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Mr. SOMERVILLE. It is worthy of putting
on record that, of all the members whbo sit on the
other side of the House, only two have had the
courage of their convictions, and have risen to de-
elare that thev thinik the Franchise Act is a good
one. Evidently there are two men there at all
events who believe in that Act.

Mr. LANERKIX. I wouli imake another
appeal toi the minister of .Justice. rhis season, has
beenî very unîfavourable. I an told the prospects are
that we are not likely to have a third of a crop*. If
ever there was a time to reduce expenditures which
are unnecessary and uncalled foir, that timne is now,
and this guarter of a million might be saved to the

people by repealing this Act and night be ex-
pendled in furnishinîg the people with seed grain,
wvhieb it may be necessary to do if the weathr re-
mains as dry as it has been. I, therefore, appeal to
the (;overmî,nent to lop off this quarter of a million
in the interests of the c(ultry, though not perhaps
iii the interest of the Tory party. anîd expendit,
if they are bouni to expend it, in some work
whicl will be usefii to the people.

Patent Record....................-15.000

'Mr. FOSTER. That may be made S12,AK0.

Mr. LANI)ERKIN. That might hLe dropped
altogether this year in view of the bard tines.

Mr. FOSTFER. It is out of that that a large
revenue comes to the country.

Coimmittee rose and reportei the resolutions.

A)JOURNMENT-THE BUDGET.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-
ment of the 1ouse.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like
to know froi the Minister of Finance if he pro-

poses to make his Budget statement- on Friday ?
M r. FOSTER. I an diffident about making

another annîouncenent. I bave made so inany
that I an afraid the House will consider I an
tickle in this inatter. I think, unless extraordi-
nary events occur, the Budget vill be delivered on
T uesdlay next. . ...

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think it is in

portant that the Budget should be brouglht down
imnnediately. It should have beenu brought
down-x long ago. The Minister muust know. that the
sugar trade of the country, which is an immense
trade. is, I mnay say, ahniost paralysed. It is imsuch
a state that extra provision liai to ie madie for
handling it ieanwhile, and the large season of con-
sumptiolnis1 upon us. It is expected. whether
rightly or wvrongly, that the Govermnnent may deal
with it in some way. It seems to me that the pub-
lic interest demands, if any tariff changes are made,
that they should be announced at the earhiest pos-
sible moment.

Mr. FOS'IER. The Minister of Finance does
know all that the lion. gentleman lias stated. It
is not his falt that the Budget vas not delivered
a fortniglht ago, but events over which we had neo
control kept it back. It may be possible to
deliver it on Friday, and if so, I shal certainly
do so.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is well, for
nany reasons, that the date should be definitely
fixed. If the lon, gentleman says Friday, al right.

\Mr. FOSTER. I will be able to say to-morrow.

Motiotn agreed to ,; and House adjourned at 11.20
p.ni.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

\\EDNESDAY, 17th 1une, 1891.

The SPE.-KER took the Chair at Tbree o'clock.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPT.-CONTRACTS.

Nr. SPEAKER infoîrmeii the Hlouse that, iii
obedience to the Order of the Ibouse of yesterday,
.Ir. Michiel Connolly hai delivered to the Clerk
of the House the boo~ks of accounts, &c., required
foi' examination lby the Cornunittee on Privileges
andi Eietions, in connection with tie enuijry
relative to the Quelbee Harbour Works, &c.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 104.) to amnend the Bills of Exchange
Act, 1890 (from the senate).-Sir John Thompson.

DECK AND LOAD LINES.

Mr. TUPPER moved for leave to iitroduce Bill
(No. 1(;) to provide for the narking of deck and
load lines. He said It vill be recollected that
last year the ow-ners of ships built chiefly iii the
Maritime Provinces, were exceedingly alarimed to
finîd that it was proposed by the Pai-liament of

Britain to adopt extraoridinarilv severe ru-
lationis in reference to the loading of siips. By
the provisions of the Imperial Bill then unler con-
sideration, all colonial ships, as well as siips
built at home, were comlpelled to conform to these
ruies, regarding the extent to wIich they could lbe
loaded and the amiount of free-board to Le given
anyîvessel loading and clearingoutwards at aBritish
port. The history of that sort of legislation began
in 1876, when the Imperial Parliament adopted
what was known as a load line or a maximumn
mark under which a ship could be loaded on

1 departing fromn a port in the Uiited Kingdoin.
The fixing of the load line was left, however, en-
tirely to the owner, a penalty being imposed only
when no- load line whatever was fixed ; and the
criticism on that measure was that the load bine
couil practically be put upon the mast, amid there-
fore the Bill fell entirely short of its object.

ï Very exhaustive eiquiries were promoted after
1 1,876 by Parliamentary Committees, and elabo-
rate calculations gone into in order to settle,
mathematically as well as nautically, the exact
nteasurenent which souild be adopted and
the exact capacity of each ship for carryitg certain
cargoes, and after these elaborate enquiries hîad
beei made, chiefly witl reference to iron and steel
vessels, built as vessels in England and Scotland
are, the Bill to which I have just referred was
brought forward in the British Parlianent. But
instead of being confined to the vessels which had
been chiefly considered with reference-to the fran-

r i ing of ries for the free-board, it enbraced the
'wooden ships of this country, although apparently
the res and calculations had very little reference,
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if any, to the requireients and capacity of our
wo'den ships. Those i nterested iii the wooden ships
of this countrv became exceedingly alarimed at the
conteiplated legislation. more particularly as the
surveyors uontenplated by the liperial Bill, under
the Board of Trade, upon whon devolved the duty
of tixing that load line. were Lloyds' surveyors; and
as the vessels of this countrv were chieflv classed
Bureau Veritas, it was also feared great injustice
would be doneI v these survevors iii dealing wit:h
ships classed entirelv under different forns and
rules fron those of Llovds. ' The Canadian Govern-
mient. acting at the desire of the ship-owners of this
countrv linnuediately proceeled to represent to the
Im perial Covernment the rrave injustice and the
great injury which wouhl be done to the Canadian
wCeoleni ships. anl the Bill in Englanil was, after
con<ustierat ioi. considerably amended, and passed
witli the following section added, to mîeet. if pos-
sibile, the objections raised by the ship-ovners of
this country

An Act to amend the Merchant Shipping Acts relat-
ing to load lines, Chap. 9. 53 Vi., Imuperial Act, Sec. 3,
provides: Where the legislature of any British posses-
-ion. by any enactment provides for the fixing. marking
and certifying of load lUnes on ships registered in that
possession,.and it appears to ler Majesty the Queen that
the provisions of that enictnient are based outhe same
principles as the provisions of this Act, and are equally
effective for ascertaining and determining the maximum
load lines to which such ships can be safely loaded in sait
water and for giving notice of the load line to persons
interested, it shall be lawful for Her Majesty. by Order
in Council, to deelaretha~t anyload line fixed and marked
and any certificate given in pursuance of th'at enactment
shal, with respect to ships so registered, have the same
effect as if it had been fixed, narked or given in pur-
suance of this Act."
In consequence of tliat clause, this Bill has becone
necessary. I may say that. in the petitions, large
mnubers of which ha-ve cone to this House, with
ianmy signatures from those owning ships in the

Maritime Provinces, the difficulties are pointed out
that are to be encountered in the English Bill, not-
withistanding that in another clause of it, which I
did not read, the surveyors charged with the ascer-
taining where this load line is to be mnarked iay
be either Lloyds or Bureau Veritas ; and the peti-
tioners have pointed out that the rules upon which
these surveyors are bound to act, un der the lin-

perial Act, are inapplicable to the style of ships
built in this country. no reference having been imade,
-the subject, perhaps. not having been under-
stood in EiLngland--regarding the breadth of bean
andi the extraordinary buoyancy of the wooden
ships of this country, and they point out that if it
is impossible to get rid of the restrictions under
the Imperial Act, if the load line is to be marked,
it be narked by surveyors both here and in the
United Kingdoum appointed by the Dominion Gov-
ernnent, vho have special knowledge of wooden
slips and their great carrying capacity. The pro-
position on the part of the ship-owners of this
country seemns to me not at all unreasonable, nor
do they appear to be actuated by any
selfish interest or desire to escape the
imposition of necessary restrictions; and in
support of this, I would refer to the very ela-
-borate report I have included in the last annual
report of the Departnent of Marine, of the Marine
Conference held in Washington in 1889, where ail
the shipping countries in the world were repre-
sented, and where the very able English represent-
atives endeavoured miost earnestly to obtain the

Mr. TUPPER.

passage of a resolution in favour of a universal
load line mark. After careful investigation and
able presentation of the British case, the report of
that conference was to the effect that it was iinpos-
sible to lay down a general rule, or adopt. a broal
rule for the shipping of the various countries in the
worldl. I wouhl like to read tothe House one extract
in conection îwith this. as it supports, to miv mind,
the -position taken by the shipping interests · inI
Caunada in favour of the load ulie being cntrolledi
Iv the authorities in the country to which the ships
directly belong. The niembers of the confereuce.
referring to the English rules. sav

" The above nmentioned rules have proved to be a good
standard ujon whieh to determine the .proper loading of
British vessels, which are classed in Lloyds' register, or
for other vessels, the particulars of whose strength and
fitness to carry any particular cargo cari easily be ascer-
tained by the surveyors oftheBoard ofTramde. As regards
foreign ships, however. which are loanling in the United
Kingdom. and whieh are either not classed in Lloyds'
re;rister or the particulars of which cannot be ascertainied
without a minute examination. the difficulty is, that. the
law which intends to guard against dangers arising from
overloading camnot be enforced without serious disadvant -
ages t, the owmners of ships and cargoes ecnsequient upon
the difficulty of ascertaining whether the ships are fit to
carry the cargo in question."
And they conucludedl that this very important sub-
ject of underloading or overloading ships slould
be left to the Goverimnments concerneil, and while
they made nany reconnnendations in regard to
shipping, vhmich they thouight of universal applicat-
tion, and in the interest of the world's shipping
generally, they took special pains to point out that,
in a udelicate matter suchi as this. it vas impossible
to niake any liard and fast genural rule which
would apply to the different. ships of dlifferent
countries, since they are aillbmilt on diffèrent
umodels and for different urposes. Ii the Bill
wh-îiel I ask leave to introduce, I have endeavoured
to neet as far as possible tie principle whici is at
stake, that is, to fix the mnaxinnn load line, but in
fixing that line, I have endeavoured to secure the
interests of our own shipping, and to prevent thleir
being landicapped in a competition for the world's
carrying trade, or for the trade whichl they now
get In Englisl ports. Il the Imperial Act of 1890,
the owner bas no voice, wlereas le has all the
voice in the Bill of 1876, as to the fixing of the
load line. I propose that, as we have no umathme-
matical rue in this country, and no nachinery to
fix this even if w-e lad the rule, so as to make it
applicable to our shipping, we siall incluide the
owner in the settling of the load line and associate
with huinm a surveyor fromn the British Lloyds'
Register, or from the French Bureau Veritas.
or any authorized surveyor appointed ; and, if
they do not agree as to where the lne shall be
fixed, then thei lepartnent shall take the responsi-
bility, as it does in other matters whiclh are repre-
sented in England by the Board of Trade. There
are nany other provisions suggested in regard to
the safety of ships. and all the owners are agreed
upon that point. The safety of tieir ships is im-
portant to themu. Many safeguards have been
thrown around them, and the only danger is that
we night go too far and injure themn. I know that
the provisions of the Bill will be carefully scrutin-
ized by the representatives of the shipping interests
in this House, but, the House being aware that we
are without any scientific calculations which have
been applied in the rules adopted by the Board of
Trade, I propose that, on the second reading of
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this Bill, it shall be referred to a select comnittee,
composed chietly of the representatives in tlis i
House of the shipping interests which are concern-
ed, and, with the aid of that conmmittee, I hope we
will be able to meet the difiiculty which 0now pre-
sents itself. It must be remnembered that, on or!
after the lst October, the rules of the Britishi
Board1 of Trade will apply, and without complyingi
with those rules no vessel will be allowei to enter
or clear fron any British port. Those rules of the
Engilislh Board of Trade are very stringent. anid,
to comply with them, the vessel must go into dock
and suifer great detention and consequently great
eibarrassinent.

"%lotion agreed to, and Bill read the tirst timne.

CATTLE TRADE.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like
to call the attention of the linister of _Marine to
the fact that, in regard to the Bill respecting the
Shipping of Live Stock which lie proposes to allow
to stand, the persons engageil in the cattle trade
are very anxious to see some legislation passed. I
have a telegrani on the subject which I will send
t) Ili.m.

Mr. TUPPER. I -intendel to introduce this
Bill to-day, but I find that there is a necessitv to
pass a resolution first, as it lias to doi with trade
ani commerce. I an obliged to the hon. geintle-
man for promisintg to send me the telegran. I aMi
also in receipt of a telegrani stating tlhat certain
vessels have left our ports in such a condition in
regard to the accommodation for cattle that should
not have existed. But the Minister of Agricul-
ture lias, it seens to me, power to deal with the
chief question at point-that is, the space allowed
for the animals-under the Order in Council whichi
is passed under the Act relating to Contagions
Diseases of Animals, and I think the objection will
be satisfactorily met, notwithstanding that this
BiB is not now introduced.

Mr. FEATHERSTON. I have to-day received
a message from Montreal fron sone shippers there,
w-ho say there is an order sent there by which a
space of only 2 ft. 6 in. is allowed on deck, and the
shippers say their cattle are too large at this
season of the year, especially distillery cattle,
which have to go on deck, and are not able to go
into any space less than 2 ft. 8 iii.

Mr. TUPPER. I think that information is in-
correct. The Minister of Agriculture told ne
instructions had been sent to insist upon 2 ft. 8 in.
space on deck and below deck. That is the space
which lias been adopted by the American Board of
Trade.

Mr. FEATHERSTON. This is the telegramn:
" Dr. McEachran says: Has orders fixing space for cattle

at 2 ft. 8 in. on main deck, and 2 ft. 6 in. on upper decks.
This compromise not satisfactory. Impress on Minister
the fact that all the exporters in Canada have signed
requisition to have space on all decks fixed at 2 ft. 8 in.
They own the cattle and should know what is necessary.
It is their property that is being injured. Salesmen on
other side report cattle arriving in bruised condition
owing to overcrowdin g, and boats have sailed within past
few days which no Montreal insurance inspector would
pass, one losing eighteen head before reachung.Quebec."
Which shows that they were right in their judg-
ment.

Mr. SPROULE.' I have also received a tele-
grai-
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lri-. SPEAKER. I nust call the lion. gentle-
man's attention to the fact that there is nothing
before the House at present. All these mnessages
may be sent to the MIinister or spoken of when the
Bill is introduced, but the Bill has not been intro-
dueed.

Nfr. LAURIER. This is a very imiipor-tant
matter, and at present we do not knîow exactlv
where we stand, whether the space is 2 ft. 6 iin.
or 2 ft. 8 in. I think that hon. gentlemenii shiould
have an opportunity of bringing this important
question before the House.

Mr. SPROULE. I did not know whether it
woui be appropriate to mention this matteri he-e
inow. but, seeing thiat the hon. menmber for Peel
(\lr. Featherston) didi so, I thought it would be
proper for ne to read the telegrai I received froi

fi-. Duin, who went to Mlontreal withli about 2,1N)
head of cattle to ship. I telegraphed himu yester-
day, after seeing the Mlinister of Agriculture and
the Minister of Mlarine, who stated that they had
telegraphied to the inspector there to see that the
space allowei vas 2 ft. 8 in. for eaci hieal. of
cattle. Tis is the reply I receivei froi Mr-. Dunn

" Government inspector here says he lias orders fixing
space for cattle at 2 fr. S in. on main deck oily,
and 2 ft. 6 in. on upper detk. This compromise not
satisfacttory. Please impýress upon Minister the fact
that all the exporters in-tanada hive iîned reqiuisitioni
to have space on all decks fixed at two feet eight inches.
They own the cattle and should know what is necessary.
It is their property that is being injured. Salesmien in
England report eattle arriving iii bruised condition, owing
to the overcrowding-, and boats have sailed within the
bast few days which no Montreal insurance inspector
vould pass, one steamer losing eighteen hieaid before

reaching Quebec."

%fi-. TUPPER. I thouglt the House unuder-
stod(i, if the hon. nember did not, that this is lii-
mîediately under the charge of the 31iniister of
Agricuilture in consequence of the provisions of the
Act to which I referred, atil I understood himu
distinctly to say thuat they hatd Conversation with
reference to the muatter on several occasions, and
that instructions hiad gone to insist upon a space
of 2 ft. 8 in., whether above or below, and whether
on the upper deck or not ; and I was suirprisedi to
hear soie hon. gentlemen make a stateient as to
the instructions thuat were actually sent. I shall
see the Minister and have the matter cleared up at
once.

Mr. )ENISON. Do I understand the Minis-
ter of>f Marine to say that those instructions were
telerraphed vesterday or to-day ?

Mr. TUPPER. I unierstood that those iistrue-
tions went yesterday. With reference to that I
may be imistakeni. I know the Minister told
me, whîen I spoke to him about the matter to-day,
that 2 ft. 8 in. was the space.

Mr. DENISON. I have a telegram also, and
they say they can take only 22 ft. 6 in. on the
upper deck, and that the inspector w-as actùig on
these instructions.

Mr. TUPPER. There hasapparently been some
confusion.

Mr. DENISON. If the Minister will say that
he had been instructed to make it the samne on the
upper deck as on the lower, that would probably
cover the whole thing.
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I understand the liinister has Majesty, will they do so at once by cable ? so that
I shall see him with reference no iii sapprehension muay exist in the mind of Her

Majesty as to> the miagnitude of the interests involved,
and of the compensati that should be provided

COLONIAL RAILWAY. for to inidemnify the vessel owners and crews for
the losses they will necessar'ily sustain, if driven out

îoved for leave to> introduce a of Belhring's Sea before the end of the season.
ctiingthe Intercolonial Railway.
iment railways on the main- Mr. TUPPER. Iii reply to the lion. gentleman,

the Intercolonial Railway. the1Imay say tlat while this Government bas not been
the Cape Breton ami the Wind- advised by te Impl)erial Governmîuent that it is the
vs. A separate set of books intention of Ilei \Iajesty to issue, iiediatelv
on eadh of these railwavs bs ater the passage of the Behring' Sea Bill now-

st up to this year. whieb entails bfore tie Iltperial Parliament, a Order in
nt of extra work ani expense. Coucil as pro'vided for in said Bill, prolibitiig
ll is to make tec three railway îships and tiose interesteil in taking seals, a con-
f the Iiter-colonial Railwav. by e'tio las been eIterel into between the United
niches, ferries and all connectel Stttes anl the GovernenIt of reat Britain. which
will Silmply he 4lesignated the oIteiil)lates th assage of an order of that
yi which will do awaV with the liaacter. uider theI provisions of that Bill which

îg a nîuimIber of books, and the las now become law. I may say that Her Majesty
uimber of elerks for that pur. Wats tdviset by this 4overnmeit of the great

iainittuie of the intrests involved in Cauada, s0
and Bill read the irst time. that no misapprelhenlsion exists as to that point,

anild as to the compeinsatioen that should be pro-

THE GOVERNMENT. vided to iid1eiinify tie vessel iwiers and crews for
the losses they wouhl havel neces.arily to sustain.

Before you proceed vith theil
call the attention of the leader i QUARANTINE REULATIONS.

fact tiat in the stateient which j
e yesterday with regard to the 1 Mr. MACDONA1.)(Huron) asked, Has the
Cabinîet, lie made no statemient attention of the Goverimnent been dratwn to the
would he the policy of the new 1 following order issued by the United States De-
siall expect that to-morrow. or partiieit of Agriculture, datedi 19tlh May, 1891,
hich would be convenient for quarantiniing for fifteen days lambs and swiine iii-
ormation to the House in that ported frout Caînada:--

NGEVIN. I will prbably be
tatement to-morrow, but i do
gentleman.

