vinces. It would be much more convenient
for us to have an adjournment later in the
session. There should be enough work to
keep us occupied here for a month to come,
and then if there are no measures to be dis-
cussed we might adjourn for a week or two.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—TI agree with the hon.
gentleman that, as far as possible, the meas-
ures of the government should be introduced
in the Senate so that the business of legisla-
tion may go on simultaneously in both
Houses. There are many measures which,
as the hon. gentleman knows, from their
nature cannot be introduced here, but as far
as we can we shall this session endeavour
to meet the views which the hon. gentleman
has expressed.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, 17th February, 1898.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'Clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.
THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN THE
YUKON DISTRICT.

NOTICE OF MOTION AMENDED.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY I wish to give notice
that T will ask to amend the notice of mo-
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tion that I have given for to-morrow. It is
not as complete as I should like to have it.
I desire to ask who gets the revenue de-
rived from the sale of those permits, the
government of the Terripories or the Domin-
ion government ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I would suggest to
my hon. friend that, instead of putting a
question, he should move for a return, and T
will endeavour to have it brought down as
soon as possible. It will give him all the
information he seeks. It would require
some little time, of course, but it would be
more satisfactory if he would simply change
the question into a motion for a return.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Very well, T will
do so.

THE ADJOURNMENT.
Hon. Mr. MILLS moved :

That when the Senate adjourns on Friday next it
do stand adjourned until Tuesday, thé 8th March, at
eight o’clock in the evening.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I
would ask the minister if, in proposing this
long adjournment, he has taken into account
the very important bill that is now before
the other branch of parliament ? It is quite
possible that that bill may come up before
the 8th March.

Some hon. MEMBERS—Oh, no, no.

The motion was agreed to.

INSPECTION OF HULLS AND MA-
CHINERY OF VESSELS IN
BRITISH COLUMBIA.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) moved :

. Resolved, that it is expedient that special instruc-
tions be issued forthwith to the Dominion Inspector
of Hulls and Machinery in British Columbia to
exercise the most rigid inspection of hulls and
machinery of steamers plying between southern and
northern British Columbia ports and portsin Alaska.

Resolved, that instructions be issued forthwith to
the f’roper official in British Columbia to carry out
the law strictly as to the number of ga.ssengers and

Mnage a vessel or steamer is allowed to carry, the
number of boats and the deck load prescribed by law.

. Hesaid : The motion am making to-day
13 an important one, because every little
craft in British Columbia is now called into
requisition to carry passengers and goods to
he northern ports of the country, and there

are vessels there which are quite unfit to go
anywhere—small steamers with rotten hulls
built of green timber, with very poor machi-
nery. I hope the government will exercise
the greatest strictness in passing those
vessels and preventing them leaving port in
an unseaworthy condition. In regard to the
matter of the tonnage and number of pas-
sengers carried by these vessels, a steamer
left Victoria in a most dangerous condition,
filled with horses and cattle, and hay piled
up higher than the deck. I consulted the
agent of the Marine and Fisheries Depart-
ment in Victoria, to see that that vessel
had boats enough in case anything happened,
and the consequence was they had to
get two extra boats and two extra rafts, as
a matter of safety for the passengers. I do
not know what the government will do in
the matter. It requires attention immedia-
tely, but I suppose that they have officers
at that port who will look after it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—The subject to which
my hon. friend has referred is one that is
now of very great importance, more parti-
cularly in view of the fact that a United
States vessel went down in Lynn Canal a
few days ago. So far as we have been able
to learn, nobody was saved. The accident
was due to the bursting of a boiler. The
boiler had been condemned. The subject to
which the hon. member’s motion refers has
already received the attention of the Depart-
ment of Marine and Fisheries. The chair-
man of the Board of Steamboat Inspection
has been despatched to British Columbia
with instructions to give this matter careful
attention, and to see that no vessels are
allowed to leave unless they comply with
the law. T suppose the hon. gentleman will
withdraw his motion, since the department

have already taken action in the direetion
indicated.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I
should like to ask the Minister if, in the
case of foreign vessels coming into our ports
and leaving them crowded, the department
can exercise any jurisdiction over them. I
know that United States vessels come to our
ports overloaded and crowded with passen-
gers, and leave without complying with our
laws and regulations. '

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not think that
we exercise any control over United States
vessels, although our neighbours practically
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do over ours. I know that they exercise a
restriction, which we have not exercised
over United States vessels.

The motion was withdrawn.

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the adoption of
the report of the Committee of Selection to
nominate the senators to serve  on the
several standing committees as follows :

JoINT COMMITTEE ON THE LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT.

The Honourable the Speaker, and the Honourable
Messieurs Allan, Almon, Baker, Boucherville, de,
C.M.G., Drummond, Gowan, C.M.G., Hingston, Sir
William, Kt., Landry, Masson, MacInnes, Poirier,
Power, Reesor, Ross, Scott and Wark.—17.

JoinT COMMITTEE ON THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

The Honourable Messieurs Armand, Bernier, Car-
ling, Sir John, K.C.M.G., Dever, Dobson, Ferguson,
Fiset, King, Macdonald, (P.E.L.), Mackeen, McKin-
dseyv, Merner, O'Donohoe, Ogilvie, Perley, Power,
Primrose, Reid, Sanford, Sullivan, and Wark.—21.

COMMITTEE ON STANDING ORDERS.