THE BUDGET SPEECH.

Sir RICHARI) CAR T\\RIGH1T. Thisis a con-
venient time to enquire of the lion. Mlinister of
Finance when lie intends to deliver the Budget
speech, whether on Friulay or on Tuesday next''

Mir. FOSTER. As a sop to my hon. friend, I
will present himîî with the tel lays'statement down'
to the lth June, and say that the Budget speech
w-l be delivered on Tuesday next.

SEALING IN BEHRING SEA.

Mr. GORDON asked, Whether this Governmneit
lad been advised by the Imperial Governnent that
it is the intention of Her' 3ajesty to issue, iimmedi-
ately after the passage of the Behring Sea Bill, now
lbefore the Imperial Parliaient, an Order in Council
as provided for in said Billh prohibiting persons
belonginîg to British slips froikilling, taking, htunt-
ing, or atteimpting to kill, take or hunt, any seal in
Behrintg Sea during the remainder of the present1
sealingseason ? If so, lias Her \Majesty been advised'
by this Goverument, that up to the 24th of 31ay
last, no less than forty-nine British or Canadian
registered vessels, with a tonnage of 3,042 tons
valued at ,458,()0, have been fitted ont, and have
cleared fron Canadiau ports for the purpose of seal-
ùig in Behring Sea during the present sealing sea-
son ? If this Government have not so advised Her

Mr. DENISON.

" Vhereas. under the Aet ot' Congress approved August
30, 1890, it lias been provided boy the Department of Agri-culture, in ürder to proteet the sheeja. and swinc of the

n Uitud Stnites from eontagiou diseîses ow existing ii
foreign coiitries, that ali sheep and swinje imported from
Great Britain and the Continent of Europe must be held in
quarantine for a period of njot, less thanîî fifteeni days ;:11.d,

" Whereas the Domb non of Canada makes no require-
,ment of quiranutine for sheep and swine imported into
that country fromtu Great Britain and the Continent of
Europe: and.

" Wliereas to permit importations of these animals from
1 Canada iito the United States without quarantinewould

be dangerouis to the stock interests of the United States,
owing to the failure on the part of the Canadian author-
ities to entorce this uneawsure of protection and would

1 enable importers to ivde the quarantine o? the United
States port.«: therefore. it is

"Ordered, ThIt aIl sheep or swine to be im orted from
Canada into the United States are herebymade subject to
the regulations of tde Department of Agriculture of date

i October 13.1890, and the exception contained in the thirdanîd sixth regulations of said date, as applicable to Can-
adian sheep and swine, is hereby rescinded, and al
animals naied in said reiulations, except cattle jni-
ported from Canada. are su>bject to the same conditions
and requireinents a!S if they were imported into the United
States from Great Britain or the Continent of Europe.

(Sd.) "J. M. RUSK,
"Secretary."

If so, has the Government taken any steps with the
view of having the order withdrawn, and what are
they ? If no action lias yet been taken by the
Govermnient, does it intend at the earliest possible
moment to take action to have, if possible, the
quarantine renoved ? If so, will the Government
renove the cause assigued by the United States
Departnent for the issue of the said order, namely,
the absence of quarantine by the Government of
Canada against the importation of sheep and swine
from Great Britain, by establishing a quarantine
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against such importations? If not, what line of
action does it propose to adopt?

Mr. HAGGART. The attention of the Govern-
ment having been drawn to the United States order
relating to the quarantining of sheep and swine
referred to, an Order in Council was passed on 6th
instant amending the Canadian regulations, so as
to place a quarantine of fifteen days on each sheep
andi swine entering Canada at the seaports of Canada
(which is a similar quarantine arrangement to that
which the United States itself possesses). instead of
a simple inspection. This order lias been publislied
in the Canada 'Ga:et/e, and officially commnicated
to the Uniteil States Governmnent.

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS.

"Mr. AMYOT asked, Whether the Governnent
has any intention of moving the adoption, during
the present session, of a measure prohibiting the
sale by wholesale of intoxicating liquors, within
the compass of any mnunicipality in which the
municipal authorities have )asse(l a regulation to
the saine effect6?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In the opinion of the
Government, this is a miatter which should not be
pressed on the municipal authorities.

M1r. A MYOT. That is not the question.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The lion. gentleman
will see that it is, for the hon. gentlemnai enquirs
whether the Goveriînent will pass a law contingent
on tie acts of the municipal authorities.

INDIAN AGENT AT SUTTON WEST.

Mi. MULOCK asked, Out of what moneys did
thîey pay the sumi of 8181.65, being expenses
incurred by the Governiment in connection with an
investigation held inito the conduct of the Indian
Agent at Sutton West in 1885?

Mr. DEVDNEY. The suim of 8141.65 was paid
out of contingencies, and 840 out of the Indian land
management fund, making a total of 8181.65.

VOLUNTEERS OF 1837-38.

Mr. ALLISON asked, Whether it is the intention
of the Goverinent to mîake a grant of land to each
of the survivors of the volunteers who assisted in
suppressing the rebellion in Canada in 1837-38 ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It is not the intention
of the Governmîent to make a grant of land to each
of the survivors of the volunteers who assisted in
suppressing the rebellion in Canada in 1837-38, as
we have always considered, and this House lias
always considered, this is a niatter affecting the old
Provinces of Upper and Lower Ca1da previous to
Confederation.

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, jý'/hen was the Elec-
toral Franchise Act passed ?I How many tinies
has it been amended since? How many times
have the lists been revised? How many tinies
suspended ? Have the revisions and suspensions
occurred alternately ? Were revisions promised
which did not take place ? If so, why? Will the
lists be revised this year ? What has been the
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cost of each revision ? What the total cost ? Vas
anti ng paid for the lists in seasons wlhen sus-
pendled ? If so, how f muhli ?

Sir JOHN THOM1PSON. The Electoral Fran-
chise Act was pa-ssel in 1885. It has been amended
three tines. The lists have been revised three
tintes. The operation of 'the Act has been twice
suspended. The revisions and suspensions have
not oceurred alternatelv. Rerisions were not pro-
misel that did not take place. The lists will in
all probability be revised this vear. The cost of
each revsion has been already stated fully to Par-
liament. A snmll suii was paid. the amnount of
which I ani ot in a position to state this after-
110011, for lists during oie year when the revision
,was suspended, this aimount being niecessary for
prelminary' expenses which hîad been incurred
before the introduction of the Bill to suspend the
operation of the Act

Mr. LANDERKIN. The lion. gentleman lias
not given the anirmunt paid when the revisions were
SUSpelelsupended-.

Sir JOHN THOMIPSON. I said I was not able
1 to state tis afternoon the aiount so paid ; but I
will give it subsequently.

BREAKWATER AT CENTREVILLE, N.S.

Mr. BOXVERS asked, Has the Governmnent re-
eived any report from their engineer as to the
amount required to repair the breakwater at Cen-
treville, Digby County, N.S. ? If so, is it their in-
tention to allow the breakwater to renain as it is,
riskinr the total destruction of the saie by the
next winter's gale ? Or will there be placed in the
Suppleiiieitatry Estiniates an appropriation sutii-
cient to save it fromn destruction ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I sent to mny de-
partmnent for information in this matter, and
received the following answer : No report has been
received as to the anount required to repair the
breakwater at Centreville, nor has any informnation
been received by the department relating to the
state of that work.

POST OFFICE BOX AT KINGSTON.

Mr. AMYOT asked, Who was, on or about the
28th Mav, 1S89, the lessee of box No. 524, in the
post office at Kingston, Ont.; and what was the
namne of the person who appeared on the books of
the post office as havùig paid the annual rentail of
that box?

Mr. HIAGGART. The department has no know-
le(lge as to who was the lessee of that box at
Kingston post office.

WALKERTON POST OFFICE.

Mr. TRUAX asked, Has the contract for fit.-
ting up the interior of the Walkerton post office
been awarded? If not. wvill it be let by public
tender, and when ? Will notice be given in the
local papers as to the time for receiving tenders?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. A contract lias not
been given. It is usual to give such work to the
party who has the contract for the erection of the
building, when his work is satisfactory, and the
work is (given at architect's estimates. Of course,
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the notices referred to will not appear in the local
papers.

I)RILL SHED AT TORONTO.

Mr. COCKRURN asked, 1. Have any contracts
been aw-arded in connection with the erection of
the drill shed in the city of Toronto ? If so. for
-what parts of the work and who are the con-
tractors? 2. If any contracts have been awarded,
when is the work to proceed ? 3. Have tenders
been asked for the other parts of the work vet'? If
not, when will the Governmnent advertize for
tenders

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. To the first por-
tion of the question, the answer is. ves. To the
secondi portion. the aniswer is. tlat a contract has
been let for the excavations to Davis & Son. To the
third portion of the question. the answer is, that
the work will be proceeded with on Ist August.
To the last question the answer is : Tenders have
not been asked for the other parts of the work vet.
but thev will be called foi- within the next eight o.r
ten days.

NEWSPAPER ADVERTISIN(.

Mr. BEAUSOLEIL asked, In what newspapers
is the table showinig the hours of the arrival and
departure of the mails for the Ottawa post otfice!
published ? What amnount is paid to adeac f the
said nîewspapers yearly for publishîing the said
table ? Is the table inserted in anv French news-
paper ? If not. why not : and if so~published. what
is the namie of the newspaper and the yearly sumi
paid for the service?

MIr. HA(GGART. The time table showing the'
hours of arrival and departure of the muails for the
Ottawa post office is published in the following
new-spapers :-iti:en, S100M) per annuim ; ./onril.i
8l00 per annumi : Uited Canada, 850 per annuin.
The tinie table was also published in Le Cainalct
until the 30th April, 1891, at 50 per annui.

WELLAND CANAL-SURPLUS WATER.

Mr. GIBSON noved for:

Copies of ail petitions, letters and communications
from the city of St. Catharines, and other municipalities
on the Welland Canal, or from any persons or corporn-
tions. for the privilege of using s.rlus water from said
canal for manufacturing or othe- purposes: and of the
reports of Engineers of Canails thereon, and the replies
of the Government to ail sueh applications.

He said: Mr. Speaker, in mnovirg for this retuurn I
desire to say a few words regarding the vast!
quantity of waste water that is continually passing
through the waste weirs·of the new Welland Canal,
that iniglit with profit to the country be used for
manufacturing purposes. lu fact, sufficient water
coild easily be spared to run several factories accord-
ingr to their requirenents at each one of the twenty-
four regulating basins, without, in my opinion,
affecting the efficiency of the canal. If encourage-
ment were given by the Governnent for the free
use of water for a few years, or at a nominal rental,
until industries were securely established, there is
every reason to believe that the Welland Canal
would be the means of making that section !

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.

of the province a veritable hive of industry.
.Within a very few miles of the Welland Canal. on
the Ainerican sidie of the Niagara River. an aque-
duet or tunnel is in course of construction for
manufacturing purposes, which. 1 understand, wvill
cost about S3,000.000. Now, Sir. we have a mnuch
better supply of water running to waste, and
connections with the regulating basins of the new
Wellanl Canal coldi he made by the Govern-
ment. and the cost would be gladly paid for h'y
parties requiring the use of water. I understand
that investigations haie alreadÏv been made by the
eng(ineers of the departnent. as to the practica>ility
of supplying water to mills and manufactories
along the canal without atfecting navigation. and I
think it is time that the mnatter should he brought
to a practical issue and the public fully informei
thereoi. It. may be saidi that several sites on the
oldi canal are at presenit unoccupied. but it must he
borne in mind that the large vessels now passing
up and down on the lakes cannot pass through
the old canal, so that for all practical purposes
the oli canal is simply tit. for a mill-race. I was
pleased to hear the late -right hon. Minister
of Railwavs and Canals state that mv lion. frieni
froi nWelland (Nir. Gerian) was mistaken as to
the ieasoins for the water )einlg let off the new
cainal. But I am afraid. Sir, that the right hon. the
late First Ninister was not furnished w-ith the exact
reasons. or, I an sure. lie would never lave given
lis consent to expose the enbanknents of the
canail and basins. and the lock and weir masonry,
to the winter frost, even to secure a political
victory. A public work that cost. the country mil-
lions of dollars, a work of so mnuch value and im-
portance, should lnot have been exposed just
because an election was t.aking place. This work
stands to-day a credit to the nemory of the late
Alr. Page andi his alde assistants, Messrs. Mouro
and Thoinpson.; a work which lr. Page often
said to me would lbehis mnonuminent after lie
had passed away. I an sure, Sir, that if \1r.
Page were then living lie would not have given his
consent to run the water ofT the canal during the
winter months. It never was lone before. and
even on the old canal the work of repairs is not
comnienced until spring, inmediately before the
opening of navigation, for the reasons I have
just given. If this care is exercised upon the
old canal, how imucli greater care should be
taken vith the works of the new- one. There
was no excuse for letting the water off, as
far as repairs were required because four vears
ago during the work of the enlargement every part
of the canal was thoroughly overhauled and re-
newed, and so perfect were the specifications and
schiedules covering the works made by the late Mr.
Page, that the (overnmnent dii.id not require to arbi-
trate on a single case from sections A to J. Being
one of the contractors I know whereof I speak, and
I have to add that it was the talk of the Counties
of Lincoln and Welland, that letting off the water
was a wilful waste of public noney. The
only repairs that was really done when the
water was let. off was to fix up the banks danaged
by their exposure to the frosts of winter during the
time the water was let out of the canal, and the oîily
qualification required to secure work was a promise
to vote for the Governmient candidate.

Motion agreed to.
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INING 1MACHINERY-FREE ENTRY INTO county'v. while at the sane time iuarding against
BRITISH COLUMBIA. the introduction o)f such nxchinerv interfering

with Cianadian enterprise.
Mr. MARA moved for: Motion arreel to.

Copies- of ail correspondence between the 3Minister of
Custons and the Collector of Customns at Kootenay Lake.
and between the Mlinister of Customs and any other per-
son, relating to the adnission of mining nachinery into
the Kootenay Lake district free of duty. Also copies of
the inist ruetions of th 31Ninizte rf C zto sin to th C l

NEW CARLISLE WHARF.

j3Mr. FAUVEL moved for:

965

of Customsat Kootenay.1 Riv-erreferringto thefreeadmis-î Return of all payments and cost of construction of the
sion of mining moach iery. ti-New Carlisle wharf. meluding amont paid to the Crown

mLinds Depoartment and owners of tinber limits in theHe said : Mly object in asking for tis correspon- Couity of Bonaventure, for tinberused on the said works.
dence is to ascertain wiere the lificulty- lies in i He said : The wharf referred to in this motion liasrespect to the admîissioni of ining niaelliinerv inito beiiicus fintrcjm o'tels e
the Kootenav Lake district free of duty. At the beena In cus of co strucno st e
close of last session, before leaving liere. I received years. and I mt s uitf h aemost mierhably
assurances fron the lion. Minister of Customîs that t .Inee phi e ntonaavvesy of o turte we hav
every facility would be «iven to) the inie onesihre ube have o wich dulringc the last two
eony K tenay Lakel to bg i nt inne maownery vears the .oweiiiiienmt have exacted wharfage dues,on Kfîotei-y Lake to hî'iuùgin iniing înacliiiierywira iu.o sigm îiîd i u fue
free of (Iity. and tliat the mîost 1iberalconistruction tua îheeas are snai my fies im te pouse,
would be placed oi the law. I am informed thatthat there are several coun ties ne the pro>vince
inste.ad of that being donc. so nany obstacles have whereth Gernment do no exact sua
been placed in the way of the mine ownws that hoa idiste. of Public uorks wat is te reason
thev have ceased to take advantage of the liberal lie
Act pa'ssed last session. I ami also iiforned tiat 1 bjects the Count- of onaventure to tiese
Siiione case, six nontis after the naehinery was i
entered, and after it lial changel liands. the col- Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. i d nlot know the
lector o f Customs. in the m ost arbitrarv iainier, cor'ectnîess of the statemnent for whiichî I suppose
wrote to the mine owners stating thatul the tnehon. gentleman lias authority, but if there are
duty w'as paidi iniediately the iaeliinerV would some wvharv;:es "n which wharfage dues are nlot
he seized : and to prevelnt the mliachinlery bein charred. I have no lo<-ubt that uponi my colleatrue's
seized and the mine being closed lown, hie ultie attention beinr called to the mnatter, ie will see
were paid unîder protest. There is an impression that in future we shall have tie advantage of
inI the Kootenav Lake district that the depai t- siiflar tolls being collected tliere.
ment is responsible for these obstaeles being placeid M Ar.AMYOT. (Translation.) I muust protest
in the way of the free importation of mmiig lia- against the Governe's policv of charging -wharf-
chminery. Te liceorresponden':e I ask foi' will, "0agie on farmers' gools deposited on the St. Law-
d0oubt, show where the diticulty lies. rence' Rive' whares. The Government, while

Mr. BOWELL. There is no objection to brinlg-boasting the prosperity they elaim to have created
il te ctinry.is actinîg -111ttis in antagonisîn w'ithiig down all the correspondence that bas taken in the country.