The Honourable Messieurs Aikins, Bellerose, Car-
ling, Sir John, K.C. M. G., Clemow, Macdonald
(P.E.1.), Macdonald (Victoria), McDonald (Cape
Breton), McKay, and Prowse. 9.

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND COMMERCE.

The Honourable Messieurs Aikius, Allan, Powell,
Sir Mackenzie, K.C.M.G., Casgrain, Clemow, Coch-
rane, Cox, De Blois, Drummond, Ferguson, Forget,
Hingston, Sir  William, Kt., Lewin, MacInnes,
McMillan, Miller, O'Brien. Primrose, Sanford, Scott,
Smith, Sir ¥rank, Kt., Temnple, Villencuve, Wark,
and Wood, 25,

Commrrre o8 Ranwavs, TeLEcrarHs axn Hag-
BOURS.

The Honcurable Messieurs Allan, Almon, Baker,
Boulton, Bowell, Sir Mackenzie, K.C.M.G., Clemow,
Cochrane, Cox, Dickey, Ferget, King, Drummond,
Landry, Lougheed, Lovitt, Macdonald (Victoria),
MacInnes, Masson, McCallum, McDonald (Cape
Breton), McKay, McKindsey, McLaren, McMillan,
Miller, Mills, Owens, Poirier, Power, Ross, Sanford,
Scott, Smith, Sir Frank, Kt., Snowball, Vidal.—35.

COMMITTEE ON MISCELLANEOUs PRIVATE BiLLs.

The Honourable Messieurs Adams, Armand, Baird,
Bellerose, Boldue, Boucherville, de, C.M.G., Dandu-
rand, Dever, Dobson, Fiset, Gowan, C.M. (., Landry,
Lougheed, Macfarlane, Merner, Mills, Montplaisir,
O’Brien, O’Donohoe, Ogilvie, Prowse, Reid, Snow-
ball, and Sullivan.—25.

CoMMITTEE ONX INTERNAL EcoNoMY AND CONTINGENT
ACCOUNTS.

The Honourable Messieurs Bernier, Bowell, Sir
Mackenzie, K.C.M.G., Ctlmgrain, De Blois, Forget,
King, Kirchhoffer, Lovitt, Macdonald (Victona),

McCallum, McDonald (Cape Breton), McKindsey,
McLaren, Miller, Montplaisir, Owens, Perley, Power,
Prowse, Scott, Thibaudeau (de la Valliére), Temple,
Vidal, Villeneuve, and Wood.—25.

COMMITTEE ON DEBATES AND REPORTING.

The Honourable Messieurs Bellerose, Bernier,
Boulton, Bowell, Sir Mackenzie, K.C.M.G., Ferguson,
Macdonald (P.E.I.), McCallum, Mills, and Vidal.—9.

COMMITTEE oN DIVORCE.

The Honourable Messieurs Baird, Baker, Boulton,
(zowan, C,M.G., Kirchhoffer, Lougheed, Mills, Prim-
rose, and Wood.—9.

COMMITTEE ON THE RESTAURANT.

The Honourable the Speaker, and the Honourable
Messieurs Almon, Boldue, Lougheed, MacKeen,
MecKay, and McMillan.—7.

THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

A message was received from the House
of Commons informing the Senate that they
had appointed certain members of the House
of Commons to act on the joint committee
on the Printing of Parliament.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
should like to call the attention of the hon.
leader of the House to the message from
the House of Commons as laid on the Table.
They have selected the same number that
they selected last year, twenty-two instead of
twenty-one. If the Commouns persist in keep-
ing the number twenty-two, I would suggest
the propriety of changing our rules, so as to
have an equal number of senators on the
coninittee.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, 18th February, 1898.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o’Clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

OTTAWA AND GEORGIAN BAY
CANAL.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved :

" That a select committee be appointed to investigate
and report upon the feasibility of, and the advantages
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which would accrue to the Dominion from the con-
struction of a canal uniting the waters of Lake Huron
with those of the St. Lawrence via the Ottawa River,
the said committee to consist of the Honourable
Messieurs Sir Mackenzie Bowell, Scott, Casgrain,
MecMillan, Dobson, Bellerose, De Boucherville, Ogilvie,
Owens, Almon, Miller, McKay,. Power, Bernier,
Boulton, Perley, Macdonald (P.E.1L.), Prowse, Reid,
and the mover; with power to send for papers, per-
sons and records, and to employ such persons as the
committee may deem necessary for the purpose of the
investigation, and to report from time to time.

He said : —1I stated the other day that it
was my intention to move for a committee
to inquire into this subject. I desire the
opportunity of proving by reliable parties
the feasibility of this project, and the only
way, apparently, would be to bring thosp
parties here to give their ev1dencg. ‘It is
the intention to summon the parties inter-
ested in the proposal for the purpose of ob-
taining this information. One of them is on
his way from Mexico, and will be here in a
few days. It is also the intention to sum-
mon scientific men, who know all about it,
and whose evidence will be of great assist-
ance in coming to a conclusion as to whether
this route is feasible and should be con-
structed under the terms foreshadowed in
the few remarks I made the other day. I
do not intend to elaborate the question at
the present time. Hon. gentlemen are
aware of the circumstances, and I think the
nvestigation will satisfy the House and‘ the
Whole country that it is a step in the right
direction, and that we may expect to realize
the importance of this great channel of com-
Munication between the northern country
and the seaboard. I do not know whether
I would be in orderif I were ‘to ask the

Ouse, in the event of its being necessary,
that this committee should sit during recess.
It may not, be necessary, but if these parties
arrive here in a few days, it would be very
desirable, if we could get the committee
together, to have an opportunity of taking

eir evidence in order that there might be
1o delay,

_Hon, Mr. MILLS—Most of the members
will be away.

thHon. Mr. CLEMOW—Very well. I
ought possibly it might be done.

Th;‘llantion was agreed to.

THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN THE
YUKON COUNTRY.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—On behalf of the
prohibition people of Canada I desire to
move :

That an_humble Address be presented to His Ex-
cellency the Governor General; praying that His

Excellency will cause to be laid before the Senate,
the number of permits that have been granted to per-

. sons for the purpose of taking spirituous and intoxi-

cating liquors into the Yukon District, the date of
such permits, together with the name of the person to
whom a permit has been granted, and the number of

allons covered by such permit, and the fee charged
Ey the government per gallon.

I should like to ask, also, which govern-
ment gets the fee, the Dominion or the
Territorial ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—There is no objection
whatever to the motion being granted. The
return which the hon. gentleman has moved
for will be brought down. I notice that in
giving my reply to the hon. gentleman’s
question, which he put yesterday or the day
before, 4 number of newspapers have it that
I said that I had issued several permits for
the sale of liquor in the Territories. I did not
say so, and I never did so. My department
has nothing whatever to do with the matter.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON —Thegovernment
did it though.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Will the hon. gen-
tleman be good enough to add the informa-
tion that T have asked for—who gets the
fees for the sale of the permits ¢

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The hon. gentleman
will see that this Yukon country is still in
an unsettled condition. When we bring in
our bill—which I hope will be immediately
after we meet subsequent to the adjourn-
ment—that matter will be regulated by the
bill about to be introduced. With regard
to the permits that have already been issued,
that I apprehend is under the authority of
the North-west Territories Act and the reve-
nve is disposed of by the terms and provi-
sions of that Act. My present recollection,
without looking into the matter, is that it is
part of the revenues of the North-west Ter-
ritories.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Could the Minister of Justice inform the
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|
House whether permits have been issued by |
the Dominion government and also whether
that power has been exercised by the North-
west, Territories ? * Under the North-west
Territories Act, as it now stands on the
statute book, that power would be vested in
the government of the North-west Terri-
tories, and not in the Dominion government.

Hon. Mr. MILLLS—Vested in the lieu-
tenant governor of the North-west Terri-
tories.

ister of Justice stated yesterday that no per-
mit had been given to a Mr. Chamberland,
but he said that a permit had been granted
to a Mr. Chambers, and I understood him to
say that that permit was granted by the
Dominion government. Was that the
reply ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I gave the hon. gen-
tleman the answer that was put into my
hands, by my colleague, from the depart-
ment of the Interior, whether that referred
to the North-west Territories or to the
Yukon country. I suppose it related to
the Yukon country, from the question put
by the hon. gentleman, and in that event
the permit would be issued by some officer
in that territory, but as to the whole matter
I cannot say. I am not aware that any
permits have been issued in the Yukon
country by the government of Canada ; I
do not think any have been. I am
speaking, however, without having inquired
specially on the subject. If my hon. friend
wants information on these subjects, which
are outside of my department altogether, he
will have to give notice, and I will get the
information for him.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
That information will be covered by this
motion !

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes, I think so.

The motion was agreed to.
SUB-AQUEOUS MINING CLAIMS ON
YUKON RIVER.

ENQUIRY.

Hon. Mr, MACDONALD (B.C.)—Before
the House adjourns there is a matter of

some importance to which I desire to call

the attention of the Minister of Justice. I
presume the regulations for mining in the
Yukon have been approved by the Governor

-in Council, and that there can be no devia-

tion from those rules without having re-
course to the Governor General in Council
in the same way. In these regulations I
see that no one can take up a sub-aqueous
mining claim of more than five miles in a
river ; but a company or person can take
up thirty miles of the river, and no more.
That is stated emphatically in the regula-

. . itions. I observe two or three reports in the
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON--The hon. Mm‘]newspa.pers to the effect that Chevalier

Drolet had got a lease of 150 miles, and a
Mr. Russell had obtained a lease of 380
wiles in the Yukon, and Mr. Mercier of
Quebec had received a lease of 280 miles.
How could these persons have received
these leases—if they have done so—when
the regulations say that they can only
receive thirty miles? I hope the Minister
of Justice will be able to tell us that these
reports are quite unfounded.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—This is a question
which is not on the notice paper. I am
wholly unable to answer it, but I do not think
it at all probable that any such leases as he
mentions have been made. However, T will
make enquiry and will be able to givethe hon.
gentleman the information when we meet
again.