place between the departnment and those wio are Conlueree and free navigation, i the cor-se of
interested in the introduction of minig muachine. whici it puts obstacles by ineans of such ldues. The
into Canada, either in the Kotenay district or in Governmient levies taxes u'ight and left b mIeans of
aniy other portion of the Dominion : nor is there any which it exercises political persecution. It is iot

objectionI to bringing down the instructions. On thiose who support it or who are in favour of is
the contrary. I shallbe very much pleased to doso. policy. it is not the blind partisans of the Adminis-
wvhien iot only the House but the country generally trationi who sutièr front themn, but its political
wvill know~' whîat lias beeni done by the depar tment ts. The farmers'goods are allowedtobe put
in this respect. I think it will be fouid that the on board the boats, and theni advantage is taken of
liticulties and delavs which hî ave arisen in the thîat for bitches of actions to be takei against our

passage of what is termued miing machinery are friends. It is not public revenue that is cared for-
due to the difficulty of establisliing whether such this baîrely brings a few paltry dollars :but the
machinery is manufatured in Canada r flot. object is to encourage a few lawyers who advocate
With the view of preventing similar diticulties in its policy, as well as to persecute the friends of the
future, I had an Order in Council passed requiring( Oposition. I say that titis conluct of the Govern-
imîporters to make a» affidavit that the maciiierl mtent is not. worthy of the reputation tliey pretend
imported is for the pu-poses of mining, and that it to have i this country ;an if the Government
is not made in Canada ; anl upoi'an atlidavit of biuild wliharves lere and there with the object of
tliat kind being produced, no delay that I ami using them as mneans of persecution and as fetters
aware of has takey place in the admission of the for trade, it certainly does not deserve the support
machimery ito the country. On the contraiy, the of the population. For my part. I lenounce it. I
machinery lhas been admitted, the duty has bee say that when these wharves were buit it was
eacted, and afterwards when the necessary ai- understood thtat the farmers would have the free
davit lias been made a refund of the duty has been 1 use of then ; and now the practice of charging themn
made ; and if there are any such cases in the Koo. three or four cents per head of cattle or box of
tenay district, it will be the duty of the Govern- goods, is not calculated to encourage agriculture,
ment to see that the amnount is returned to the and is contrary to the principles of the protective
parties mnaking the importation. The intention, poicy of the Gover-nmîîent.
not only of the Government, but of the House, -3r. TUPPER. I believe, although I did not
in making that change in the tariff was to encour- gâther it f rom the notice of this motion, that I
age, as far as practicable, mining operations in this have some connection with the subject to which
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the hon. g.enitleian has allufded. While my eipai comiis of the parishes of Berthier and
department dotes not construet these wharves or Crane Island. petitions praying for the reinoval of
look after their repair. it devolves on my depart- these wvharfages. lit the pansu cf Bértier, Nvlat
ment to do that horrible work which the hon. gen- do we tiud to have been dote? A wharf was bit,
tlemîîan has been so vehenently denouncing-to aud the miipalitv was caused te lmild a railof
collect. the tolls froi the vessels using those at least ten arpents to reach this wharf, wit.lî the
wharves. I have not heard before in Parliaient promise that nothitg should be paid for the use of
an ldenmuciation of the policy of the Govermnîent the wharf. The muuicipality bailte spend con-
in collectinig a small toll in order to pav somiie man siderableu of anonev te buil this road, ani1

to look after each wlarf, ani this toll, i may say, then the Conser-ative chief s-ho was appointed
is tixed in the saine nanner for all the different 1 wlarfiuger. takes t'e people by the throat and
wharves. uider regulation by Order in Council. nuakes theni pav rhree or four cents te put ai ;i1-
There is nuot a ver- handsomue revenue front those mal, altub of butter or a hag of grain oitthw
wharves. ais 'vii lie sten 1.)v the animal returi Put>- jThis sho 1 ialtounil of t he palh-es Sifice Bhe M i ister
Iishied iii the'Marine Report. Ili mozt cases, the l'of-Marine ive ptiioond raisong for the covnal fce
wbarfilnger is allowed twetty-te per cent. of the ltef scb warfgstei. H sas the receit;ir , sowsinal
toli,? soias to enahieis to stcudre the services of that lie nato havnite bue te kep the wharf for its
soitimnîtg) look after the m-lharf. The - îîeglect te touls. %N eil, if tht- revenue is so petty. the systemi
,whie the lion. g'eiitleiîia!lbas ailuded inicoiicC- shtld eemtainl ty as caued ttse uei arould
thtîî witli the- Imposition cf these tolls, is due jit. be ke1a, na- ee-tehascftt aîes

al east enapnt io rath iis owh arwith ter

clietly te the falet that, ii the Province of (?ue Mind th-i ai theihande foi political purposes to

thewhrf.Th muicpaltyhadtosped on

I lhave founuiil it exceedinglt t t. Cs nservative oiefs in tbe purishies whro ndb
vanicus Causes, to «eteinntelulertake them- ork wlîarutes are inexrvtnceie wo will sav to te
cf wlarfinger foi- the very sîaillrenneratio fariger taIf vou vte for the- 0>verîîîent., L th
aIIowveiltlieiin, there heing no0 reîîîunieîation at alwllaksthem make efforts to psave voufi-c that
when thee ai ne n breceipts. tax There are noe iasons foi- the s ainteaiicef

i-. LI tTER. There are t.I movharvs of that thatltaxnhiei s -atle-o rasn fot-ace thantan
kind ing i coallttv. t -avantage-eforpwe eopl e rechtheipts arf they

tave enou tendo tosec to tleip hrses arf treirMn. TUPI>ER. There ai-e soute, and a casei a, ttiewtothvîgt ekte wha-fueî e a

some ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~~hu ma olo fe h hr.Tengett ol.Wli he viigt eekissoetat t sye

bi-egbt i th otier îa3- n<în Price Ewari inu two cents, ten cents or- a shilling, for the- pîi-
Isand. in whi eitl has stated sdipsn sed the- lyb n d sh
w ihvts and paitn ofe tse tollsisédue:kfae as anarme ofvut t erau the ofharmThes,
chiu-elyt the factat I t-ae P nce Que lfone there is ne heasnd for pth olitiicnnance f theseIthate fon itte ceedrI iteai t, ings t te terneaduecs a hie the parver entmight wte uacih
faveur any person or cass of personstoa use twese theîî-As te the pais of Beth iei, sptocially
ofwartiger s lrm r"I tue existinstteoernentfoiwete ei-tgeat noremneigto get. prter, il e r af you f o

pt-pic ~ u~ o îe nî piaue f- t at~ s ~-l -tn!e~ r i -î%% -lien the G*ovei-nuiienit huilt. the wharf. it oittaiîîed

wenpl theare no -war reps tx."Theehae nsreson fo th manteanc o

ter-.eiv L i ner cael niwan es f tha litth e nta iiicility that a eoad shonid be niltckind i the ovnet r es Iiieitvpacdstiîe t( eadan itbypro hising the rpeop e cf theparishMr.etUare so chavetenogh taeod tseea tote te pos andfi te
peil, alng thiecoast bave been st anxhpssto us e chm the , hi-e ents or tat, or p te e er
hae theni d aid ine f places the federal Gev- ilegoft ingtrods-on te f 'Ihe

buit thisr oad at a ra nen u ht t h

efavourîî anyuperson o csf persons bho us tstem Asothe pats ex peser, ita speey

wrA es, the oneo gr ieat dif esficult hei t e have put itin atine condition foithe obefetit f thepeoinces ; but after the wh~arves are blithte whenthevGovermaetabuilttheewharfitotaed
denand naturavy anises t hat theey syouwl be main- od nee ha to acen r
tained free of charge to shipping. Thiat demiand, suich circumsi,;tancies, I behieve that the Glovernmiient
howevfe, chae te seiously Tdoat ed.In 1Cshould change its policy, and abolish this systeim ofhowevcr, lias yi er been seriously advocated. it taxes altogether.
some vases ~it *twiill xr>k trea2t iius11teta thu, I

owners of private wharves, and the system now
adninistered is one that lias prevailed from the
b eginning.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. (Translation.) Mnr. Speaker,
I also> must protest against the action of the
Governmnent in the matter of wharf dues. There
are two wharves ini my county. Until after the
election not much was said about the levying of
dues. The wharfingers had been chosen anong the
Conservative chiefs, and in election time they
made it understood to their friends, on the lhust-
iigs or otherwise, that no tolls would be collected
on the wharves. But as soon as the elections wer-e
over, the first thing done , as to appoint a lawyer
for the collection of the dues and the prosecution
of the people who had used the wharves, especially
the Liberals. The hon. Minister of Marine says
that no protests have been made before the House
about the collection of these dues. It is quite pos-
sible ; but it is perfectly certain that the system
was denotinced to the department. Two years ago,
and last year again, I uyself wrote several letters
on the matter, and I caused to be sent by the muni-

Mr. TUPPER.

.ir. PERRY. The other day I asked the Min-
ister of Marine if the whartimger at Tigîish had
made a return. The hon. centleman said no, but
that lie would w-rite for it, and I an not aware
that it has cone yet. What is the reason '? I
suppose it is that if the wharfinger were to seni a
correct return, the naie of every unfortunate Grit
who bas had to use thlat wharf would be down as
having paid his fees, while not a single Tory
would find a place in it. Is it honest that such a
state of tbings should be allowed to exist ? I
know that the Liberals liave been made to pay
their taxes for the use of that w%-ha-f, and that the
Tories have gone stot fre-. Is that the policy c;f
the department ? Does the hon. gentleman intend
to allow this year to pass, as lie lias allowed last
year, without having any return froin that har-
bour naster ? I think it is high timie that gentle-
man should be dismissed ; for if lie intends follow-
ing up the course lie lias hitherto pursued muuch
longer, there wiIl be a small rebellion down there.
The breakwater there is more for the benefit and
advantage of the fishermen of New Brunswick, who
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.are well represented here-well. I 1lo not know that
they are imuci representetl ere this session. I
went there one day last vinter duritg a siorim, and
saw the harbour tilled up so that you covld not pass
your lhand between the crafts. Tihere we ninerv-
tive boats there. and ten outside. and twînt-five
hail to go to Alberton, and our boats werŽ i.osid
and could not get out. and so thev lost their morn-
ing's tishing. Is there any use ini having a liarbour
miaster theiere wlien sucli a thinr as tlhat takes place ?

I wrote to the ienber re)resentingz the constituenîcy
of ltoucester--I think bis naine is Burns-asking
him to use his influence with the Governmnenît. to
get -tlem to( do somiethiing. eithber to dredge the har-
hour or do somnething so as to allow the smnaller
boats t4t get out in the forning. He promised me
that lie woulil do everytihing in his power, and said
lie was all-powerful with the Gove-nnient. I have
not seen him this session, and I an afraid to1
approach the 'Minister of Publie Vorks.

Mr. 1.)AVIES (P.E.I.) It would be no use any-
wav.

Mr. PERRY. Yes, it would be no use: he is so
cross :but I hope, if I get this report. I will le
able to show this House how the people of Tignish
are affected in regard to politics. . I know all these
vessels, and who owns theni. and the side of poli-
tics thev belontg to, and I think I will be able to
convince the Minister of Marine tiat his friends
are made political gods of. and that. the Liberalsi
there are sacrificed in order to gratify the spite 1
whicli the Tories have against Liberals. It is not
just. \\lhen a poor man sends is sheep, cows or
produce across the hne in order to pureliase in returi
tlour or lumnber. lie is heavily taxeil. and wiat lie
brings back is heavily taxed. I woul not wonder
s( nmuc-h if all were treated alike. but a poor man
cannot get a blanket fron aeross the line witiout
lhaving to pay a heavy tax upon it. This is the
way in which iwe are treated im Tigmisi. but the
ilinister of Marine will sit there quietl- and
iwil not try to show tliat lie bas swollen the
treasury of the Dominion of Canada by this.
imeans, because lie wili give us no imformation'
'wiatever. \\e have no information except.
-what the Minister is ineined to give us. Is
this the kind of Go-vermnent we have . I am not
prepared to submnit to this much longer, nor are my
people inchined to subinit to it. I should not
wonder one day or ainotier, on a dry day, to seec
them give hin a little wettinr to cool ini off. I
hope the Minister will at once see that this return
is laid before the House, that there will be no more
humbugging about it. That report ouglht to have
been beie in the nonth of January or February,i
but it is not bere vet. At all events Ihave not seenï
it. There was also a return whie I moved for more
thian a month ago in reference to the Stanley, anI
that is not hiere vet. How cani imembers dischargej
their duties properly when they are kept in the
daik, wlien Ministers of the Crown will not gin e
information they are legally bound to give? I say
that we, representngthe Opposition,iaveaduty to
performn, and we are willing to perforn it, but the
fact is that the Government are afraid of the Opposi-
tion. I hope the Minister wil at once cause this!
report to be laid before the House.

Mr. LISTER. I understand the Minister ofi
Marine and Fisieries to make a statement that theÎ
compensation paid to those who are in charge of1

docks and whaves is 25 per cent. of the anuimal
receipts.

Mir. TUPPER. As a general rule.
MIr. LISTER. Tien there are exceptions?
Mr. TUPPER. Where the receipts are su snmall

that it would not induce anvone to act, the amouit
is sometimes 54) per cent.

Mr. LISTER. Since I have been. a niember of
this House, I lave heard complaints constanîtly,
session after session, from the Maritime Provinces
as to their treatmen iin regad to public works
construeted by the (;over-nnint and iii the hands
of the (overnîment. It seemns that on the inland
lakes of this coutry they have adopted the saue
prileiple. tait is. of constructingi works at certain
ports on the upper lakes according to circumstmnees
of a political ciaracter. Tlie statement made Ly
the Minister of Marine justifies to the fullest
extent the charges w-hich have been made atainst
the Governimeint fron time to time, that these public
works have beei constructed iii ordter to infiluence
the electo-s. Ve kiow that the policy of the
Goveriiient n the past, im order to secure sipport
fromu different. parts of the couiitry. lias been to
ercet custon bouses ani post offices where thev
were not required and wheîre the revenue did not
entitle those places to have thent wiilc i other
places thiat kind of vork lias been neglected, if not
refused. simply because those constituencies have
iot returned imembe-s to support the Gove-nimient.
The Minister of Public \orks knows thiat that is
the case. So far as docks are coicei-ned oi the
Sait Ste. Marie river ani on Lake Superior, the
4.overinmuîent have erected docks particularly at

$ault Ste. Marie. There was a gentlemiian who ian
ii support of the o-'-nernment, and the Cover-î-mnent
purchased his doek at an enormous cost. erected
anotier dock in its place at a cost of from -9.00
to zl,(i00 anmd placed that eitlemtan iin charge
of the doek. as I a m told 17 residenits of that
place, at. a fixed salarv. Not onfly that,
biut they appointed that 'entleman's lbrother as
Custoun-house otticer at tt place, ani bthe resuilt
is that anîvone wlho diesires to land «oots ait Sailt
Ste. Marie must go to the public dok. There are
other docks tiere bilt by private enterprise, but
thev are of no value to the owners because, in c-on-
setuenuce of the polierv of the Government it is ami
inconvenuieniee for any shipping to go there. The
consesuenice is that w.hat was, in effect. publie pro-
pertv is to-dav, foi- all practical purposes. the
property of this indtividual, ahtlhough it lihas beei
built by the (over-nmtenmt, with the moiney of the
people-of this countrv. At St. Josephi Island the
samte state of affairs exists. Therde the Govern-
ment,.whose object and motive are perfectly mani-
fest, biuilt a very expensive dock., which~ slhould.
have been- built Iv private enterprise. To-day
the gentleman whiwi is the practical owier of
thiat dock, collects hie fees and attends to
it, and I am told lie is paid a salai-v
ii other words, the Government has, withm
the money of the people of this country, built
vliat he was not enterprising enough, appar-
ently, to build for himself, they constructed a dock
witlh a verv large sum of money ; and to-day this
individual owns what the country lias paid for. I
point out these things because there lias been. and
there is, a strong feeling in certain sections of the
country that private enterprise should niot be anni-
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hilatedl andil destroyed by the Government stepping
iii aLid doing wlhat private enterprise ouliht to do,
doin. wat, iii effect. there is no' necessity for, in-
asicl as otler wharvs exist in several places that.
offri. all neefdel facilities. and tlheir value is redluced
very ucl. if nîot eitirelv dle"tr(ved, by ithe action
of the Governehnt. .ir, these thlimgs slhoul.l not1
be ieouraged. I eoplI siuld iot resort to the

vernmuelr.~t for aid in every enterprise which pri-
vate individuals slould undertake. Private enter-
prise iumst. to a certain extent, neet these cases,
anud the effect of the (;O>VermiIient policy is prejudi-
cial andîl injurious to a large sectionî of the count.ry.
So far as i cali see there Cau be nc:' possible justifi-
cation or excuse for the ;overmnent except the
lesire to expeil ipublie mioney in order to influence
the electorate of a certain section.

MIr. BOWELL. I have no information upon
any of the points to which the lion. gentleman lias
alluidel. 1. desire to say, however. tlhat he lias
heen misinformed with reference to the necessitv
of vessels, or' anr y p iersonIs, eing compelled to go to
the public dock whien they bring goods into the
country. The.,re are at preseit three our four otfficers
a)ppoinitel for the express inn-pose of attending the
different docks, receivin g entries au'nd examinng
dutiable goods wlen they are brouglit in from the
United States. If the lion. gentlemiîanî's informa-
tioii. with reference to other miatters, b1e no more
corrIect thanil that which refers to the Custois, lhe
lias beenl sadly imisled as to the facts in coiiiectioni
witlh the construction of tliese docks, as well as to
faets in coinectioi witlh their management. As 1
have already stated, I do nou:t desire to refer to the
otlier points alludel to by the lion. gentleman, be-
cause I. have no official or personal knowledge of
thei but I desire to assure liiiii that. lie is ini
error..he lias been i misinforiîed, witlh reference to
the ianagenient. of the Custons Departnent at
Sault Ste. Marie.

Mr. LISTER. I ai miiaking no charge against
the Cnstoms Departienut, buit I only ask, wlhy, if
there are othjer docks at Sauilt Ste. Marie. should.
there be a Gvermnent dock th..re .ail1Th

public have upportunities ot landing their gods
already, and why, in the nane of coninon seuse,
slholuld the Government go to work and buill a
Governient dock at all ? This dock was ownedI bv
the gentleman I speak of. He was the owner of it
before the Goveruînment took it over, and tlhey went
to work and built a new wharf.

-Mr-MULOCK. The Minister of Customns does
not answer one part of my lion. friend's statenent.
I understood the iîemnber for Lambton (Mr. Lister)
to say that the Customu-Iouse officer at Sault Ste.
Marie is a brother of the present owner or lessee of
the dock, or is a partier of the lessee or owner of
the dock. Is that the case ?

Nr. BOWELL. I did not hear the hon. gentle-
man say that. In the tirst place, the hon. menm-
ber for Lamnbton asked no question wlatever. I
merely got up to make an explanation, so far as his
reference to the Customs Departmerit was con-

ern1e. He did say, however, that the Collector of
Customs was a brother of the owner of the dock.

Mr. MULOCK. A partner.

Mr. BOWELL. No, I did not understand the
hon. gentleman to say that. I dlid not und(erstanid

Mr. LISTER.
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himn to say that lie was the partner of the owner of
the dock.

3ur. LISTER. Wliat I did say was tiat the
I de. fiofrn owiier of the dock is the brother of the
|Cu.stomî-house otîtiieer.
I Mr TWWVELL. Canî you give mie thîe namue of
the owner of the dock ?

Mr. MULOCK. Mr. PIlumner.
NMr. BW ELL. A Mrlu.P1lummue-I do nîot knîow~

his Clristixuiaine-is the (ollector of ('ustomîs at
Sault Ste. Marie.

Mr. LISTER. M'r. 1lunner is the owier of

Mr. MULOCK. I have sole information on
the subject wich I will bring up at a later period ;
and wLIen I do bring it up, in order that the Minis-
ter iahiy be able to deal witli it, I will telllhim now
tlhat the papers which I ihave her'e show, if I have
caught. the point correctlv, thiat the two gentlemen,
the Messrs. Pumu'er, are iii partiiership iin Sault
Ste. Marie.

Nr. BOWELL. Iln mercantile bmsiness ?

NI . M ULOCK. I do not kiow: at all events,
thev are in business that inivolves the importation
of articles at thiat point. I an inforned by these
documents thiat one of these gentlemen is «'the
Customui-li.uise oflicer. and the other iunports tlhr'ouglh
this -. .overmnîuuîenit dock. It is fuiruther suggested
that thxe oie wlio imports receives favours tlrouglh
the Custoum-hose olficer, aid it is fur'tlher stated
in these papers thuat uiderneath tlie dock whlich
the (overnmîent lias placel in the cuistody of the
Custoumî-house otticer', the one wh'1o imports lias
facilities for brilnginug in simall crews woli aire able
to proceed uider the shelter of tiis dock, anid whten
they are unler the dock t.hey are practically beyond
the reaclh of the Custom-house ot'icers.

Mr. BOWELL. I will only say to the lion.
gentleman tliat if the statements whiclh lie hais
made are truc, the collectoir will be subject to dis-
mlssal. .ii the tirst place, his alleged comuutiet is
directly posed to tihe provi'sions of the Audit
Act, wlhich preveuts a. mani receivigi" a certain
salary, from ent-Lering ito aiy otler business. In
all cases where an otticer r'eeeiv'es a sialary beyond
a certain amouit, lie is strictly precluled hy law
froui beiîng connected with, or iiterested iii, im-
portations. I may add, for the information of the
Houise, that Mr. Plumner, brother of the col-
lector is ai eirebant of long standing at the Sault.
I have no knowledge, nîor lias the departnent, tlhat
his brother is a partier with hin, or lias any con-
nection wliatever witli the hiifess. I 1can oinly
repeat tliat if the allegations made hy the lion.
gentleman are substantiated, tlhe collector will be
subject to (ismnissal.