Hon. Mr. POWER—With respect to the
case of Chevalier Drolet, I think I noticed
the paragraph to which my hon. friend re-
fers, and my remembrance of it is that his
right to dredge was in the Saskatchewan
River. -

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—That
is in the North-west also.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I¢ is a notori-
ous fact that the government are making
leases of nearly all the rivers in the North-
west. In view of the rapid development of
those mining claims, it seems to me the gov-
ernment is recklessly alienating very im-
portant interests which certainly deserve
greater consideration than they are receiv-
ing. It is utterly impossible from the
statements already made by the Minister of
Justice and the Secretary of State that the

.government can possibly have any informa-

tion with regard to the interests which they
are disposing of in very large quantities,
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because many of those leases run up to
thirty and fifty miles. I say it is impossible
for the government to have had the infor-
mation as to what they are disposing of to
those parties. It is a matter which the
House should be informed upon, and I hope
my hon. friend from Victoria will take steps,
at the earliest possible date, to ask for a
return of all papers in regard to this partic-
ular question. Disposing of those immense
interests in such a wholesale way must ne-
cessarily strike the House as being a matter
of very grave importance, and I hope that
at an early date we will be put in possession
of full information upon the question.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I shall certainly bring
down the information when we meet again.
I shall consider the observations which have
been addressed to the House as a notice,
and ask my colleague, the Minister of the
Interior, for the information.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—If
Wy recollection serves me right, I read in
the (Citizen this morning that the hon.
Minister of the Interior informed the House
Of_ Commons, in answer to a question last
hight, that 150 miles had been granted to
one of these gentlemen, Chevalier Drolet.

Hon. Mr. POWER—T think it was in the
Saskatchewan.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—That lease was
8ranted many months ago.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
do not suppose that makes any difference.
€y are all in the North-west Territories,
:;‘d the rules and regulations apply not only
g the Saskatchewan, but to the Yukon,

tikine and other rivers.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—As a matter of
n‘::’:’, there are several hundred applications
and _before the Minister of the Interior,
u 1t is expected that action will be taken

50 n them immediately. The policy of the
eaI;al‘tment seems to have been to grant
irrees Upon application being made, entirely
i opective of whether the government was

n 3 . .
uotpossessmn of information upon them or

lisﬁgn. Mr. S8COTT—There are now pub-
lation, “ﬂthq hon. gentleman is aware, regu-
may haa ecting sub-aqueous mining. There
ne g Ve been—T think there was—at least

¥ bWo leases issued before. I cannot

11}

now recall them, but I noticed the observa-
tions in the paper that some considerable
mileage had been leased and I intended to
have asked the Minister of the Interior
about it to-day, but it escaped my attention.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The present
regulations provide for leases being granted
on application being made.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (A) *“ An Act for the relief of Robert
Augustus Baldwin Hart.”—(Hon. Mr. Cle-

mow.)

Bill (B) “An Act incorporating the
Central Canada Loan and Savings Co.”—
(Hon. Mr. MacInnes.)

DELAYED RETURNS.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Before the House adjourns, I should like to
call attention once more to that return which
I moved for some eight or ten months ago.
1 should certainly like to know whether the
government intends to comply with the
order of the House, and whether we can have
it at some period of time. I think it would
be much better if the government would
lay down the principle, when a motion is
made asking for information or returns, of
refusing to grant it, giving their reasons for
that course, rather than appear to con-
sent to grant it and never bring it down.
We have waited quite long enough for that
return. There are other returns much in the
same position. It is my particular duty
just now, perhaps, to repeat what the
hon. Secretary of State used to say when I.
was leader of the House: T hope he will not
fall into that error with which he charged us
and which Iam not prepared to say existed to
the extent that they have been practising it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The return having
been asked for by the House, the House is
entitled to the return, and I know my hon.

{friend is anxious that it should be brought

down. The wish of the House will be com-
plied with in this regard. T entirely concur
in the observations which the leader of the
opposition has addressed to the House on
this occasion, that if the government think
it is not in the publio interest that a return
should be orought down, the fact ought to
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be stated at the time and the return should

]complying with the order of the House,

be refused, but if it is agreed that the return | because it necessarily is very embarrassing
should be brought down, then that agree-|to be placed in the position of not complying

ment should be strictly kept and I do not | with an order passed by the House.

A por-

know yet that that is not the intention.|tion of the return asked for by the leader of
Certainly I have no reason to suppose that | the opposition was completed. That may

the government did not intend to comply :
with the motion to which they assented. I,
! Branden, but T understood from the leader

may say to my hon. friend that I also agree
with the observations that were addressed by
the hon. Secretary of State to the hon.
gentleman at the time to which he refers—
that our predecessors in this regard were
very frequent sinners, and it is a case in
which we should avoid walking in the foot-
steps of those who preceded us.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER—I am in
the same box with my leader in the fact
that I moved for a return at the very com-
mencement of the session last year, and al-
though the hon. Secretary of State again
and again promised to produce it shortly, we
were left to the end of the session without
having received it. He led us to understand
at one time that a large portion of the re-
turn had been made up, and that he would
turnish us with an instalment of it, and I
think on one occasion I agreed to accept an
instalment on account, because it was all I
could get, apparently. But we did not get
any part of it at all, not even the instalment.
I hope the remarks which the leader of the
House has made with reference to the re-
turns asked for by the leader of the opposi-
tion will be extended so as to apply to my
motion as well.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I think the return
moved for by the hon. gentleman who has
just resumed his seat was to be included in
the return asked for by the leader of the
opposition.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER — No, it was

& separate motion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I thought it was the
same information.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER—No, quite
different.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—AN I can say is that
the requests were made on the departments
at the time, and repeated frequently since,
and personal letters written to the ministers
calling their attention to the importance of

possible also have been the case with the
return asked for by the hon. gentleman from

of the opposition that it was not desirable to
bring down fragmentary returns. I think
they are all in except from two departments
—the Department of Railways and the
Post Office Department.

Hon. Mr, FERGUSON—I think that
was the last announcement.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Those two depart-
ments are the defaulters.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER—That was
the understanding with the hon. leader of
the opposition, but on the principle that
half a loaf was better than no bread at
all, T desired to have an instalment of the
return that I had asked for if I could get it.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottara, Tuesday, 8th March, 1898.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
0’Clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW SENATOR.

The Honourable WiLLiaM TEMPLEMAN
was introduced and took his seat.

EXAMINATION OF YUKON ROUTE.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON rose to call the
attention of the Senate to the following
telegram which appeared in the Montreal
Star of the 8th of December last :—

VANCOUVER, B. C.—Messrs. Corthew and Wilkin-
son have returned from the Yukon. They went there
for the Canadian government to locate an all-Can-
adian route. Their official report is not yet out, but
it i3 a foregone conclusion that their route will be
chosen. It starts at Ketimat from an inlet on the
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Alaskan route running straight through Canadian
territory to Teslin Lake. Mr. Corthew has been ex-
ploring for eighteen years in that section. He says
there 1s no short cut. Sixty miles inland on the route
which will be accepted, they discovered vast deposits
of quartz. Several tons were brought home and as-
sayed 850 to $500 in mineral, mostly copper. The
route to Teslin Lake is through a valley, sparsely
timbered, almost as level as Broadway, New York.
The valley is without doubt the old bed of the Skeena
River. Game iz abundant and whitefish block the
stream in season. Already the Canadian Pacific have
applied for a charter to run a road from Ketimat to

eslin Lake. The official report will be out in one
week. It will mention this route as the one chosen,
and millions of dollars will be spent In opening 1t up.
An ocean liner could anchor within a stone’s-throw of
Ketimat.

And inquired whether the surveyors above named
made an examination of the route to the Yukon for
the Canadian government? If so, has a report of
such examination been made, and will it be submitted
to parliament, and when?

Hon Mr. MILLS—I may say, on behalf
of my colleague, that there has been no ex-
amination made of the route to the Yukon
for the Canadian government, and there is
no report to submit.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—These men were
not employed at all ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS No.

CENTRATL. CANADA LOAN AND
SAVINGS COMPANY’S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. MaAcINNES moved the second
reading of Bill (B) “An Act incorporating
the Central Canada Loan and Savings Com-
Pany.” He said: The purport of this bill
13 to empower the company to do business
In the Dominion. At present it is confined
o the province of Ontario, and the object
of the bill is to give them power to extend
their business throughout the Dominion
8enerally. The bill contains all necessary
Provisions for the protection of the creditors
of the company. It appears to me to be a
Perfectly legitirate bill, and there cannot be
4ny reasonable objection %o it.

The motion was agreed to.

MR. FARRER AT WASHINGTON.
INQUIRY.

d Hon. My, MILLS moved that the Senate
0 now adjourn.

5 Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL— Be-

oal} 412 House adjourns 1 should like to
© attention of the leader of this House

to a paragraph which has appeared in the
newspapers purporting to come from Wash-
ington, in reference to some negotiations
which have been going on before a Commit-
tee of the Senate, in which a Mr. Farrer
appears to have taken a very prominent
part, and from the tenor of the telegram one
would suppose he was there as a representa-
tive of the government of Canada. I
scarcely conceive it possible—though I
know that this gentleman is on very intimate
terms with some of the hon. gentleman’s
colleagues—that a man who was detected
some years ago in a secret correspondence
with leading members of the Senate of the
United States, suggesting te them a mode
by which Canada could be coerced into
asking for annexation, and suggesting to
them how they might obtain concessions
from Canada of rights which Canada enjoys
under the ireaty of 1818, and other treaties
between these two countries. I do not
know that my hon. friend would object to
my putting this question without notice, for
I take it for granted that it being so plain
and simple a question—the answer to which
is Yes or No—he would have no objection.
I am desirous that this country should know
whether the government has employed Mr.
Farrer as their agent to negotiate terms of
reciprocity, or to make any suggestions as to
what they, as a government, are prepared to
concede in return for favours and privileges
in the Yukon district. The telegram which
appeared in the newspapers, dated Washing-
ton, Feb. 18th, reads as follows :

Edward Farrer, of Toronto, is here in consultation
with Senator Hansborough and several other mem-
bers of the Public Lands Committee, in regard to
bonding privileges at Wrangel, which the Alaska bill
refuses unless the Dominion government rescind the
monopoly given to the Yukon Railway.

Mr. Farrer addressed the committee and made a-
very plausible case. With regard to the refusal of
Canada to permit American fishermen to ship their
catch free of charge in Canadian ports on the North
Atlantic, in his_opinion the Canadian government
would agree to the appointment of an international
commission to pr.,vide for the uniform administration
of the bonding system on the North Atlantic as well
as on the North Pacitic. He added that it would be
all the better in his judgment if the commission was
given authority to deal with reciprocity of trade in
one of the two leading natural products like coal,
barley and pulp wood, and also in one or two lines of
manufactured goods.

T do not know that I should have called
the attention of the Senate to this, were it
not for the remarks made by Mr. Hans

borough, when the question was before the
United States Congress, as to the adoption
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of that resolution declaring that no conces- ' ple should learn at as early a day as possible
sions shall be made to the Canadians at|that an arch-traitor, like Farrer has proved

Wrangel, or at any ather port in the North
Pacific, or on the Alaskan coast, unless we

consented to give certain privileges to the

United States fishermen in the North

i himself to be, in the past—and we have no
reason to know that he has reformed—is
not acting on the part of the Canadian
:Government.