Mr. MULOCK. I am not makinîg the allegations
on my own auithority.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I wish to take this oppor.
tunity of cadling the attention of the Minister of
Public Works to the pier at Wood Islands, which
is an important public work in Prince Edwa.rd
Island. I had the honour, I think last year a(l
the year before, of calling his attenion to the con-
dition of tliat work. I pointed out to hin that for
the last ten or twelve years the Governnent had
been making the repairs by. day work, spending
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0only one or two thousand dollars upon it. I point-
ed out to himn the fact, which I know fromîî persoial
observation lIast year, thiat the Vood Islands
b:reakwater at tiat tine wats in ivery dilapidated
condition, altho>ugh the Government were charging
-wharfage for everyth) iing ilantel at that wharf. As
a im.atter of fact a horse and eart could not he taken
within hailf a mile of th1 t pamrt of the 1reakwater

liere vessels lani their goods. Wien any article
was Ianddul fron a; schooner it had to be carried on
the backs of men over the breakwater till it reach-
ed the upper portion, wiere it. w-as placed in- a
cart. Tis wias most cruel and intolerable. I w-as
proinised by the d1epartiment thitat steps would be
taken to place this most important work in an eth-
cient condition. I amn glati to know that an
engineer of the d>epartment proceeded there last
year, Mr. Brown, I think mas his naie, and
lie no douht madei a report to the depart-
ment as to the conulition of the breakwater.
Thehlion. Miniîster will no doubt find, although
I have not seen i report or Mr. Brown since,
that the condition of affairs was very inuel
as I stated it fromi nmy lace last year. I canilot
allow the session to pass without baringing the con-
dition of this b>reakwater in a very format way be-
fore the attention of the House, iiiless somne aîssur-
ance is given, as I hope it will be, that the Govern-
ment intend to place that wh-larf or breakwater in
etticient repair. The people in the inniiate
vicinity of that work have to endure more than
any people I know of in the Islanl as regrards
shipping. Tley have no larbour and no: break-
water within miles of thei, except this one, andi it
ias beenî allowed to gradually get out of repair
unitil to-day it is hardly any use w.hatever. I hope,
therefore, the suggestion which I and my colleague
mile last year ini regard to the rCpairing of this
lbreakwater. backed up, as no doubt it is by the
report of the engineer sent by the departient, will
have the effect of inducing the Minister of Public
Works, not to expend a tiousand ldollars on repairs
to de doue by day work, because the nioney miglt
as wellbe thrownk into the sea, but to expend such
suni as the engineer reports to be necessary to place
it in a fairly efieient condition. If the Minister
will do that, lie will confer a great boon on the
people in that vicinity, and do a simple act of
justice to a long-suffering people.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I rememiber the
lion. gentleman made a remîark to that effect last
year, and lhe is perfectly right in stating that an
olticer of my dep-artmlient, I think Mr. Brown, vas
sent to report on the matter. As I was unable
during tlhree or four months to attend to my officiai
work, being very un-well, I cannot say what the
report was. I cannot say whether the work lias
not lieen repaired to a certain extent; but I know
thiat after the remuarks last year by the hon..gentle-
mnan (Mr. Davies) and the lion. member for Queen's
(Mr. Welsh), I gave orders that sucli smuall repairs
should be done as, I understand, the Local Govern-
ment would have done, tenders being called and
the contract being given to the lowest bidder. I
think that was doie last season. At all events,
those were mny instructions. I shall take a special
note of it.

Mr. WELSH. Hope deferred naketh the heart
sick. For four years I have brought up this ques-
tion every session. Hon. members mfay talk about

the Miunister's promise : hlieas giveiinie his pro-
mise verbally and in writing, and lie lias broken his
word and if tliere ever was a dead-ieat )usinI5ess
brougvht before tiis Holuse it is this, andi it is the
Most false act ev-er perpetrated against Prince
Edward Island.

Sone hon. M3EMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr.: W ELSH-. I wilt rise ansd say whîat I think.

If I were to expi-ess my feelings ini regrardl to the
way thie Ministerc as trated the Island in the
niatter of this b>reakwatcr. mîy rnemarks woild not
be very coinplimeitary to himu or to the iovern-
ment.

Mr. OW)1 ERS. Vhile the subject of break-
waters is before the Houise, I desire to call atten-
tion to several ireakwaters in Digl vCouity, N.S.,

whiclh are sutlering for lack of repairs. At
Centreville tlere is a wharf w-hich cost several
thousand dollars. A sum of -5tii or 86i(mJ is re-
quired to place it in repair. If this is not expended,
85. 00 or 86,0>0 wuilll be required at somne future time
Sto place a new wliarf there. At. Comeauville, in
Digby, there is a wharf whiich requires an expendi-
ture of sI,0m0. or 81,5tx to place it iln Laprope con-
dition of repair. At Salhon River the inhabittants
have asked several vears for an addition to their
breakwater, and wihici lias b.seei promised themlu
several tiies. For lack of the necessary accomno-
dation trate suffers, as the vessels caninot load their
cargoes for thei AmericaLi or other markets. I also
call hisattention to thue conilitioiof the wharf at Met-
eghai, for which 53, M) will he reqluired to place it
in repair. This is a very important work. A large
sîun of nioney hlas been expended in ereetinig a
breakwater outside the whiarf, but certain portions
of the wharf inside of the breakwater have becomie
out of repair. The inhabitants i not object to pay
w-harfage, provided the Goveru1nent place the
w-harves in suchu a state of repair thiat they canl be
used. I hope that as the Government's attention
lias now been called to tihose woi-ks they will do
somethuing tow-ards the wliarves in Digby County,
whici county lias a seaboard cf 125 miles aid
requires a large number of these public works.

Motion agreei to.

NORTH SHORE RAILWAY.

Mr. LANGELIER mnoved for:
Copies of all Orders in Comneil, correspondence, papers,

reports and documents in relation to the returning of the
debentures of the North Shore Railway Company.

lHe said : During the session of 1885, it will be
remienbered, a discussion took place regarding the
Short LUne Railway. It will be in the recollection
of lion. members that two principal lines were pro-
posed for a short line railway froi Montreal to the
sea. One w-as through ite city of Quebec, imnvolvinmg
the construction of a bridige -over the St. Lawrence
River. The othier, and it was the ene adopted iy.
the Governmenît for reasons w-hici are very well
known, was throughu Sherbrooke. WVhen the ques-
tion was under discussion, the Minister of Publie
Works, speaking for the Government, pretended
t.hat lie deeply regretted that the (Govermnent could
not adopt the route. by the City of Quebec, but lie
said they had adopted the shortest route, and that
was through Sherbrooke. It appears now that
the shortest line was not through Sherbrooke, and,
in fact, that the .lne through Sherbrooke wa
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neither the shortest nor the best. It was the Shore Bailway, ani lie added that if the Gover-
woist InId lot the shortest. But we will piass that ment cuhi not secure cautroI of the North
by. On that occasion there was a very strong feel-jShore Railway they would use the
ing expressed in favour of the route by way of the to subsidize another Ue which would be
citv off Quebec hy mnembers fromn that part of the î)uilt bctween QQuehec and Montreal. Tliat
country supporting the (overminenit. Two ien- would, of course, counpel the Trunk Rail-
bers especially were very active iii their positionway to sel the railway in favur of the v-
to the line thr'ough Sherbrooke and in support of the ernuient ; and after the session of Parlianent the
line through Quebec : they were the then lion. mnemn- I Goveî'nmnentsucceeded ini getting centrol of the
ber for Mnîitiagni y and the then lion. nienber foiNorth Shore l711è-*Veypaid ) te the
Dorchester. In order to give tiem somne consolation I Grand Trunk Railwav Company ; 8250,M) te l'e-
the Governent stated that tlcy hadi taiken steps couptUic radTrunk Railway of what it hizd
to secure to the city of Quebec the eastern terminus paid te NorthîShore Raiiway Company, or
of the Canadian Pacifie Railwa.y, and, in order toratiier, I shouid say. to Senater Senecal, leeause lie
effect. that pupose, the .;vei-inient proposed to was îearly the whole comupany hiîîiself, and
the House a grant of $1,500,000. I niust say at ,the profit of the Grand Trunk Railway, on the
once that 81.,0),000 f that amount was only a transacton wliiey had nade with the North
revote. it havingr beei voted at a previous session.-Shore Rail%% ay Cenîpany. I arn these suins
The Minister of Publie Works, explaining the policy1in round numnhers. Tiere timn reniained a suni of

of the Govermnent, stated the nanner iii which the 81,M000>of the naoiiey voted iii 1885, and
money was to be useil. He said that it was pro-wlîat did the Gevernent do with this îneney ?
posed with that mîoney to secture the control of the'It had uîevcr heen contemplated by this.1-buse
North Shore Railway, that is to say the portion of tiiat the noney voted would )e used to pay
the Canaiailn Pacitic Railway between St. Martin's«enator.Seneca*s to the Bank of Montreai or
junction and Quebec, whicli was then the propertyte.any'other bank or individual, but the Govern-
of the Grand Tun. Eeryone knows the iistory of nient'foîuîd tlat Mr. Seteil's conîpaiîv liad
the construction of that line, and it is nîot a history issued debentures for a certain amnount andineariy
very wuch to the credit of the then Governînt $1, 1(,0O(J liad leentpledge( as coilateral to the
of Quebec. Before the construction of that line. we j ank of Montreal for-aban te Mr. Senecal. The
liait onlv the (rand Trunk Railway between Que-Governnuent acquitted the debt of Mu'. Senecal to
bec and Montreal, and it w-as stated over and over the Bank of Montreal, aud witli this inoney which

agra. ini, whein the North Shore Railway .was was te be used inithe iuterest cf the eity of Quebec,
about to be built, and as a reason forthe they beuglit these debeituies iii order te release
construction of that line, that it would be a Gov-Ithe debt of Mr. S'neual te the Bk cf Montreal.
ernment railway, that it would be a competitor The resait of tlis is, that up)te the present moment
to the Grand Trunk Railway and consequently the Gevernnîelit are holding tlîese delenturesfoi
advauntageous to the city of Quebec. However, which, I think, tliey piaid $970,CM>0,
the line was scarcely finislied when in 1882, under the'e romains motling of the 81,000,00 whiel
the Ailministration of the present Secretary of 1 was te ho used for the city (f Que.ec atid
State at Qu.ebec, a law was passed confirmîîing a te secire foi' that. city
sale made b)y the G'overnmîentct of the Province of the Caiîadiaiu Pacifie Railway. Wlat lias been the
Quebee to a company authorized by the sane consequence ëf ail tiis'? Every eue cau see that it
statute, which was called the North Shore Railway wouliin Uhe iuterest of the city of Quelec tliat
Company. By the Act creating cthe companiv iii t e trafficf the Caiadian Pacifie Railway Une
question, it was aithorized to issue second mort- shoul. be developei, but ly the arrauîgenient
gages niii the railway, becauise the first nortgage wuiclu was ente-ed iiito. Ix'tween the Goven
was iniord'er to secure the purchase money which and the Cana<.Iian Pacific Railway Coîîîpany,
was to remain due to the G-overnment of the ceupled witli the fact .1 have just untioned in
Province of Quebec. I repeat again, that the refeuice te that deliciture iidebtedness of nearly
Minister' of Public Works on that occasion, in0 the citv cf is
1885. solemînly pronised that the 81,500,000,1 [t is now in the interest of the Canacdian Pacifie
w-hîich hle was then proposing the louse should iRailway Companiyot to develop the t-athic oi that
vote. was to secure the eastern terminus of the portion cf thei- hue, but 'atler to prevent its de-
Canadian Pacific Railway at the city of Quebec. I velopnîent, and wiy for this reasoiî, tîmat nuier the
forgot to mention that this line which had been rrîenent entered into the CanadianîPacifie
publicly proclaiiied as a comtpeting line te the Railway Company iust take f'onî the gosâ
Grand Trunk Railway Company, was afterwards receiptsoff5Uie uailway, first, wiatcver is îecessary
sold to the G'rand Trunîk Railway Company by the to pay the riiimîg expenses cf the hue ; tieu,
North Shore Railway Comipany. That very sane whatever suni is neeessary te P113 the interest that
conpany whici had obtained control of the rail-1is due te the Goveriit cf the Province cf Quebec
wav a few mionths afterwards, sold it to the Grand! on tie balanceof the puithase unoney, whici, I

TrunkRailwy Comnpany, andi Quebec was inaTruuik Railway onan' n Qee aia thiuîk, is soumue $3,500,000 ; aixd if an*,y surplums
worse position than ever it lhad been before so. farreunains it must ho used to pay 5 per'cent.
as communication with 'Montu'ea w-as coucerned. interest te toude overento ottese deeNotures
Such was the state cf facts wlien the Actof 1885 wii thuey got hy releasing wico. Senecals in-
was passed. The 'Mhiiister cf Publie Vorks ex- debtedness te ueiBankcf Montreal. T e resut

the ~~~~~~~~~~ Governmn -dtyt.screcnrlc otîSoe suceed i n uo betoti acontl t
tue Northi ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Nrt Shore Railway.fonteGaî rn ,lfri ol b Thenpy teepad850,Kct the'iec

Rlailway, icthen ow hedand rantue North tidstothe dbnurth f S coueRailway e Companyo
rtherr,I should.saylto-SenatorSeneal, bec-Ausehe
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Pacific Railway mîust be anxious to get hold
of the debentures in questioi to discharge
the mortgage which they bear on the railway,
and they see very welli that if they give
theiselves any trouble to develop the tralfic and
increase the receipts of the railway between Quebec
and Montreal, they wouldi be enhancing thie deben-
tures which they want to get hold of. The resulit
lias been practically ruinous to Quebec, for instead
of liaviing that great railway conpaniy working
to develop the trade and cotnnierce of the loca-
lities witih which it is connected, it is doing its best
not to extend the trattie bet-ween Quebec and
Montreal. Aniother very serious consequence is,
tliat under that arraiigemnent the G'overnxîent see-ui
to be so very anxious to secure the 5 per cent.
interest on îtheir debentures, that they (o not want
the Caiadian Pacific Railay to be at liberty to
spend too miuch in'iey for the maintenance of the
road, and the counpanîy is not even allowed to build
a new bridge or to purchase iew rolling stock. At
one time we were thireatened with a complete
stoppage of tratie on the North Shore road, be-
cause the bridge enginîeer of tie Canadian Pacifie
Railway reported to that company, as was stated
to this House last session, that two bridges werei
dangerous and that the Pont Rouge bridge, 24 niilesl
froit Quebec, was so dangerous that the engineer
suggested to the, Canadian Pacific Railway to;
coinpletely stop the running of trains on that. line.
Eventually the comiv')pany obtaiied permission from
the Governiment to rebuild that bridge at an ex-
pense of some $1.7,000. I have learned fron somne
of the highest officers of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way that they have hai.d the greatest ditiiculty in
getting the repayment of that mnoney out of the
$1,0(00,00 whicli reiaiis, and w-hich should- have
been used for that purpose. Another bridge which
becaie dangerous was the Portneuf bridge, and
although there were two years of negotiations on
the subject the Governmnent failed to repair it.
These facts, with many others, will give an idea
of the way iii which the city of Quebec has been
treated. I need not tell the House tliat the release
of the 81,00,000 of debentures lias been a burnin g
question with the citizens of Quebec. They are a
dead load, not only on the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way, but on the trade an(d commerce of the. city ;
and the city cotuicil, the board of trade, aud
aliost all the important commercial nmen. of the
city have been urginig the Governmnent during the
last thiree or four years to release then. Promises
were made to every delegation that came to
Ottawa on the subject, but nothing was done.
The elections of this year came on. It lhad been
stated that if the Canadian Pacifie Railway Comt '-
pany could obtain the release of that indebtedness
they were prepared to use the money in iimprov--
ing thé road, building elevators on the Louise
eibanknent, repairing the bridges and increasing
and improving the rolling stock of the railway
and I am told on good authority that such is the
present intention of the company if this indebted-
ness is released. They do not want to keep the
money for themselves, but will use it in improving
the road. I need not say thiat in the last election1
this was a very prominent question before the
electors of Quebec, and especially before the elec-
tors of Quebec Centre. A nieeting took place for

he purpose of selecting a candidate to oppose me.
That meeting was attended by no less personages

tlhani the hon. iMiînister of Public Works and the
lion. Minister of Militia. At. that meeting a very
respectable gentleman, a vice-president of the
Board of Trade, Mr. Chateauvert, was selected as
the candidate, and I will take the trouble to read
to the House the speech ht made ont that occasion
ii the presence of those two lion. Ministers. I
translate the report

"I can say withouît boasting that I have succeeded
1with Col. For:syth --
A great friend of the lion. 'Minister of Militia-
-" to induce tle Governnent to release the 8,00,000 of
debentures on condition that the Canadiain Pacitie Rail-
way do the iimi roveients necessary on the Louise em-
bankmeint by uilding elevator: and executing other
works whicl shal help to miake of Quebee a centre of
distribution likeNotitreal and Toronto, and one of the
finest harbours in) the world."
There ean bie no mistake as to the correctnîess of
the report of that speech, because Mr. Chateauvert
hiimself took the trouble to distribute it among the
electors of Quebec Centre along with a circular
whicl lie .did mue the honour to send nie, and in
whîichi he says

You will see by the enclosed report of a speech which
I delivered on Satuirday îiight whaît my vie3ws a re. and
for what purpuse I stièit the suffrages of ny fellow-
Citizenis."
That was no.,t enough. Mr. Chateauvert wZas so
sure of the pro'iises lie had obtained fromn the hon.
Minister of Public Works and the hon. Minister of
Militia that le went furtier and publislhed in Le
Courrier du Canada. the specialorgan of the hon.
Minister of Pablic Works, his pronuissory note, as
it was called by the paper, and lie was so sure
that these promises would carry the division that
le called himuself already the mnenber. Here is
the proinissory nlote

QUEBEc, 21st February,1SO1.
" Ai member for Quebec Centre and in return for the

contidelice of y electors, I. promise to give them the
settleinent.of the :1,000,000 oU lebentures of:thie Canadian
Pacific Rail*ay aind.-assistanee for the bridge."
This promnissory nlote, so called, was published in
every issue of that paper for a considerable tinie
during the election contest, at the toi) of its
editorial page, with the following coiimentary
added

" H4ere is a promissory note signed by a business man in
full knowledge. It lias ot )een signed in blank ; the
date, the consideration, the aimount, everything is men-
tioned therein."
That is perfectly true. Well, Mr. Chateauvert is
a very respectable gentleman, who, 1 lielieve,
would not tell a lie even privately, and still less
publicly, in a stateient of tliat kind ; and wlhein I
saw% i I could not have aniy doubt, nor could the
citizens of Quebec, that lie iad received fromu the
lion. Minister of Public Works and the lion. Min-
ister of Militia the promise whicli lie stated lie lad
obtained f roi thein. In connection with the samue
inatter, the city of Quebec liad the honour, aimong
other cities during the elections, of a visit fromî the
iHigh Comissioner, and of course, lie made a
speech, in which he, of course, made promises. I
do not think le could inake a speech in election
times without making promises of money.. I take
the report of his speech in the Mornoin 1Chronicle.
I aim sure the lion. Minister of Public Works will
not dispute the fidelity of that paper to the Gov-
ernment and to himself personally. The meeting
took place in a hall in the centre division called
Tara Hall. Here is what the paper says :
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SirCliries then adlressed the audience for about t wo
hours. speaking most elxjuently and being loudly ap-
phuleil. Sir Charles stat ed that. not being a ineiner of
the GotveriiIent. li elad legraphed Sir John to-day-
(meaing Sir John A. Mac(inaild)-wlat he could say on
the question of' the Quebec bridge and the North Shore
r;ilway bonuds. The answer received hlad been as follows,
aid lie puiblislhed that answer before the meeting :_

KIssTOx. 26th February, 1891.
Parliaueit .will be asked to transfer bonds toCana-

diaîn Pacifie Railway, ni cnIition- imposed by the city
t Qebe (Siged 'JOHN A. MACDONALD.'
(Loud ap.plause.)''