Atlantic ; and also, the admission of goods to !

the extent of 1,000 pounds to each miner, :

free.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT—2,500 pounds.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
The resolution says, “ Exceeding in quantity
1,000 pounds.” Perhaps that has been in-

creased ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It was increased to
2,500 pounds.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—So
much the worse. When this bill was under
consideration, the following discussion took
place:

Mr. Turner (Washington), moved to strike out that
part of the section, which related to the entering of
Canadian ports by American fishermen. He did not,
he said, make the motion, because he was hostile to
the New England fisheries, but because he deemed it
unfair to burden this measure with a demand upon
the Dominion government that it yield a contention it
has made for 100 years.

Mr. Hale (Maine), inquired if Mr. Turner did not
think it would be of advantage to the United States
to obtain the fisheries concession from Canada.

Mr. Turner replied that it would be of advantage
if we could obtain it, but he did not believe it could
be obtained.

Mr. Hansbrough (North Dakota), said that the
committee on public lands was in possession of infor-
mation that Canada would accept the conditions im-
posed by the section. He was firmnly of the opinion
that the Dominion government would yield on the

fisheries question in view of the concessions made to
it by the bill.

Now the only inference that one can draw
from the statements made by Mr. Hans-
borough is this, that Mr. Farrer assured the
Public Lands Committee that the Canadian
Government were prepared to make these
concessions ; and if he made any such state-
ment or gave any such assurance to that
commiittee, one can scarcely conceive that
he had the audacity—if I can use so strong
a term—to make any such promises, unless
with the consent of the Canadian Govern-
ment. If he did, then he should be repu-
diated at once by the government of Canada,
and the United States people should be told
that this gentleman was not authorized
either to appear before that committee or to
make any promises of concessions on the
part of Canada, and that the Canadian peo-

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I may say to my hon.
friend that the government of Canada have
‘no agent at Washington other than the
. British Ambassador.
|
' Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—He
‘ is not our agent.

' Hon. Mr. MILLS—~We are a part of the
| British Empire, and as a part of the British
' Empire we are represented at the capital of
| the United States by the British Ambassa-
I'dor, as much so as the people of the United
' Kingdom are, and T did not apprehend that
|the government of Canada were going to
iundertake to create for themselves other
| channels of communication on matters of
| political importance than those which under
: the law and the constitution are already pro-
vided. The government of Canada have, as
!such, no agent at Washington at all. We
iregard ourselves as adequately represented
i by the agency that is provided for us, the
British Ambassador, Sir Julian Pauncefote.
With regard to the report which my hon.
friend has read of what transpired in the
Senate of the United States, of course we
are not responsible for what happens there.
| If any citizen of Canada happens to be in
Washington and is called upon for informa-
tion, he is at liberty, of course, to give such
information as he possesses, and it is a mat-
ter of discretion with him as to what state-
ments he will make, and he may, if he
chooses, say what his opinions are. We,
of course, cannot control the opinions
of Mr. Farrer or any other party from
Canada who may visit Washington.
Then, as to the fisheries, my hon. friend
knows well that the fisheries on the
| Atlantic coast are regulated by the
treaty of 1818, that the fisheries upon
the coast of British North America, are the
property of the people of Canada and under
the jurisdiction of Canada, subject to the
concessions, the liberties or licenses granted
under the treaty of 1818 to the people of the
United States. Of course, we cannot take
from them any rights which they possess,
but it is wholly within our discretion whether
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we will make any further concessions or not,
and the government of Canada and the
parliament of Canada have so far seen
proper to exclude the people of the United
States from the privilege of transhipping
fish in bond from Canadian ports to ports in
the United States, except where they choose
to take out a license for that purpose. qu,
with regard to our rights on the Pacific
coast, our neighbours over the way, with
whom we are anxious to be on good terms
and to have a good understanding, so far as
our self-respect and our regard for our own
interests will permit’ us, may adopt such
policy as they deem proper for themselves,bnt

Senate of the United States to which the
hon. member from Hastings has referred,
and I had prepared myself to bring the
subject before this House, pretty much in
the same way that the hon. gentleman has
brought it, until I found that it had been
brought up in the other branch of parliament
and fully discussed, and full inforination
given to the public in regard to it. 1 must
say 1 was somewhat alarmed when I read
that in the discussion in the United States
a statement had been made to the effect that
it was well understood that the fishing rights
of the maritime provinces of this Dominion
could easily be obtained in exchange for

not without regard to our rights of navigation | customs concessions at Wrangel or else-
in the Stikine and other rivers mentioned | where on the Pacific coast. Isay I was

in the treaty of Washington.