Of course the applause mxust have been verv loud,
but it would not have been so loud if the same
anuice had read the answer given bv the Minister
of Public Works somne time ago to a question whiclh
was puat fori me Lv yiv hon. friend fron Prince
EtIward Islanl. 1Ñere is the question :

'1. Whether it is within the knowledge of the Govern-
ment, that. at a meeting held i Tara Hall, at Quebec,on
the 26th of February I;ast, Sir Charles Tupper. the High1
Commissioner for Canada to London. deelared, that havinug
telegrauplhed to the Right Honourable Sir John A. Mac-
donald. First Minister of Canada.in order to know from
him what lie ouglht to say on the question of a bridge at
Quebec, and oni thiat of the North Shore Railway deben-
tures, he had received the following telegr.m:-

"' 6th February. 1891.
"'Parliament will be aisked to transfer bonds to Cana -

dfin Pabc.ific w on conditions proposed by the city
of Quebec.

(Signed) "'JOHN A. MACDONALD.''
"2. Whether the said telegram was sent by the;Right

Honourable Sir John A. Macdonald, to the s-id Sir
Charles Tiupper ? 3. What are.the conditions imposed by
the city of Quebec, referred to iii the said telegram? 4.
Wheiîher the Government intends to .keep the promise
thus made in its nane by Sir Charles Tupper? 5. When
does the Government intend to introduce the me:isure
promised by the said telegram? 6. Whether·the Govern-
ment is aware, that, at. the said meetiikg, Sir 'Cha rles
Tupper declared that the ci.tizens of Quebecxxmight regard
the b.uildinxg of the said bridge as tn uccomplished'fact?
7. Whether the Governmnent authorized the said Sir
Charies Tupper:to-give the said8promise? 8. Whetherthe,
Government iinten(ls to carry out this promise'? 9. Wheén
does it propose tointroduce a measure to give it effect ? ",
I will niow read the answer griven by the lion. the
Minister of Pulic Works. I n quite sure there
would have been very little applause if such an
answer hxal been given in Quebec. The hon.
Minister said

"The telegram men.tioied in this question is not.com-
plete : it is only a portion of the telegramn, and thait i the
only answer I can give to that part of, the question.
There will be a nmasure brou lht down during the present
session in reference to the onds of the North Shore 1
Railway.'

It is not said in what respect the telegran was in-
complete. If it was garbled, it was not garbled
.y myself, for I took it as it was published in the
lornin1 Chronic/e, nor was it garbled by that

newspapler which took it from Sir Charles Tupper
himuself. Therefore, if there was any garbling of
the telegran, it was done by Sir Charles Tupper.
I would like to know w-hat does the rest of the
telegram contain ? i think the hon. the Minister
of Public Works should have stated whether the
portion of the telegran which was fnot read con-
tained a promise of help for the bridge, for that
was the respect in which the telegrai was deficieit.
The Tories of Quebec were very exultant the next
morning. Every one of thenm said: " Now we have
the bridge ; we heard Tupper yesterday, andwe will
have the million dollars of debentures released,
and we will have the bridge. He said so, and of
course he always tells the truth. He never made
a vain promise." So they=aIl thought they would

MIr. LANGELIER.

get the bridge. I read the telegrai arain and
again, and could not find i it any promise about
the bridge. Most probably that is the portion of
the telegram which lias been left out, and I expected
the Minister of Public Works would have read that
portion. Which must have contained the offer o'f
assistance for the bridge. What we want to knuow
is the exact truth with reference to the question
concerni ng the million dollars debentures of the
North Shore Railway. Every one munst see that
the answer of the hon. Minister' is most incomiplete.
There may have been somne excuse for the incon-
pleteness of the answer when lie gave it, for thein
nobody vas in charge of the Railway Departnent,
but now we have reorganized the Government, and
there inust be sonebody in churge of that depart-
ment and iin a position to give us the information
we want. '[lie iHouse will see this is a subject in-
volving a million dollars, and it is entitled to cOr-
reet an(l comuplete information. I put another ques-
tion on the saine occasion. I asked :

6Whether the Government are aware that during the
period of the last election Victor Chateauvert, Esq.,
minsterial candidate in Quebec Centre, published inLe
Courrier da C«nada the following notice :-

'QUEBEC, 21st February, 1891.
"'As member for Quebec Centre, in return for the con-

fidence of iny electors. I promise to rive them a settle-
ment of the Pacifie muillionx ani help l'or the bridge.'
And that in a speech nade y the said Victor Chateau-
vert, Esui., about the saine date, to the electors of Quebee
Centre, ie made the·following statement:-

I can say, without boasting, that -I have succeeled,
with Colonel:Forsyth,i iidcing the Governmeint to give
up the million dollars of debentures (the million dollars
ot debentures wvhichx the Governmeit retains on the
CanadianPalcifie Railway, between Quebec and Montreal)
on condition that the Caiadianî Pacifie Compauny shall
inake ithe necessa ry imlprovenients on the Louise Embank-
ment, construct elevators, and.carry out the othèr works
which willserve to make Quebec a distributinig centre
like Montreal andToronto, and one of-the finest ports in
theworld.

'After having secured from the Ottawa Governnent,
through the 'influenice of our Ministers,'Sir Hector and
Si r Adolphe, the ret.urn-of'the milliôio*of dèbentures, and
a promise of aid for the bridge between Quebec and Lévis,
I should consider myself a bad citizen if I did niot con-
sent to corne forward under circumstanees so favourable
for tlue city.'

"2. Whether it is true, as so stated by Mr. Chateauvert,
that he had secured from the Government the remission
of the said million of debentures and a promise of aid for
the said bridge? 3. What is the nature of the aid so
promised ? 4. When do the Government intend to intro-
duce measures to carry out the remission of the said
million of debentures, and to assist in the construction of
the said bridge?"

Here is the answer which the lion. the Minister of
Public \orks gave to ny question :

"The Government are not aware that the article in

question was published in that paper, but they do know
that Mr. Chateauvert exerted himselt very much about
this remission of the million dollars, and also about the
bridge in question. The Government will introduce a
measure about the million dollars debentures. The re-
mainder of the question I cannot answer now."

Certainly the Minister of Publie Works should
have been in a position to say whether or not Mr.
Chateauvert told the truth when he publicly stated,.
in a speech to the electors of Quebec, that lie had
obtained fromn the Minister-. of Public Works and
also fron the Minister of Militia a promise for the.
release of the North Shore Railway debentures.
Eithmer Mr. Chateauvert was publicly telling a lie
to all the citizens of Quebec and should be branded
for having told a lie, or it was true that the
Minister of Militia and the Minister of Public
Works had promised the release of that million of
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debentures. Ve want to know whetlier Ir.
Cliateauvert. wlhom we have alwvays known to be a
Tory, but whom we have also kniown to be a good
and respectable citizen of Quebec, is to be branded
publicly as a liar or whether the Ministers referred
to iade the promise, and, if so, wliether they are
prepared to r'edeem it. Let them say whether
they are or' not let them say whethier the promiise
w'as male or iot. and. if it -was nîot made, we shall
know- how to deal -with M'. Cateauvert in Quelbec.
W e do not want to be fooled aniy more. We want
to knlow%' wlethier dhe citizens of Quebele have beei).
shamefumlly deceived by MrIî. Chateauver't or w'hetheri
3\r. Chateauvert has been sliamefully deceived by
the Miiister of Public Works and the Minister of
Militia.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I would sav a few
w'ords iii answe to soie of the observations w'hich
the lion. member for Quebee (Mr. Laigelier) has
made, because some of the matters lie lias touclied
upon liapp e iied to come under my notice in a lie-

partnental way. I presume that the speech lie
lias imade this after'noon is not intended to elicit
the policy of the Government upon this question
of the million dollars of bonds, because the lion.
genitlemnan and the House have been promnised at
an early part of the session that a measure on tlhis
subîject will be brought downil during the session,
anld it will be more convenient for lim, as well as
for us, to discuss that question wlen the papers
and the correspondence and the do2umnents are
accessible to members on both sides of the House.
The lion. gentleman is quite îmiisinforîmed, or else
lue lias iniîîtentionally misstated the question as
to the bettermments requiredi fi'on time to time to
be made by the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany. The hlon. gentleman stated, for instance,
that we did not wish bettermients to take.place in
cominectioii with the North Shore Railway. He
also stated that a great deal of difficulty occurred
in the negotiations between the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company and the (.o-er'inent in relation
to repairs w'hiich were actually necessary for the
safety of the travelling public, and le intimated
that, at oie timue, there w'as a serions danger of the
road being closed )ecau.ae there were bridges whicli
were not safe for the travelling public. I beg to
say that there is not- the slightest foundation for
the supposition that we did not wish betterments
to take place on the road, or that there was
ever any delay on tie part of the Governient
of Canada in regard to the necessary repairs
taking place on the bridges on that road. The
single question thiat arose in regard to bettermients
was as to -whether we were bound by the terns of
oui' coutract with the Canadian Pacifie Bailway
Company to allow them to increase the capital ex-
penditure on that road at our expense. They were
entitled by the terns of the contract with us, ac-
cording to oui' interpretation of it, to make renewals
fron time to time, but if they w-ere to substitute,
for instance, steel bridges for wooden bridges, we
had no objection to their doing so and they did not
require our consent, but they did require our con-
sent to charging against the capital sum the addi-
tional cost of steel as compared with wood. L that
respect we felt we would not be warranted, without
coming to Parliament in regard to thei natter, in
assenting. We felt that our position under. that
contract and under that lien miglit be changed, but

in regardl to necessary ~repairs or betternents, the
Canadian Pacific Railw'ay were always free to miiake
any betternients, to substitute steel for wood
wlerever they pleased, to inake repairs where they
were necessary, or to substitute wdood for wood.
In these natters t.hey were at perfect liberty,
because they would involve no extra capital
charge whatever. As to the question which
was put to us across the House the other day
by the hon. gentlenan, and in regard to which he
lias made some complaint in reference to the
anîswer lie received, I thiik the answer was pretty
full, considering that there was a definite promise
that a measure would be brouglt dow in regard
to the million dollars of railwav bonds. The lion.
gentleman tinds fault with us. and indicates that
wVe could not liave paid very close attention to the.
progress of the election contest in Quebece or wef w'ould have discovered that the Quebec Chronie.
did contain the article which lie hias read fromt.
Haur(o/. I miglht with equal justice say that the
hon. gentleman dfid not pay mnuchlî attention to his
own election contest or he would inot have had to
couie to the Hlouse of Commons to ask if that
article had appeared iin a paper publisledl in his
own constituency. Tie Governiient. had no official
knowledge of the publication. Hfe laid the sanie
knowledge as the Govermnent had on that sulbject,
and his question -was not. a fair one. As to whether
Mr. Chateauvert has deceivedtlthe electors of Quebec
or Ministers of the Crown have deceived him, the
hon. mnember w-ill find, when the ieasure comes to
be laid on the Table of the House, a full answer to
that question, andl he will find that, in any iundica-
tion that Mr. Chateauvert lias given of any pledge.
iont the part of the Govermment of Cianada, there
will be no difficulty in carrving that pledge into
effect. hie measure will be brought down in the
course of a few days, and the lion. gentleman will
be able to see fromn its details whether it corres-
ponds with the promise M'r. Chateauvert gave to
his constituents or not. What may have trans-
pired between the Minister of Publie Works and
the Minister of Millitia and Mr. Chateauvert I (Io
not kn ow, but the (Government of Canada will keep
faith and will ask the House to ratify whatever

1 promise was made by the Governmient of Canada,
upon which no doubt the statement of Mr. Cha-
teauvert was based. I will iot go further, because
I presume the hon. gentleman desires to have the
retur'ns anl it is close to six oclock.

Mr. LAURIER. It is, perhaps, to be regretted
that, in the discussion of a miatter of this moment,
the Minister of Public Works and the Minister of
Militia are not present to defend their own course,
and to explain the promise which they gave.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. They will be here
wlhen thei mnatter is before the House.

Mr. LAURIER. But they are not here now.
Some hon. MEMRERS. Six o'clock.
It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 87) to revive and amend the charter of
the Quebec Bridge Company.-(Mr. Desjardins,
L'Islet.)
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Bill (No. 91) to amend the Act to enable the City
of WVinnxipeg to) utilize the Assinîiboine R iver WVater
Powe.-(MNIr. MNacdonald, W innipeg.)

Bill (No. 92) to inco-rporate the Anglo-Canadian
Electric Storage anîd Supply Comupany.-(NMr.
NlackintoIsh.)1

Uill (No. 102) respecting the Ontario anti Qu'-
Appelle Landi Company (Limited).-(Mr. Suther-
land.)

PUBLIC WORKS )EPiT'.-CONTRACTS---
MEETINGS OF COMMITTEE.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) R1efore the next Order is
called, I lesire to call the attention of the Hiuse to
the fact that the Conînittee on Privileges and
Electionîs, which wvas supposed to have b>een called,
beyond all mainer of doubt, for to-mnorrow, has not
been called. anl that rimours have been circulated
to the effect that that Comnittee is not to be calle(l
to-imorrow, but is to be callel on Friday inistead. I
cannot but think tlhat this is to be regretted for
many consiierations. We cannot ignore the fact
that one of the lealing members of this House is on
trial before that Commiîttee, and the dignity of the
Hlouse demands that under circuinstances of that
kind, at least. reasoinable speed shoui(l be adopted
by the Commîîittee in its procee(lings. Now-, we
know very well that for the convenience of memubers
of that Coînnnittee, or a portion of tiat Commnittee,
the Conunittee does not meet upon Saturday ani it
(does not neet upon MNIondLay ; but it was clearly
understood, and the understanding was expressed
when the Connittee had met once or twice, that we
should meet (le die in diem. It w-as afterwards
suggested that, as mnany ieinbers would be away
in, Montreil ai Toronto on Saturdays and Mon-
days, that understanîding should not be carriel out
to the extent of meeting upon those two days, and
we'hile 1 myself yielded, and vielled very reluctant-
ly to tlhat conclusion, I think the understan(ing of
the Connnittee was that on those two days
we should not be called together, but outside of
those two days it was clearly iiiiderstood by all
nembers of the Comnittee tliat the. Connnittee

shoulid meet on every other day and proceed dili-
gently with the important charge which thîis House
entrusted to then. Sir, we have a large numuber
of witnesses in attenîdance by virtue of thé sub-
pænas we have served upon them ini the Connnittee.
The expense, no doubt, is conmparatively trifling,
hardly to be spoken of at all, but when oie con-
siders the magnitude, the gravity of the charges, and
the position of the lion. gentleman against whom
those charges are niade, the serious character of
these charges, ai the inevitsable conclusion that if
they are proved they will result iin the miost serious
consequences, oie stands aghast in surprise at the
fact that this Comnittee is not called to meet fron
day to day, but that its meetings are, it seenisto me,
to be postponed so far as it is possible to postpone
them. I cannot, for one, assent or consent to this
delay. I protest in the strongest language against
this procedire. I tlîink if the Governmnent are
responsible, they are to be blanied : I think if the
Chairmnan of the Comnittee is responsible, lie owes
an explanation now to this House and to the Comîî-
mittee. I think the agreement which was cone to
has been broken. I t.hink the hon. gentleman hin-
self who stands charged before that Comnittee
owes it to his own dignity to insist that that Coni-

Sir Jons, TuomrîsoN.

nittee shoulil ineet at once antd determiine whether
lie is guilty or not. If lie is iiiocent, why, Sir, it
is the interest of the whole country, it is in the
interest of this House, it is in the interest of its
representatives, I wont say anytlIing of his own
interest-t.hat his innocence should lbe proclaiied,
and if evidence is given to justify any 'other con-
elision, it is in the interest of the whole country
that we should have that evidence given before us,
and that this inatter should be brought to a close.
jSir, I canniot but thiik tliat, looking at the matter
fron a general standlpoint, and looking at it from
an outside standpoint, the Parlianient of Canada
does lot occupy a dignified position. Its leader
staids to-diay- imnpeacled before one of its principal
Committees, andi that Committee oughut t o put all
other considerations toe iesitde. anid proceed at
once to determine the innihocence or guilt of the
hon. gentleman charged before it. instead of allow-
ing his repitation to lie uniler i clotiud. I will sav
no morei upon that point, but I do say that the
Committee lias a riuht to insist that the undfer-
standing which was cone to shiall Le carried ut,
and thuis House has a right to insist ami t know
why it is that that Coinuittee doses not proceed
with the investigation of these serious clarges.

Sir .JOHN THOINIPSON. ^The hon. gentleman,
in framiig his protest. has used language whicli
wvas utterly unleserved andt iinappropriate to the
occasion. The lion. gentlemîan saidi that it was the
fault of the Government. and lie intimîated

Ir. DAVIES (P.E.I.). I did not.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The lion. gentleiman

said so iii exact wo>rds.

Mir. D)AVIES (P. E. I.). I did nîot. I sait if it were
the fault of the Govermnent, they shouli lie held res-
ponisible, anîd if it were the fault of'the Chairnan
of the Counittee, I shiould expect hinm to rise in
lis place anti explain lis conduct to the House.

Sir -JOHN THOMPSON. hie lion. gentleman
said that it was the fault of the Goveriment.

Sonie lion. MEMBERS. No, no. Order.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It will be entirely in

vain for hon. gentlemen to saN 1 No.," ani " Orler.
I am) perfectly iin order. I sav thiat the lion. gentle-
Man dil impute fault to the overnmient in the
natter

Mr. LAURIER. I rise to orler. My hon.
frientd besiie nie lias stated distinctly that lie made
no such imputation. He said: " If it is the fauilt of
the overnment," andi in face of such an explana-
tion the hon. gentleman is entirely out of order in
persisting to attriboute to my hon. friend words
which he declares le did not uter.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The lion. gentleman-
Mr. LAURIER. I ask your ruling, M'r.

Speaker.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have a right to

speak to the question of or'der ; I an goinîg to
speak to the question of ordei'. I was interrupted
by the lion. mnember, and I am speaking now to
the question of orier, and the hon. gentleman
would not have pretended I wqs out of order if
lhe had allowed nie to finish ny sentence. My
stateient was this, and I an speaking now to the
point of order, and the lion. gentleman will see I
an entirely in order : The hon. member fron Prince
Edward Island (Mr. Davies), who spoke, imputed
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blame to the Govermnent in this iatter, and as
the lion. gentleman lias stated lie did not 'do so, I
ani bound to assume lie did fnot intend to do so,
although at the same time the lion. gentlemnan's i

wordls certainlv bore that construction. I wish to
sav a few words with respect to the proceelings of
the Committee. I desire to say, first, that it is1
very much to be regretted, indeed. that a mnatter of
this kind should assume a party aspect. We
have conducted the proceedings of the Conunitteei
so far almost without any diterence of opinion.
W e have aIl realized, I think, on both sides
of the House that the investigation was ai
mnost disagreeable and painful one. and we nmust
all have regretted that charles like these had to be
inivestigateil. We all, however, realized that tiesei
charges having been made. the investigation haid toi
be proceeded with b1y regular metiods, no matteri
where they led us. Thei Conmmiittee arrived at a1
d1etermination, subject, of course. to be ehangedl as i
circumstances imade absolutely necessary to sit

(l d i i . ''he lion. geitleman, I again
admit, I nay not have properily heardi 1m, said,1
or I understood him to say, that everythingm. had
been done to put off the investigation. We have sat
de dir i. diew, exce p t when it was the unamimous

wish of the Committee that we should ad joirn over
a day. I amn quite willing that the Committee
should sit on Monday. I explained to the Commit-
tee at the last neeting that we could not sit on Sat-
urdays, because it isabsolutely necessary for the busi-
ness of the House that the iembers of the Govern-
ment shounld be in Council all day, and inasmuch
as the charges are so important and involve one
of ou1r colleagues, i t is very unsatisfactory to
be absent wvhien witnesses are giving their testi-
mony, and trust to reading the evidence afterwards.
Subject to that reservation, I am quite willing that
the Comnittee should sit on Mondav and de die in
liem, without any exceptioni, except when the

business of this House makes itimperatively neces-
sary that the sitting of the Commnittee should be
suspended. This is what occurred : ve continued
to sit de die iii vjenim except wlen the Committee
unanimouislyr agreed that it was inadvisable to meet,
as thev did on one day, wlien we gave way to the
Comm'ittee oui Railways and Telegraph Lines. On
the bast day the House sat before the adjourn-
ient, in consequence of the death of the late

Premier, I attended at the Communittee r-ooi at hîalf-
past ten o'clock. The Committee were to have met
that day. I found, not at all to my surprise, there
was noquorm present, and one could hardly have
beeu expected, because everyone uiderstood that
the House would adjourn, and in the minds of
memnbers there was no dispositioi to go on with
o(rdinary busiiess. That, therefore, made an ad-
jourunent.ine die. If there hial beenaguorumthere
might have been a different result. I do not think
there were half a dozen menibers present. I know
that wlen I arrived, not more than five minutes after
the hour, there was no inember present, and I was
toid by the clerk that two or three iemubers 'had
been present but they realized there was no pos-
sibility of a meeting being held. The Committee
thus stood adjournîed .4ine die. We could not meet
yesterday or to-day because the Connittee of
Railways and Telegraph Lines required to neet,
and that Committee lias forty Bills before it. The
business of the House in that regard was standing.
still, and we gave up the roomn te that Committee,

To-norrow it will be absolutely impossible to meet
in consequence of other engagements that have
been made, or to get a quorum even if the Commit-
tee did meet. Friday is the only day we caun give.
I an very sorry. i would be quite willing to( give
next Saturday, if I supposed a sufficient nuimber of
mnembers would remain in town to constitute a
quorum. We are not only willing, but as anxious
as av ielbers of the Comnittee can be, that this
Committee shall go forward next week and sit le
di ;i diermn, without interruption, except, such as
is inevitable on account of the business of the House.
I say to the lion. gentleman (31r. Davies), as I un-
derstand iii to say the Governmnent is to blame,
tiat .we have no wish except to get at the end of this
investigatiobin. It, is no more areeable to us than
to hii. and notlhing will stand in the way of speed-
ing it to a conclusion except the transaction of the
business necessarv in connection wIth this House.
Cousidering we are meeting after that last adjourn-
ment under very peculiar circunstances, conîsi-
dering tlhat the Cabinet. had to lie reorganized<, and
that this had to be done in the iiddle of the
session, witl verv important questions of policy to
be considered, it is not unreasonale that we shoald
ask the House for oe day to deliberate before
important questions touching the Budget and
other matters which are now on the (Order paper
shoull come up for determination. That is the
necessity whiich nakes us ask tliat to-norrow
should not be given to the business of the Coin-
mittee. I nust say as regards my colleague against
whomil these charges are brought, tlht lie lias not
only never expressed an opinion, but lias never been
consulted.l as to the propriety of the Comnittee ad-
journing on any occasion. It is only on account of
what we consider imperative necessit.y that we ask
to have the Connittee nîot to ineet to-morrow. I
have already explained. why no meeting was held
yesterday, and why to-day had to he given up
but it -was not in accoriance with our wish that
there should be a suspension of one day.

Mr. TARTE. I wish to call the attention of the
Minister of Public Works to the very long delay
that is taking place in the production of papers
that I feel necessary for my enquiry. I made the
stateient on which thîis îivestigatiion proceeded
on May 11th. On May 15th the first meeting of
the Commnnittee took place. An order was then
given for the production of all papers connected
with the charges. Since that time they have been
delayed fron day to day. Of course I do not want
to assume anything I an not in a position to prove,
but there is one thing perfectly sure, and it is this:
I have found in private letters that fell into ny
hands, traces of official letters and other papers
that were not producei before the Committee.
Sonie of these were only proiducel after we put in
the hands of one of the officers called before the
Conmnittee a book containing evidence that
suci a paper existed an had not been produced.
I mnight say more than that. There are to-day
letters and telegrans, which were exchanged
between Mr. Trutch and Mr. Perley, under the
control of the Minister of Public Works, and
which have not been producel before the Com-
mittee, and I state here that those letters are an
essential part *of the evidence that I desire to pre-
sent to the Committee. As I said, I do nuot want
to make any imputations. When I made the very
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grave charg-es that I thought it was my duty to
nake. I fullv realized all the difficulties I would
have to mneet : but when objection was taken in
this House in regard to the M inister of Public Works
keeping control of the papers. I diI not take part
in suistaining it. I hope tiat the Minister of Public
Works, w-ho is the otticial leader of my race iii this
Parliamuent, wvill not place me under the painful
obligation of believing that those wlho at the tine
imade that objection were riglit. I hope that they
were wronîg. but, Sir, i hope at the saine timte that
lie will realize that it is lis inmiediate duty to
order that all the papers should be brought down.
a1d brought down vithout any niore delay. Look
at wlat ve have witnessed, Mr. Speaker. We i
have seen people who have for the last eight yearsi
controlled, as a matter of fact, a great miany things
in a great public departmient, hiding their books
from day to day.

Sir .JOHN THONIPSON. Will the hon. gentle-
man ioteointine himuself to the nere statemnent which
lie wislies to make on the Orders of the D)ay beinîg
called ? He is now leteingupomnmatters which
give rise to a debate.

Mr. ED)AR. li order that this iatter may not
be shirred over, I move the adjourinment of the
House.i

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Thiere is no occasionI
to slur it over at all. I simply reminiîded the hon
gentleinan of the Rule of the House, which I thlought
perhaps lie had not in mind. There is no objection
to his iîaking a full statement of wlat lie desires,J
and it will be answered.

Mr. TARTE. What I say, Sir, is that we have
before this Parliainent in the otficiai report of the
Committee, the clear evidence, I miight say miore
than that, the clear a'lîhnission that the books w-ere
not forthconing and that the book-keeper was dis-
iissed.

Mr. SPEAKER. Let me draw the attention of
the lion. memîber to the fact that lie is now speakinig
as to the deay in produemg papers by the Depart-
ment of Public \orks. \\hat comnection hias that
with the holding back of the booksor witli Connolly s
clerk, I do not see.

Mr. TARTE. If you allow mue, I believe that I
can show you that I amt perfectly in order, anti,
more than that, that there is a perfect i-elotion
between tiat delay anîd the other delays that weî
have suffered before the Coimittee. It should not
be forgotten, I think, that the persons named iii
the charge I have brouiglit are Larkin, Coinolly &
Co., and also, unfortunately, the Minister of Public
Works. My charge is, that imlroper dealings have
taken place betweein the parties namiied. I vet
hope that the hon. Minister will prove that inv
charges are false: but still the charges are there,
and thev are now being iuvestigated. WeIl, Sir, I
vas sayîng that we could not obtain uitil to-day J

important correspondeince, letters and telegramis
that are under the control of the lion. Minister.1
I state this froi ixy seat in the House, aud I will
prove it in due tite. At the same time we see that
the other parties accused of having corruptly dom-
inated the departiment have themselves hiidden
their books and sent away their man who was in a
position to explain the entries in these books. This
cannot be denied, because one of then has clearly I
admitted that he lias dismiissed the bookkeeper. Il.

Mr. TARTE.
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made these charges with a certain hope that thîey
were going to be investigated in an hionourable
muanner. I have expected justice, and I still expect
justice, frouu tis Parliament. Well. Sir, if we
cannot get tiese papers, if we are dielayed froui day
to day. I w-ill certainly not be able to niake ail mv
evidence, althoughper-sonswhîomnay have beenîpar-ties
to destroying papers maybe deceived in the long run.
But still let us take the facts as th- ey are before us.
As a miatter of fact we have been delayed. but I
fully admit fat the Glovernmentt, I believe, is not
respousible for that delay. I ai quite preplarel to
say tiat I have received justice fr-om the hon.
Minister of .Justice, who has di-ectel all our
proceedinîgs in tiie Committee, but one thinig that
all the members of the House will be obliged to
admit also is. tliat we have not actetd with the
energv thiat was to have been expected from1 us.
Ve have beenl delayed fro'n day to day : papers

we have lhad a right to have are not produced vet,
and I again call the attention of the Minister of
Public \Vorks to the fact tiat lie lias got under lhis
control imi lus depa-tmnent a greatmiany letters ex-
tendinîg 'between the yeai-s 1885. 188i and 1887
fiat lie hîad an ordier to bring befor-e us, ani that
have not been brought down yet. I do not wisl
to say any more now, but. Sir, i believe that the
Fouse will agree with m e tiat. in tlie inter-est of all
parties. we should not pror-ogue unîtil thlis enqluiry
is over. I believe thiat I may appeal to botu sides
of the House. If I have 'been deceived in the
accusations I have brought I ai quite prepared to
beatr the full responîsibility adul p>enalty of it, but,
Sir. if my accusations are true, as Ihave everv
reason to believe tlhey are, then the guilty parties
ought to be punished.

Sir HECTiOR LANG EVIN. Mr. Speaker, I will
not follow the hon.gentlenan ini lhis argumienît nor
in lis speech, hecause I believe tie House dies iot
expect thiat from me. 'he only thing I can say to
the House is tins: Tiat every paper, every letter,
every document, every plan and every thing that
is inii my depairtment connected with this case, I
have given orders from the beginninug that tliey
shouhi all be produced before the Commnittee. I
repeat again. tiat if the lon. gentleman will Lay
before the Committee when it mîeets to-morrow o
the next day. a list of whiat lhe wants and whiich lie
d.oes not finil in tlhe numierous papers and documents
that have been laid before the Comiîîittee already,
if any of those documents are to be found in iy
departient every one of t.hen will be brouglit
don -s soonu as possible. I know perfectly well
that my position as a member of Parliamnent and a
Minister- of thue Crown is this : That as the head of
thiat departnent, and the House having ordered
through its Conimittee that all these documneits
and papers should be produeed, they must be pro-
duced, andi an order lias been given to the deputy
head of the departmnent to do so. He lias full
liberty to do so, lhis duty is to <ho so, lis orders are
to do so, and I have no doubt that if any doeument
is mnissinîg it is because lie did not find it. If the
lion. gentleman iwill give a list of one, or two, or
tlhree, or twenty documents which lie wants, Mr.
Gobeil, the Deputy Minister of ny departinent, is
bound to find themn if they are in the departmient.

. Mr. GIROUARD. With regard to these miss-
ing papers, I may be allowed to make one or two
remarks. First, the papers coming from the De-
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partnent of Puldic Works are contained in several
large boxes. Evidently this investigation requires
the production of a large numnber of papers, and it1
would not. be surprising if sonie of theni, on the
first inspectioi, slould he found to be missing. The:
lion. gentleman mentioned the other day, at the,
sitting of the Connuittee, that lie had found out
that some papers were missing. Surely there
couild not have been any intention of deceiving the
hon. gentleman, or preventing his going on with
his investigation. He found complete lists of
those papers publislhed in the bue..books.

Mr. TARTE. It w-as a very snall blue-book.

Mr. (1IROUARD. Tf those papers were men-
tioned mi the blue-books, there could not have been
any intention of hiding then.

Mr. TARTE. Tlhey we-e not produed.

Mr. GIROUARD. But. there could not have
been any intention of deceiving himi or the public.
I wish to make anotier statement as to the papers
whicl were not foud in the two boxes, but which
w-ere mentmiiied in the blue-hooks. They were
produced on the very day that it was noticed they
were înissing, and I notitied the lion. gentleman
tlhat lie coulld have access to then. \\ith regard
ta the correspondence of Mr. Trutch, I was im-
foried yesterday that the lion. gentleman liait
made a demand on the clerk of the Cominittee for
those papers. I looked at the order of the Com-
mittee, and I found that lie was entitled to have!
then iproduced ; I therefore, uînmnediately, gave in-
structions to the clerk to deiand the production
of the papers froin the Public Works Department.1
I do not know yet wlhat answer heli as received
fron the departient. I an sure the lion. gentle-
man lias no reason to complain of delay. He liasi
received froii the Conniittee and the GÇoveriinient
all the assistance lie could get.

Mr. IVES. I wish to say, on behalf of the pri-
vate members of the Hiouse, that we do not coi-
plain that the Connittee on Privileges and Elec-
tions should sit every day ; but we have been in
session now nearly two nonths, and we have had
only two meetings of the Railway Commîittee, and
noue of the Connittee on Banking and Connerce,
or the Cominittee on Private Bills. The whole
time lias been monopolized by this investigation.
Now, it seems t) ne that arrangeients should be
mnade by the (Goveriînment for this Committee to sit
siuultancously with the sittings of the other Coi-
mittees, and for its vacating the Railway Committee
roomui. liad a short meeting of the Railway
Comiittee this mnornîing w ith over forty orderson the
paper. Aimiong then wvas oie Bill the promoters
of which asked that w-e should not on1ly pass it,
but that we sliould reduce fron two montlhs to two
weeks the notice required to be given to the Gov-
ernor General in Council for the sanction of a icase.
the reason given beinîg tlat the whole season would
be lost for the work of construction if the
timie were not reduced. I have no doubt that
other very large iîterests are being imjured and
imperilled in consequence of thie mnonopoly of
our tine by this Commnittee, to the exclusion
of all the ordinary legitiiiate business of the coun-
try. Now, while we sympathize with the Govern-
ment in their anxiety not to delay this investiga-
tion, I think it is not too nuch to ask theni, be-
cause they have the control of the matter, to make

provisii that the ordiiary business of the country
inay go on i the mîeantinie. Of course. we do not
expect to satisfv certaii gentlemen -hi.> seemi bound
to find fault anvway-to tind fault with thie non-
produetion of papers- which were only asked for
yesterday, and aIll tlhat Sort of tling ; but we do
think that the Gyov-ernmenit-aidi I an speaking
not on1lV for my own friends, but for lion. miembers
on the other side who lave Bills before the different
cominittees-shuould inake arranigenents so that
the other coiîfnittees inay mneet siuîîltaineously,
and that they should not ask us to wait till the end
of the Sessioni for private Bill legislation whiclh is
urgently needel.

Mr. LAURIER. I an sure it is not the inten-
tion of any lon. nelber to cast suspicion or blaie
11pon1 anyone in connection with this muatter. For
iy own part, I will gladly aihl iy testinour to
thlat of the hon. mnemiber for -lo'înm orency (Mir.
Tarte). that the hon. Mlinister of Justice isentitled
to credit for the mnanner iii whiclihe lias lischarged
his duatv to the House in this investigation. At.
the saie tiume, the anxietv of the hon. iiienber for
'M3ontmorency is natural. because lie bas assuned a
task whiclh is painful to himîù, and the conseequenîees
Of whici iav e verv sious to him if lie loes not
establish> tie charge-'s wlhich lie lias imade ; anl it
seemus to mue that a remuark made Lv the bon. meii-
ber foi .Jacques Cartier (Mr. Gir'uard) fully jus-
tifies the comiplaint of mny hon. frienud. 3M lion.
friend lias complained thuat certain papers %which
were ordered to be prodluced by the Departmiient of
Public Works were not produeed.

\Ilr. TARTE. A nonth ago.
\Ir. LAURIER. Ordered to be produced a

inonthi ago. The hon. Minister of Public Works
savs that lie gave orders for the production of
those papers. I uniesitatingly accept lis state-
ment ; but it appears fromi vlat the lion. memuber
for Jacques Cartier lias said that, up to yesterday
certain papers whieh were ordered a nontl ao-
that is, the correspondence of AIr. Truteh. the
inspector of public works iii British Columbia-
were not yet produced. Therefore, while I will
not say- that there was a failure of duty anvwhiere,
for oie reason or another the papers were not
produced, and the renark of m lion. frienid tlhat
the Order of the House lias niot been complied with
is fully borne out. It is easy to understand that
.somne warmnth of blood mnay be exhibiteil but whein
ve coiec to sift the muatter, let lus admit thiat no
one lias intended to do wirong, thoughi thuere lias
been a hitcl soiewliee.uand it is quite natural tlhat
the matter should be brought to the notice of the
Hoiuse.

r. GIROUARI). The Order of the House was
for papers, co rrespon(deiice, and so forth, without
specifyiig any particular papers. As the papers
produced filled two trunks, it was quite possible
that somne of the desired documents miit be miss-
ing : but the moment any paper was specified, an
imimediate order was giveni for its production.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think this mat-
1 ter is irregularly before the House, not onily
| because we are liaviIg a debate on the Orders of
the Day being called,Ibut also in-this sense-and it
may not be amiss that I should make the sugges-
tion now for future guidance-that we are really

Jprosecuting th e business of the Coummittee ini the
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House. It was an order of the Conmittee that
was given for the papers some weeks ago; tliat
order covered not. particular papers or letters, but
aill papers. contracts, specitications. plans, accoiunts,
voubeirs. and so forth, relating to four large trans-
actions, and extending over a period of twenty
years. Fromn nmy experience of the departments,
I venture to say that if any order were given for
locuiments extending over that period of tinie,
there wouild lie no surprise if wheu we camine to
examine them we found that a further search
would have to be made and furither papers obtained.
tut I submit to the hon. member for Mlontmo-
rencv that if he again tinds that to be the case. as
is nlot at all uilikelv in view of the circumstances.
it wouild.be more convenient for all puirposes to
brin up matters of that kind in the Committee.
Thleii if it is found that the order of the Commit-
tee bas inot beei obeyed, the officers will be called
up and put on their guard t) be more vigilant
and instead of aiiyone in the Hoiuse being sumbject
to suspicion. ve shall have the officers before us
under oath to say w-hy the papers were not rPro-
dulced and produced before. If such a course is
followed. I think feelings of impatience and irrita-
ton will lie less likely to be excited.

Mr. TARTE. I did more than that. I went
nvself to N'r. (obeil four or tive days ago. I
indicated to hiun the papers that are Iissing and
these papers are not yet brought down.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think the suggestion of the
hon. Minister of Justice is a very proper mie. It
is only the in mportance of this question that. to mv
miid.~justitied its being lbrought up here to-night

at all. These papers were ordered by the Com-
mittee, and the proper place to deal with their
non-production is in the Comnittee and not in the
Huse.

.ir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not
going« te enter into a discussion as to these papers
at all. but I would like to say to the Minister of
-Justice and the overnment generailly, that I
tiumk there is a good deal in the suggestion made
bv the bon. member for Sherbrooke (Mr. Ives)
thus far. I think the importance of this enquiry
demands that precedence be given at any cost,
even to the delay of ortniary business, to the
investigation before the Commuittee of Privileges
and Elections ; but, after all, that Comnunittee
only comprises forty-two iembers, and there
is no reason why v the varions coinmittees of
this Hoiuse should not sit in other rooins during
a reasonable nuiber of days. If questions arise
which ahbsolutely require the presence of Ministers
wlo have to be present at this investigation, these
questions might be held over, but I think it is de-
sirable the other comnittees should sit as well as
the Coimmîittee on Privileges and Elections. If therei
is any dIifliculty with regard to obtaining a suffi-
ciently large room, it miight possibly be necessary
to poach on the room îinnediately adjoining this,
which is now handed over to gentlemen of the Con-
servative party ; but I think the other comnittees,
and certainly the Public AccountsConmittee, should
sit even while this investigation is going on, but, of
course, in other rooms.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think the other'
committees will bave to be called.

LANGEVIN BLOCK-PAPERS.
Mr. MULOCK. Before proceeding te the Orders

Sir JOHN TuomPsos.
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of the Day. I wish to bring to the attention of
the Governmient the non-production of certain
papers or-dered .smne timne ago. I refer to the
papers connected with what is known as the
Lang.revin Block. The lion. 'Minister of Public

I Works has several timnes promised to have the Order
complied with.

Mr. SPEAKER. Were these ordered by the
i House or the Comnmittee?