We have |surprised at the confidence with which that

the right to use those rivers for commercial | assertion was made in the Senate of the

purposes, and, as an incident to that com- |

mercial use, we have a ri¢ht to tranship our
goods from sea-going ships to those that
are suited to river navigation. We have
the right to moor our ships to the
shore or bank of the river where it is neces-
sary to do so, and we have these incidental
rights without being subject to any duty or
any charge on the part of the government
of the United States, other than that which
they might ‘make for their own citizens
under like circumstances, and so we do not
anticipate, whatever the Senate may declare
in this matter, that Congress, as a whole,
will ultimately adopt a course in contraven.
tion of the rights that we possess undqr the
treaty of Washington or that .they W.lll at-
tempt any breach of faith. It is our inten-
tion to pursue our own course, to maintain
our own authority, to adopt those measures
which we believe in the interests of this
country and the proper development of our
territories. We are doing nothing to iater-
fere with our neighbours, or to exhibit to-
wards them any hostile spirit. We have
permitted all other foreigners who chose to
come into our country, to engage in mining
operations in the Yukon territory. We have
subjected them to such burdens as we thipk
are in the public interest, and it is the in-
tention of the government to pursue that
course and to adopt all those measures ne-
cessary to ensure law and order in that
country and maintain our authority and to
uphold the sovereignty of Queen Victoria in
the Yukon country. .

Hon. Mr. MILLER—I was somewhat
startled when I read the proceedings in the

United States by men who seemed to be
thoroughly and authoritatively informed.
My fears, too, were not without some reason-
able foundation. I called to mind the ocea-
sion on which the premier of this country,
shortly after he was installed in the high
office which hé now fills, visited the
United States and gave an interview to a
leading journal in that country in which
he spoke of the restrictions of the treaty
of 1818 and generally of our invaluable
fishing rights as liable to be given up to
the United States on very small considera-
ration. Elsewhere he had spoken of these
restrictions as relics of a |arbarous age.
The fishery products of this countryamounted
last year to over $20,000,000—and I may say
the province that I represent is more deeply
interested in the fisheries than any other pro-
vince of the Dominion, producing nearly one-
third of the whole production of that industry
in the Dominion—and 1 say I was alarmed at
the confidence with which those statements
were made in the Senate of the United States
when T called to mind the utterances of the
Prime Minister both before and after he had
attained office. T was reassured, however,
when I read the report of the discussion in an-
other place yesterday, and very much pleased
with the emphatic manner in which the Prime
Minister repudiated any intention of mixing
up the settlement of the fisheries question on
the Atlantic coast of the Dominion with any
difficulties that might have to be settled with
the United States government upon the
Pacific coast. I hope if ever the day comes
when we shall bs called upon to negotiate
for a surrender of our fishing rights it will
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be recollected that those rights are a most

great a nation as they undoubtedly are. I
valuable heritage of the maritime pro-

hope, however, that if it ever does come to
vinces, that they are looked upon with | be the duty of this government to make any
extreme jealousy, and it is only men who do | negotiations relative to our fisheries, they
not understand the conditions under which ! will recollect that they will be held to strict
the Treaty of 1818, was signed and executed ' account for the slightest surrender that may
who talk about those rights as having been | be made without a thorough equivalent for’
acquired in a barbarous age. They are!anything we give up. These fishing rights
rights which will bear the strictest criticism :are prized by the people of the maritime
and defence at the present day, and they  provinces—prized in a way that you gentle-
are the only means we possess to bringabout men who come from the interior of the
a fair settlement of any international ques- country cannot understand, and it might be
tion affecting the maritime provinces with , the worst blow struck at the integrity of the
the United States ; they are the only lever | Dominion if any sacrifice of those rights
we have to use, and therefore, should be: were attempted by the government, because
made the most of. With regard to the I am sure, if thoserights were given away
license system which now prevails, I wish to | to a foreign country without a full equivalent
express an opinion: I think the time has it would create great disatisfaction among a
arrived when we should cease to grant . large class of people.

licenses to United States fishermen. After |

the rejection by the Senate of the United |
States of the treaty negotiated by Mr. ‘
Chamberlain and Sir Charles Tupper, acting |

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
studiously avoided, in the questions that I
put, discussing the merits or demerits of the

on behalf of Canada, we agreed to prolong resolution passed by the Congress of the
for a year or two the privilege of granting| United States, and I did so for the very
licenses tc United States fishermen, with the | reason that my hon. friend from Richmond
expectation that the United States would |(Mr. Miller) gave for not bringing the
come to some reasonable settlement and |matter before the Senate ; that is, that the
would grant some equivalent for the great ' subject had been thoroughly thrashed out in

privileges which they ask to participate in
with the fishermen of the maritime provinces. |
We see noindicationof any desire orintention |
on their part to do anything of that kind ; on:
the contrary, we see indications of unfriend-
liness and worse than unfriendliness, because |
no person who has anyacquaintance whatever
with the rights of navigation which this
country possesses by treaty on the rivers of
Alaska, can regard in any other light the!
recent action of the Senate of the United |
States than a gross violation of our treaty
rights. Any one who has studied the
question and understands the unassailable
rights that we possess for commercial pur-
poses over those rivers, could hardly imagine
that a civilized nation would adopt such
legislation as the 13th clause of the bill
which has recently passed the Senate of that
country. If such legislation had emanated
from some semi-civilized South American
republic we might regard it with some in-
difference, and I have no sympathy with
those gentlemen who stand up here and
speak of the United States as a country
which should be treated with friendliness by
us, because on every occasion our neighbours
show an aggressive spirit, discreditable to so

the Lower chamber. What I desired to
ascertain was whether Mr. Farrer—that point
was not discussed in the House of Commons
—was the accredited agent, oracting on behalf
of any member of the Canadian government
in Washington when he appeared before the
Committee on Public Lands and made the
statement which has been published. My

| hon. friend the leader of the Hpuse did not

answer fully my question. He'said that the
Canadian government has no agent in
Washington. I did not require to be told
that ; I know that the Canadian government
has no agent in Washington in the common
acceptation of the term. I know also that
Sir Julian Pauncefote represents England,
and not Canada, except when his attention
is called to matters affecting this country. I
know also during the administration of all
governmentstheyit had been thehabittosend
gentlemen to Washington to bring under the
notice of the British minister, and through
him, to the notice of the government of the
United States, certain matters which effect
this country. T understand all that, so thay
the hon. gentleman’s, answer, that the
government have no agent in Washington,
18 literally true. Every onein Canada knows
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that to be correct, but what I want to know
1S this—has Mr. Farrer been sent there even
0 an unofficial capacity by any member of