Mr. MULOCK. There is an Order both of the
iH.ouse ai 1of the Pubhlie Accounîts Commîîuittee
but, even if the order were only made by the Pub-
lie Accounts Comnittee, yon will see there nust
be some way of getting the order of the Commnîittee
comlpliel with. \\e havé not had a meeting of that
Comimittee for a montlu, and, if we caînnot ask for
the paper-s until it mieets, we nmay not be able to
ask for theim at all. I was notified by the clerk
yesterlay afternoon that thiese papers hiad been
produced, and this îîmoruming I attended before the
clerk to examine them. I can only say that there

has eei, iii mymv judgmnent, a great deal more attei-
tien pail to the non-productioni than the production
of the papers. liTe mnost studiousefforts have beei
appareitly made to prevent their production. As
far as I went, I madte a note of a few of the papers
that. I could see bave not been produced ami are
pertinent te the eniquiry. but I an perfectly satis-
tied tliat there lias notbeen a proper compliance
with the Order of the Bouse or of the Cotmîmittee.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The deputy of mîy
departiment lias told me that he had sent to the
Comnmîit.tee on Public Acconuits all the papers that
were iii the departmnent ani were asked for by
the Commuitte. In so far as this Hoiuse is con-
cerned tie hon. gentleman asked for a umber of
dotiluments andi mformation, which the House
«rante(l. I said to the hion. gentleman, and I
repeat it now. that it is impossible for mny depart-
ment te coumply with the Order of the House so long
as the Coimittee onm Publie Accounts huas the
original <b>cumnenits fromîî which we could give the
information asked for ;and I said to the deput.y of
my departieit that whilst he was sending these
(ocumiments to the Public Accounts Committee lie
should tell the clerk of the Commnîittee that. s soon
as the Conunnittee would send baek the documents,
we wouldi prepare a statement for the House but.
we have no doubîle sets of original documents, and
therefore cainot comply withi the Order of the
Houise uuntil the Public Accounts Conîîmmittee lias
retumrned the originals.

Mr. MULOCK. The documents, the non-pro-
duction of which I complain of, are not with the
clerk of the Publie Accounts Committee, but have
been withiheld froin himn.

Sir HECTOR LANG EVIN. There is no inten-
tion on the part of my departient or my deputy,
who is an honest, straightforward man, to keep
away froin the Coiiimmittee or members of the Com-
mnittee any paper or documnient that is to be found
Ii mîîy departmnent. If the hon. gentleman will
send a ist of what he says is missing, and if these
papers are to be found in the departnent they will
be sent here. It must have been because the
documents could not be found that they have not
heen sent, but if they are in the department they
will be laid on the Table. Ve have no reason.to
fear the investigation of the hon, gentlemau or the:
Public Accouuts Com.mittee,
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Mr. LISTER. I uderstood the Minister of
Justice to say that all the docunments are lot pro-
duced to the clerk of the Comnittee because the
officers in his departnent are engaged in copying
them.

.Sir HECTOR LAN;EVIN. No.
Mr. LISTER. There cau then be no possible

reason for nlot prodjucing the original doeunients
before the Conunittee.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Alltheoriginalocu-
ments which are not in a book used every day by-
tie departmnent have been sent. Documents, suh as
letters, which are in books that are used every day.
mnust be copied, because -we cannot stop all the work
of the departnent by sending away the hbooks : but
all the o-iginal documents which are nlot ini books
are sent.

Mir. BARRON. I would like to ask the Minister
of Public Works if hie will comply with the priomise
made last session hy the late Premier in regard to
the production and laying on the Table of the cvi-
dence taken by the Trent Valley CanalCoîmmission- 
ers in regard to the conpletion of that route. That
subject is very imnportant, to a rreat nany people iii
Ontario, who are verv anxious to know somuething
about t. Of course, we have the report of the Trent
Valley Canal Coiumissioners, but we require to have
the evidence on which that report is based in order
to discuss it intelligently.

.. BOW ELL. i the lion. gentleman
if those papers% vere moved for ini the House, either
last session or this session ?

Mr. BARRON. I an glad the lion. gentlemian
has referred to that question. They were not moved
for hecause the late Premier promised that, if they
were not too voluminnous, they woud Lbe printed
duinug the recess andt given to eaci muenber of the
House, but that, in any uevent, I or anybody could
see then on applying at the otice whîere thev are
kept. Ie intimiiated, at all events, that ielbers
could get# . possessin of them as soon as possible,
an 1, inasmuich as the promîise was of a nature which
did not require anyone to iove for the papers, I
mllentionei it at the beg'inniii (of this session, anîd
there was an intimnation that they would be given
to the House.

lMr. BOWELL. I will nake eniuiry li the
department as to the character of the evidence.
There is no possible reason for withholding it, antd
I will see that such evitdence as it is possible to lay
upon the Table shallie broughît down as early as
possible.

Mr. LANDERKIN. When are we to have a
.meeting of the Publie Accounts Connittee ?

3Mi FOST ER. I understand a mîeeting has been
called for Friday inorning.

PROHIBITION OF THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC.

On the Order being read for the proposed miotion
of Mr. Jainieson

That, in the opinion of this louse, the time bas arrived
when it is expedient to prohibit the nîumufacture,
importation and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage
purî>oe 1

T emnotion of Mr. Mackintoshin amendment thereto
and the motion of Mr. Taylor in amendment to the am-
endment.'

Sir JOHIN THOMPSON. I have to renew the
request wlich I nade wien this subject was called
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on the Order Paper the week before last and for
the sane reason. The iiiotion will, of course, be
reaclieil this nîight week. and. unless something un-
expected occurs iii the meantime, we shall not ask
for any further postpoiemie..nt.

Order )<postponed.

DOMINION E LECTIONS ACT AMENI)MENT.

Ir. VOOD (Isrockville) îmowed secon reading
Of .1ill (No. 5,) to atndxîul the Domiiiioi Electi.iis
Act. He said-: The objct of this Bill. as I partly
explainitte 1on its introduction, 1$ to change the
Domvinîin election law in two respects : tir st. as
regards the fo>rm4 of oath :and. seeondly, to remîuove
somne conifusioi whicb exists in conisequene-of the
provisions of the Act. as it nuw exists. The first
part of the lill seeks to prevent lBritish suljects
wlo have become Amuerican citizens fron votig ini
this cou1ntry. The secon1d part seeks to amîend the
law in suc ali -t wvav as to illake the iinstructions con-
tained iii the Act itself correspond with the 46th
section of the Domi) inion Elections Act. It is
,within the recollectioi of abunost every iember of
this House that. after the recent elections, recounts
were had. and ditliculties arose over the taking of
the ballots in certain constituencies. 'Tlie result,
I submit, was owing to no fault on the part of the
deputy returninigî ottiers themselves, but ight
very naturally lbe attributel to the peculiar or
conitusteI realing of th instructions contained iin
the Act. There is no necessity for enlarging any
further upon the Bil. but I will read one of- the
clauses of form " M ~-whiclh it is proposed to chage,
and I think hon. mîembers on both sides will see
the nîecessity for a change

"The voter vill then fold the ballot so as to show apor-
tion of the back o.ly, with the number and initials of the
deputy returning otlicer."
Fro tlat wordig, I sublmit that. any person, even
thotugl lie hîad a legal eucation.mnight consider thiat
not only' the initials but the musnlber of the deputy
returigii oticer should e placed on the back. and,
when you consider the very snall numiiber of persons
whio are allowei to eaci'polliug sub-divisio. and
the consequent necessity for a large numîuber of
deputy returniing ofticers, farmers' sons, clerks and
othiers, who are ot versed in law. it will be felt tl:at
every line or clause in the Act which teids to con-
fusion shoulid Le made as clear as possible, beeause,
wlien a mistake is maie, the quick tenleicy is on
the part of those against whom the iistake may be
iladlte to say that it is done from some improper
motive. WVe know that, wvhien we are in the leat
of a conflict and even when the sunoke of the battle
has not quite clearel away, none of us are too care-
fuil to avoid imputing iimotives, and in that way mnany
are broughut under the ban of suspicion. I think
both sides of the Hoiuse will assist me iii putting
this Bill throughi so that we may make the Act as
clear as possible.

Mr. ED(GAR. The hon. gentleman who moves
this Bill seems to have inhis mîiînd the idea that
lie is going to make a tremeous reforn in the
law by preventing·British subjects who have been
naturalized in the United States from voting here
as Britishi subjects. I apprehend that is the main
scope of his Bill. I an very muuch mistaken inn my
reading of the law if that is at al neces.sary. I think
thel hon. gentleman must know that a British sub-
ject who goes to the United States and becomes
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naturalizel there bas no right to vote in Canada
to-day. He is no longer a British subject when he
becomnes naturalized in a foreign country, and
under the Franchise Act lie cannot vote, be can-
not be placeil on the list. and lie cauniot take the
oath as it stands to-day. hecause be cannot truth-
fullv swear that lie is a British subject either Iv
birtli or by naturalization. Perlhaps lie was a British
subject once .y birth, but he cannot swear that lie
is to-day. That there may be uno doublt whatever!
on this subjeet. I will refer the House to the
Naturalizatin Act in the Revised Statutes ou the
subject of "4 Re)atriation." and there it is laid
do-wi that

"Any British subject whu bas voluntarily become
naturalized in a foreignî state shall, from and after the
time of his so having become naturalized i isuch foreign
state. be deened within Caniada to have ceaîsed to be aî
British subject, and shall be regarded as an alien." I
Now. a iman uwho lias ceased to bie a British subject 1
bas n right. ml the Iirst place, to be placed ipon
the voters* ist îîunder the Act, because ouly Britishi
subjects can be placed there. and lie cainot take
the oathi truthfullv. because he alis to swear that
lie is a British subject hy 1.irth or yl naturahiza-
tion. Therefore, the introduction of this adlitional
clause )roposel ly the hon. gentIleman. and an
not a subject of any foreign country. while, per-
haps, it will not do any particular liarm, does not
work anv reforl in the law as it stood. It. does
iot do any,good. I will not refer to any former
debate, but I thimk I have a distinct recollection,
indeed I know. that the hon. nemîber for East
(irey (Mr. Sproule) was on one occasion very lotd
in lis expression of opinion that the only thing
necessary to muake the law perfect and to stop nlon-
residents voting, was a Bill sucb as the lion. neim-
ber proposes now. I think I heard the lion. niemn-
ber for Assiniboia (M r. l)avin) say the same thing,i
and 1 think the Miniister of Justice even did not.
on that occasion, point out to the hon. mtenber
wlio is mnoving titis Bill to-day, that a British sub-
ject who becamue a naturalized citizen in the
United States, was no longer a British subject and
could not vote. The hon. gentleman tbinks that
it does no harn to make thins change. If. lie puts
it on that ground, and will admit that it is not ne-
cessary, then, I think. there iay be something in
his Bill ; but lie cannot surely 'pretend that lie is
going to effect a great reforniation in the election
law.

Mr. LISTER. I think the Bill which i hon.
friend has introducel to the House is one thati
should receive the approbation of this House. If1
it lias the effeet of mnaking clear what before was
sonewhat confused, it will be advantageous. Any-
person who has any experience at. ail ini election i
natters knows perfectly well that'so far as mark-
ing the ballots is concerned, muany depIty return-
ùig officers throughout the country not only initial
the ballots, but they also unumber them, which is
against the law. The provisions of this Act make!
it perfectly clear that the numîbering of the ballots
should not take place, and that only the initials of 1
the deputy returning officer are allowed upon the
ballot which is lianded to the voter. Tien again.
as respects the affidavit, or oath, which the voter
lias to take on presenting himself to vote, I think
the amendment of ny hon. friend is one which
should receive favourable consideration. As I stated
a moment ago, it mnakes clear what was before con-

Mr. EDGAR.

fused. We all knw that imauy muen present them-
selves to vote who bave becomne citizenöf* the
United States, and they satisfy thiir conscience by
swearing that they are Britishî subjects by birth.
There is an idea prevalent throughout this country
that once a British subject, always a British sub-
ject, that nothing lie can do divests imuself of
that natural allegiance that lie owes to his
country by birtlh. I think it is safe to say that
during the last election hundreds and hunidreds of
people who have taken the oath of allegiance to a
foreign state. and have, under the law as it is. no
rigl to vote, satitiied their conscience by declaring
thiat they were British subjects by birth. This
section makes it clear that if they have becone
subjects of a foreign state they lose their right of
franchise unler the law of thîis country. For th-ese
reasons this Act shall receive my support. and I
tihink it ought, to receive the support of hon. gentle-
enli who want te make the law perfectly clear. It

mav be, as my lion. friend at my righît savs, thiat
iuiler the b-iw as it is, thev have no righît.to vote,
and their naines ouglit to be struck off the first. list.
But who looks after the first. list * Xhen vou come te
inake out vour list t hen vim- tind out whethîer a uman
lias really~a riglit to vote, -or *not on the ground of
héing an alien. Thiat is the time you object to himin,
and althiougli meni have over aud over atgaii been
ochallenged. they have taken this oath. believing
they were enti~tled to vote, andiîu thev did vote.
Thi's law inakes it clear, a nl I think it shiould receive
0111- support.

Sir JOHN THOM PSON. I desired to iiake
remarks verv muhieli the line of those whichi the
lion. gentlemîai lian s just. made. I do not thmnk any
ne overlooks the fact that. a British subject who

renoiunces is allegiance to (reat Britaii and
becomes a subject of a foreign country, is 110 longer
a British subject. But that is not the point.
'lhe point is that our statutes at present do not, at

any rate with clearness. proseribe such person from
voting or fromi beimîg on the election list. For mny
part I have no doubt whatever, except sucli doubt
as arises fron .tle opinions expressed by lawy-ers
just. now-I have never had any doubt thiat
such persons have an absolute legal right to vote,
because the on1lV thmig we ask is the oathi which
reqires themi to say they are Britishu subjects by
birthî or by naturalization. Ulndoubtedl, althioughi
a man may have renouinced his alleuinee to Great
Britain aud be no longer a British subject, hue is a
Britishi subject by birth, and if the intention of
Parlianent was, as it probably was, to prevent
such persons from 'votiung as being no longer British
subjects, the least that we canI do is to make the
lawv plain. I think the current opinion is that steh
persons have a legal right to vote. Thle hon.
nenber for Lanibtonm (M'%r. Lister) says hundreds of

persons voted in the last election whio hîad renouncel
their allegiance to Great Britain andi. had becomne
subjects of a foreigu couitry; they took the oath
anîd satisfied thei- consciences in the belief they
had a right to do so. I miay indicate to the House
that if it should he the pleasure of the House that
the Bill should be read a second tiie now, I will
move that it be referred to a sub-coimmittee. There
are othuer Bills on the Order paper touching the
saine subject, somne provisions of whiich it may be
wise to adopt, and it woulid Le convenient for the
Comnittee to weld these together, so that we nay
hîave one Bill on the one subject.
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Mr. BURDETT. While approving most of the citizen of the United States. The objection taken
letter and spirit of the Bill, I woukl suggest that does not lhold. because iii the leclaration required'
we go a little further and that the ballot. should by the revising otticer the jparty who seeks to have
not onlv be initialled by the deputy retiiriiinig his uame plaeed on the preliîi iist only swear
officer. but that it shouild he initialled also by tiat he is a Britislh subject.
authorized agents of the opposig candidates. M
)eputvreturnmingotiicers are nîot always emblems i . . .

freturning offleer, if hie is o eept the declaration wlhether this Clause is it oi

inclined, nay issue a few ballots before the polling not.
occurs with bhis initiais upon them. and ther ean 3r. MASSOr- Surely the iqestion as to whal
he circulated outside the booth. and a mian'mav the revising oticer mav d(o cannot interfere witl
«et his five dollar bill and the ballot already- mark- theo passage of this Bill. It will be his dutv t
ed, provided lie goes iin ani brings out one witlh act in accordance with the Franchise Act anid thi:
the initials upon it not. marked. That mnay occuir, Act, andi I understand that the hon. mielber foi
and if the initials of the deputy returning otierffle Broekville (Ir. Wood), also proposes to ament
and tiie ageits of the opposIIIg candidates are the Franchlise Act. bearing on the sane subject
allowed to be put upon the ballot as well, noting I ar gla to see that made clear which wa
of this kint ena occur. Speaking on aiother point obscure. I wouhll suggest that a further step h
of the Franchise Act. I think tait men who lhave taken, and it siould be leclared that the perso
gone to the States with the intention of residing ma îking the declaration is not only nîot the su"
there, ouglht not to be allowed to core back here jectt of foreign country. but lias not filed au id
and vote and thus affect the conduct of affairs in a claration of intention t'. become the subject o
country that they have left practically forever. citizein of a foreign state. In imany of the \Vesteri
Respecting the matter of postage. it is oue of great State persons resilent a few mnonîths are allowet
importance to those who object to votes on the ,ist. certam prmleges as eitizens, provided they tie
Now, these lists have to be registered and sent out declaration witlh the coucty elerk of their intentiol
at a cost of eighît cents, aud I think it ouglt to to become citizens of the United States. I thini
be made as cheap as possible to those geuntlemen suci a clause shouîld be embodied in the Bill a
wlo revise the list, because undier'the present Act drawn, because,. to use the sentiment expressed 1>
eingluh trouble and difticulty occur to both political Mr'. Blainle, that Canadianîs sloulid lbe taugliht tha
parties. , thev caniot he Amricans ad Canaliains at th

saie time. Canadians must be tauhlit that the
3r. BARRON. 1, too, would like to see the Bill cannot he American citizens and at the sane tim

bec(me law, including the suggestion made by my come here and assist iii controlling the legislatioi
hon. frieid from Hastings (m3r. Burdett), because f this coutry.

df ihi houly
it has comne îîun er my owini notce ti ateectors go
to the polls anid taike the oatlh that they are British
subjects ly birth, relying upon the fact that. thougli
thiey had rcimîoved to the States, they were born:
Britisi subjects. But my main olject iii addressmg
ftie House now is to draw the attention of t i
Minister of J ustice and also the on. geitleiman who
introduced the «ill to the fact that thi Bill shiould.
not becoime law at all events this Vear, because -it
specifies wha.t is a qualitication for an elector. It
iay be that the revising oticer in accepting dècla-
rations, knowini what is the qualificationi of an
elector by this 11i, iight equire the clause set-
ting forth that I am a Britisli subject by birtli and
not the sibject of any foreign country,~to be incor-i
porated in the declaration. Ve know that the1
revising oticers, bv staitute. begzan their woik on
lst June last. and if this Bill becaie law, vithout.
a clause being provided that it shall not be retro-
active, those officers mîîiglt hîold that declarations
received before this Bill becamne law would be bad.
inasnuch as they would not contain the whole of
this paragraph, - I amn a Britisli subject by birth
and not th Uisubject of any foreignî couiitry.' I.
therefore, suggest to the Minister of Justice auîd
the pronoter of this Bill that there slould be a
clause naking it not applicable to the present
revision, or, at all events, not to become law until
after this year.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). It is only the forni of
the'omathi that the Bill seeks to amend. A person
coming frou the United States to Ontario couid
take the present oath because lie could sweart,
and with sonething of a clear conscience. that
he was a British subject by birtlh, otwith-

,standing that at the sane time he was a,
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Mr. FRASER. That argumient does iot apply
to this case. The fact of a man declaring his iinten-
tion to do a thling is not the perforiaice of it. If
so every man who ldeclared his intention to steal
would be entered .as having stolen. I understand
the hon. «euntleiîani to say tlat the Bill slhoild
cover cases where the parties had simîply declared
their intention to ultinately becoimie Anerican
eitizenîs.

\I. WOO) (Bei-kville). Some of the States
permîuit a mlian wlho deelares lis mitenîtion. and imiakes
a forial declaration to that eifeet. of beecominîg an
American citizen, to enjoy al the righits of Ameni-
Can citizenshil) alt.lhougl lie may not have been a
resident long einough to have Ibecomiei a citizen.

Mr-. FRASER. He lias onlv certain rights con-
cerning municipal matters, andi lie is not a full
citizen. He is not a full citizen uiless lhe lias
taken out lis naturalization papers, as in this
country. There is no necessity of placinig sucli a
clause in this Bill.