© government.
Hon. Mr. MILLS—I said no.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—My
on. friend will find, when the report of his

Speech is printed, that he did not answeri

that question. The only answer that he
gave was that they had no agent, and thexn
€ went on to discuss the merits of this reso-
ution passed by Congress and to assure the
ouse that the rights of Canada, whatever
they may be, will be upheld wherever the
British flag floats on this continent. IfI
were to discuss the resolution to which my
friend called the attention of the Senate, 1
should agree with him. I am only speaking
from a layman’s standpoint. I have not the
advantage of a legal education that the hon.
gentleman has, but in reading the treaty and
Particularly the terms of the treaty of 1871,
under which the right of navigating the
ukon and other rivers was conceded to us,
can say that I came to the same conclusion
that my hon, friend has enunciated here to-
night. He will excuse me if I press him
for a positive answer to my question whether
Mr. Farrer, whose history we all know, is
In Wayshington on behalf of the government,
Or at the instance of any member of the
government, if so, who sends him and who
Pays his expenses there. That every gentle-
man going to Washington has a right to
€xpress his views we all know, but we know
OW intimate Mr. Farrer is with members
of the present government, that confidential
relations exist between them, and we also
know from statements, he made there that
© assured the authorities at Washington
that he had reason to believe the Canadian
8overnment were prepared to make certain
Soncessions, and on the strength of those
assurances Mr. Hansborough made hisspeech
to the Senate. If the Yukon bill ever gets
%o this House, and we come to discu-s the
Question, I shall be prepared to express my
OPinion, as a layman, as to the rights of this
Sountry, and I think I shall not find myself
M a very different position on that subject
Tom that of the hon. gentleman opposite.

beHon. Mr. MILLS—I supposed that I had
°n sufficiently explicit in the statement I
Made to the House. The hon. gentleman

asked whether Mr. Farrer was the agent-of
the Canadian government at Washington, or
whether he had been sent there to act in
that capacity, and I said to my hon.
friend that we had no agent at Washington
except the regular and properly constituted
agent, the British Ambassador at Washing-
ton. I thought that that was a sufficient
negative to the question, which my hon.
friend put. I so intended it. I supposed
that my hon. friend would so understand it.
And 1 say now that Mr. Farrer is not in
Washington and has not been in Washington
as the agent of the Canadian gdvernment.

Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Or
on behalf of the Canadian government !

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Or on béhalf of the

I Canadian government.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Very well, that will do. :

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Norwas he authorized
to speak for us, nor do I suppose that Mr.
Farrer has said anything which would have
led the hon. gentleman to suppose that he
professed to speak in the name or on behalf
of the Canadian government.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—You
have not read the telegram.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No, I have not, but I
have listened to the telegram read by my
friend.

VACANCIES IN THE SENATE AND
DEATH OF SENATORS.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
There is another matter to which I propose
to refer. 1t was the complaint of the hon.
gentlemen opposite for a great many years
that vacancies in the Senate were not filled
up as rapidly as they should be. I hope the
hon. gentlemen is not going to fall into what
he then termed were the errors and crimes
of commission and omission on the part of
their predecessors. In the province in which®
I live, there is one vacancy. I should like to
ask the hon. gentlemen when that will be
filled. There is alsothe vacancy in Prince
Edward Island, caused by the lamentable
death of one of our colleagues, .to which I
think no reference has been made. With the
permission of the Senate, I think it is only
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due, following the practice of the past, to | ‘ I think every man in this House who had

refer to the gentlemen who have passed.

'the honour and privilege of an acquaintance

away. We must all feel regret at the death : with Mr. Arsenault will come to the same

of a gentleman who has been a member of |

i conclusion that I have reached, and that is

the House for so many years, I refer to the |that he was a’man of high character, and

Hon. Theodore Robitaille. He occupied a !
- very prominent position in the politics of |

this country, not only since confedemtlon;esteem

but before it. He was a descendant of one;
of the oldest French families in Lower Can-
ada. He served in the parliament of Canada
in 1869, and one of his ancestors served in
the old parliament of Canada from 1809 to
1829. Mr. Rdbitaille himself was first elect-
ed to parliament in 1861, and remained in
the parli®ment of Lower Canada until con
federation, after.which he occupied a seat
in this House and also in the local legisla-
ture. He devoted his whole time afterwards
to the service of his country in the parlia-
ment of Canada. He was sworn in as Re-
ceiver Generalin 1873, and remained in that
-office until he was appointed governor of the
province of Quebec, where his services were
given to his country for four or five
years. He afterwards became a member of
the Senate which position he occupied until
the time of his death., We all know that he
was for years so sorely afflicted that he could
not bring to the servic