M. MASSON. In the Vestern States imen, on
tiling such ldeclarations. secure many of the rights
of citizenship. If ihiese people choose toC go to a
foreign country and make a deciaration of their
intention to become citizens, it is only right thiat
we should provide that they should have nothing
to do witlh the <overnmient of this country.

MNr. CHARLTON. The object of making this
declaration is to enable persons to hiold real estate.
In many States aliens are not allowed to hiold pro-
perty, but in no State. I beliere, does the filing of
such declaration entitle such a person to the right
*f citizenship and suffrage. The person has simply
the right to acquire property ; but he is not a
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citizen. he ias simplyi iade a leclaration of lis
iitenttion to become a citizen, and is ilokinir for-
ward to the enljoymieynt of the riglhts eonnuected
therewitl. I doC( Iot<î t hink tliat a person goinug
from Citnadi. to the United States. makingr possibly
a declaration if his iiitetiin to bii ecilome a Ami eri-
cuai :citizen in iiiiel tort hold real estate, lit not
consuu Iting his aperI by becoming at citizen,
perliaips retu rnii g to uCanada ndu<l neyer bei<Žcoiming
an Aeiiiericant citizen, sliould Le prevented froii
subl.seqjiuntly voighr.Wbilg fair enîough
ii deelarinîg thait an iiîdividual shaiall lose his righît
to vote afteru.e las become an Americtn citizen.

Mr. LANI>ERK[N. Does the pîomrloter of the
Bill initend to barout any persons whioî have acquired
property in the Uited States* 'Somlle yonuig imuen
nuay go to thit coulntry, m possibly file declara-
tiois to becoiuc Aiiericant xctizens i orler to<
aegmire proper'ty. ali IIia.y su)seqauenltly return to
Calada. \\ illi tiis bill peruit sucl yung in to
vote or not ? . i)s uestionî should be carefully coui-
siered. auîd it .should ibe stated a. jto wvhet.her tiis
Bill will pluce Sucli min uinlder the ban. anld if s,
for Ihow in.uty years after the return'mî. There are
miiiembers ii this fouse whol have aeic red property
iii the United States, ald I wisl to know if this
Bill is intended to strike a .iblow a tthemî. It voulil
loge well thit. the promoter of the Bill should take1
the House ilnto bis confidence iaid let it be known
wlhether it is intended to neet saucih cases.

Mr. 31.\IULLEN. I coenur iii the.iew express-
el bîy the lion. ieimlier for Northt Grey (Mr.
\asson). There are to less athan tifteent states iii
whiclh a ma n im'ay vote for' Presideit if lie lias
leclared lhis intention of becoumuing. a citizen of the

Unîited States. I Can give the iamtîes of the states,
if my statemiient is ehallenged.

Motion agreed to, auid Bill read the second time.

Sir .JOHN THOMPSON moved :
That BillNo..5 be referred to, a special counittce con-

sisting of Messrs. Wood (];rockville), Camieron (Huron).
Amyot. Harroin. Sir Adoijlhe Caron,-Sir Johnî Thompson'
Langelier, Desjardins (L Islet), Montague, Skinniier andil
McKecen.

Motion agi'reed to.

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT.

Mir. CHARLTON movel second reading of Bil
(.. 31 ) to amiend the Electoral Franchise Act.
He sail : The Bill I shall cill the atteitioni of the
.Hious'e to' is one wich I tuast will coimmuend itself
to the Minister of .1ustice anl !to the Cabinet. I
have introduced this Bill withtoit any desire to
itake political capital or to inake a point againsti
t. Goverment, but situpilv withi a ldesire to correct!
ai ahnse wihl ias existed antd whicl is liile to
occui againu. 'TheBillis a riefcone aund 1 shall
preface iiy reimarks by reading its provisiin :

11Her Ma jesty, by aud with the alvice and conscnt'of
ic Senate and .lotise of Cotnuons of Caniaida, ectts as

1.Cetioni tlirty-iine of ' hie Eleetoral Fr"iachiNe
l.... chapter fiv*e of the Revised Statutes, is hereby
repeaîlei and the followi ng substituted therefor:-

.9. If. froi any cause, the list of voters for any poll-
il)g ditrict is naot revised and eertified at. the tun when
it shouîld, under this Act, be sent to the returning fficer
ut aIny electiol, thenî the lust list of voters. revised and
certified for sucht polling distriet, shall be sent to the
returninîg officer anîîd used at such election: but if such
lust list is not as recent as the last list of voters prepared
under the laws of the pruvince in which such polling dis.

Mr. CuaItLox.

trict is situate. then such last provineiail list sA111 be sent
to the returing oileer and iscd it such election.'"
Now, Mr. Speaker, we have lhad two revisions of
the i)minion ilist under the Franchise Act since

I 1885. These revisions are expensive aud vexatious.
They are vexatious to the members vexationus to
I the epr<oviilees and to the Dominion at large. and I
have no doubt that nanv memibeners of tis House
would be pleased if the revision of the lists for the
present year is postponed. We hal the last general
election held upon a olld list, and I presunme that
there was scarcely a vounîg umîan iin the Dominh.n
of Canada under twenty-three years of age who
wats entitledl to au vote. Thle re.sult %was that mlany
thousands of yuoung mnenî who ought to, have voted

i aiid w were entitled to a vote, were not able to
do so in consequence of the dulay in the revision of
thue voters' lists, as the list was practically two
years old at the tine the electiin was ield. Th1Iàe
electionlîs were leld tupon a list wlhich disfranchised
tail the vouini mjîeu, which left. on the voters' lists
tholusainis of inen wlho were lead and who were in
iinyIV cases personiated ; a list. whicli inclded thois-

di. of imen 'Iîo had remaoved froml/the country,
î because the older the voters' list is tihe larger te
numlie r ofpeople on it wi(o do lot live iII the
counîtry. 'Ilhe consequience of this was that at the
last eleution we haLd flot a fair expression of publie
opimion. It wa-s estunated that there were fifty
tlhousanl young miei debarreid fromîî voîting wlWho lad
a righit to vote, tlirty or forty thousandi ldeal imen
on the list, manv of ~whoin were voted foir by per-
soniators, and tens of thousands f votes who were
out of the country, aid. there was a dispositioni
somte (liarters to use improper means to brimli
these men back. The result of this condition of
i tinsw ;vas mnostunfavourabîle to politicalmorals, and
the consequence of it was to secure a verdict which
Mimany cases was not oie that would not have
been giVen if the lists contained the names of those
actually entitled to vote.

This Bill does not ro>ose thai the provincial
list shall be ul bstitutel fori the Doimîiniou lists
except in ca.ses; such ais occurred lhast election,
where the D*omlinioliEst was an ld1one ; aIlwllhere.
nmanifestly it was unjust to have used *this list..
TiLs 1il1 pi-oposes that in suieli cases, where the pro-
vincial list is a more recent ne, and if for any cause
a revision has not been nmale uander' the Dominion
Franchise zAct, and1 the Dominion list does not pro-
perly represent the electorate of the country. then
in such cases the provincial list if more recent, will
be sulbstitutel for the Dominion list. I thinîk this
propîosition is a ver fair one and if theC overn-
ment orders a revisioln of the Dominion lists every
year, its provisioins are of course inoperative. buit if
for any reasonts, (ne, or two<, or thre years should
;'elapse withouti a revision and there shoul be a

i bye-election in the mi eantimîle, this election% woull
Slie hell on the proviiicial list. If. as was the case
iIlast year, therel should be a general election pre-
Cipitatel ou the ountry ad L thee was an Old.
i Dominion list, unthoerrUi atiuon of whîich no one
Sunl'er twenty-three years of age could vote, then it
would e iin the interest of the country generally to
adopt a votes' list wlieh mould allow these ong
Ic e to vote and whiich had all the naines ofthôse
entitled to vote upon it, and the naines of dead
men and absentees excluded. Looking at the
matter entirely free from political bias I think that
it would be in the interest of the country generally
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to adopt the provision of this Bill. I mîove the1
second reading of this Bill. lîhopinîg that my motion
will he carried and that the Minister of Justice will
consent that the Bill be referred t a -special comn-
mîittee to see if there is anything iii ltSprovision
whiclh woull bie advantageous or usefuilto the
country.

Sir JOHN TH{OMPSON. I aml very sorry that
I cannot acquiesce ii the opinion so politely expres-
sed by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) wihen he invited Ie to concur witlh him
in making this Bil Ilaw. I think its adoption would
introduce very serious confusion into the franchise
law of this country and I ain incliined to believe
froi the observations whiich the lion. gentleman
hiiself made ait the close of his renarks that lie
lias hardly Ihiimself realized the confusion that
would result. If the qualifications of voters for
local elections and for Dominion elections were the
samlle, and it were ai mere question of the remoteness
of the revision it would be a matter of no concern
wvhich list was taken and it would be mnost desira-
ble to have ti mîuost receit one, but we cainot
forget that the franchises are naterially different
in sone of the provinces ; inudeed iii somne of then
w'idely different.

Mr. CHARLTON. They are different under the
Doiniuion list ilso.

Sir JOIN THOMPSON. Now, it is absolutelv
nciessary that we should have certainty, wliat-
ever inconvenience or delays there nay be, as
to what the franchise is, and as to the per-
sons who should exercise that franchise. But
under this Bill. in certain circunmstances one
set of persons mniglit le qualified to vote for a
miîenmber of Parlianent. and a few days later an
ëntirely different set, and only that set, would have
the riglt to vote. I suppose the case which the
hon. gentleiman p)'robably had i lis mind, and iii
whiclh the inconvenience wuould lbe sonmewhat less,
is the case of a suspension of the Franchise Act for
a year. I infer that from *the lion. genitlemnan's
closing remark that the operation of a Bill like this
woiuld have the effect of comitpelling the (Goveriinmenit
to prompt revisioiis-I suppose lie lmeant regular
revisions without sulspenisions. If that is lis
object, the Bill would comepIII) more appropriately
as a clause iii a Bill providing for the suspension of
the Franchise Act, because I need not informn him
that without a special Act the revision must go on.
But what I wish particularly to call the attention
of the hon. gentlemnai and the House to is the
unforeseen inconvenience-for I think the hon.
gentleiman lias hiarlly foreseen it--whichu wouil
result, even with iprompt and regilar revisions of
the lists, froîm ithe passage of this Bill. Let the
present law he carried out regularly and fairly,
and the lists conpleted by the lst of November
every yea r, as I suppose they could be. In all
conscience those lists otught to be good for twelve
months. But a vacancy occurs in the fol-
lowing June, before the time for revising the lists
again comes around. In the nmonth of May, the
local revision has taken place ; so that in the month
of June, were the lion. gentlenan's Bill in force,
we should find that all the electors who were qual-
ified in Novenber would be disquaîlified in J une,
and the lists made in the month of May would
cone into force instead. Not only would that in-
,convenience be open to occur in any province in

1 whiclh there would lbe a different date for revision
fromuî the date for the revision of the Dominion'ists,
but in point ôf fact there wouhl be diferent dates
in the different provinces, because I venture to say
that the revision is conpleted at il different date
ini every province in Canada. So thiat, if we arkipt
this amendient we shall never know, when a bye-
electioi is likely to occur in a province, under what
list or what electoral qualification the election is to

be uried on. I think the lion. geitlenian will see
l that it would lead to an enormnous amnoumt of
uicertainty, an uncertainty inultiplied by the
numbner of provinces in Canada ; and I therefore
feel compelled, iotwitlhstandinîg the ion. gentle-
man's cour'tesy i mrecommending this Bill to my
consideration, whichi I duly appreciate ant very
often comnply with, to mnove that. it be iiot now read
the second timie, but that it be read the second
tite this day three moniths.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) With miost of the obser-
vations made by the lhon. Miniister of Justice, I
umust say. I concur. I think m Ion. friend, whose
motives I have no doubt were the best, lad not
fully considered the ditliculties and inconveniences
that would arise necessarily from the passage of his
Bill. It is absolutely essential, in natters of this
kind, thuat there should lbe certainty-that the can-
didate on the one hiamîl and the electorate on the
other shiould know on wihat lists tie election would
he conducted ; but. the Bill of my lion. friend, so.far
fromn introducing crtainty, would introduce an
aumounut of uncertainty which would be very trying.
As between the Dominion franehiise and the provin-
cil franchises I have never scrupled to declare nuy
preference for the provincial, but this is not the
qiestioI now before us. The fact that the provin-
cial lists are înot coterminous withi the Dominion
electoral districts would involve a diticulty which
could not he overcomie. I hope ny lion. friend
will iot press the Bill to a division, as I certainly
cannot conlcur in it, and would be obliged to vote
against it.

Mr. WALLACE. Another difticulty would
arise in this way : The provincial lists are pre-
pared by the various imunicipalities. In case thîere
are mno appeals to the Ccoîunty judge, the lists are
certitied by him at least as early as October in each
year, while if there are any appeals, the hearing of
them is fixed foi' some time ahead. and the lists are
not completed until a later period, perhaps not
till January. 'The result nighît be that iii the
samne district yotu would have to use the Dominion
list in one municipality and the provincial list in
another. For this reasonî I think the Bill should
not become law.

Mr. SPROULE. I think all anmendnments should
be designed to make the law as simple as possible ;
but if this Bill were carried, it woue.ld only cause
the worst kinîd of confusion. Suppose a voter
came up to a polling booth, and vou wanted to
swear hini, which oath would oui put,the Dominion
or the provinicial? Then, the Domninion law pro-
vides that one man miay vote in different ridings,
whîile the provincial law proviles for one mnan one
vote. In other respects the rules of voting in the
two cases are different. So that the only result of
passing this BiIl would be to introduce confusion,
and perhaps a violation of tie law, though uninten-
tionally, by returning officers and votera.
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Mr. CHARLTON. If the lion. Minister of Jus-
tice is not wiig to accept the Bill or to subumit it
to a coiimiittee to see whether it 'ean be ainade
acceptable, I submit to his decision and will with-
draw it. I miiust say. however. in justice to mny-
self, that the reasons urged against the Bill,
mlainy of themîî, .1 amil iot ail, ti> see the weight of.
li every state iii the American unon the revision
of the lists takes place iiniunediatel'y before the
electiois, ant it is lielt rog to hold an election
on a list even three mîonths od. I think it is not
an objection to this Bill to say that a revision of
the Dominion lists imight take place on the first of
January, and then an election ibe held six imonthsi
later on provincial lists revised a couple of nmontlis
later than the first of January. but on the
contrary that is a recoimîmiendation. It is an
advantage to have an election on lists revised one
month previousily rathier than on those revised seven
mîoithis previously. I do not see any advantagze
in the Dominion franchise. wth regard to
equalization over the provincial lists. There is as
mnuchi inequalit.y under the Dominion Franchise as
in the franchises of the various provinces. Under
the Doiminion Act, there is universal suffrage in
somrîe provinces and not in others, and there are
different property qualifications in differen: pro-
vinces, so that no claim of unifornity canl made
witlh regard to the Dominioin lists in pref'-e: to
the provilncial lists. I believe the nost recent
lists should be used. as it is not in the public in-
terest to use a list seven mnonths old in preference
to one revised but a mnpth previous to the election.
Although the object of the Bill is to providie for
cases wiere a greater disparity exists than that, I
do not believe the objection mnade can lie against
the mneasure. Of course, I hold that the provincial
franchises are, on all occasions, preferable to the
Doiniion franchises. I hold that we should go
back to the provincial lists and that any step in
that direction is in the righît direction ; but of
course I bow to the decision of the Nfinister of
Justice, and will give him not only three mîonths
but twelve ionths to consider it.

Aiendment (three inonths' hoist) agreed to.

PREVENTION OF FRAUDS.

Mr. BURDETT noved second reading of Bill
(No. 42) to prevent fraud in the sale- of certain
articles. He said : I cannot speak for the eastern
or western provinces, but I know, as a mnatter of
fact. that very extensive frauds have been coin-
mnitted on the farming community in the central,
part of Ontario by men who have sold huliless oats
and other seed grain to farmers, obtaining from themn
prominssory notes, the sellersgiving the farmners bonds
to purcliase in the fall the produce of the seed grain
so sold. For exanple, they will get a farmer te
buy ten bushels of hulless oats at ten dollars per
bushel, taking his note for a hundred dollar.s.
They will then give him a bond to take back
twenty bushels of the proceeds of those oats in the
fall at ten dollars a bushel and to sell the balance
of the crop produced from that ten bushels at
.$7.50 per bushel, the farmer allowing 25 per cent.
commission. When the fall comes round,
these parties will redeem their bond by selling
the crop to the neighbouring farmers on simi-
lar terns, being thus enabled to hand over
to the first farmner suflicient notes or mnoney

Mr. SPROUTLE.

to cover their in(eb)teliess. Thts, they canl
go on perpetrating the fraud, and in the county
from which I coime it lias been carried on for three
years. Last year public attention was drawn to it
by newspapers ini the city of Belleville, and the
schemers had to leave the eountry. Still, frauds to a
very great extent were conimitted there. I think I
amn witlin the bounds wlen I say that in tihe neigh-
bourliool of one hunidred tiousand dollars has beei
taken out of the comimunity in this w-ay. Tlhat
scheme lias been practised of late iii other parts
of Ontario. This saine class of inen w-ill go to a
fariner and dispose of an article, say a piano,
and get the farimer to sigi a (lcinlent by
which lie agrees to assist in selling four on con-
dition tlat lie will tien becom the owner of the one
in the liouse. Anotier agent will soon comte along
and the fariner will find tiat lie has signed aun abso-
lute order for the piano at a price of, say, .480, for
which the agent iill insist on his giving a promis-
sory note, and ail he will have in return is a bass-
wood box filled with penny whistles. I propose to
neet thiat class of frauds, first, by preventing any
)ersonI froi taking notes or other securities for the

sale of cereals or other grain, or inusical instru-
nients, or farmu iîmmplenents, whîere the sale is of a
fictitious character, or at double the mnarket value of
the article sold. I propose also to reach the case of
persons who give bonds to becomie agents for selling
this class of property. I propose to make guilty
Of mnisdeimeanour all those vho, know-ing the char-
acter of thiose notes. receive or dispose of any
notes or securities they iiay get in that way, or that
they may get by reason of their becorniing agents to
sell for the farmiers. This Bill reaches the case coin-
pletely and in saying thalt I speak with knowledge
of the law of which it is a transcript. This is
virtually taken fron the statutes of Ohio, wliere
simnilar frauds were comiimitted for a ntunber of
years, and where it was fouid effectual in putting
down that class of fraud. It is true our court of
appeal bas held tlat tlhe persons to the original
transaction, those wlo had knowledge of the char-
acter of the notes and the transaction, could
not recover from eaclh other, but that if the
notes hai fallen into the hands of an innocent
purchaser, tliey would have to be met atina-
turity. I nay also state that I understand firom
the legal gentleman wio argued the case in
the Court of Appeal in Ontario, thalt it was sug-
gested by the court it was tinie a law of this
nature was passed. I know of the case of a mîan
who is to-day in prison for laving carried out one
of those piano transactions, but uider another
section of the crimjinal law, lie having been in-
dicted for fraud. I trust the Minister of Justice
will permit this Bil to become law. It cau do no
injustice to honest dealers, as it only treats
of cases where property is sold at a fie-
titious price or at a price double its value.
I trust, therefore, there will be no serions opposi-
tion to this Bill. It is in lie riglit direction, and
I believe its passage will deter men from going
into similar transactions and being robbed. It
niay be said that anyone who enters into sucli a
transaction'and niakes a note of this kind is served
right if lie gets beaten. That is true to a certain
extent, but a mîan's folly often reaches f urther than
himself. His wife and famnily who have done
more than lie lias to mnake the farm valuable may
suifer, and thus innocent people mnay be wronged.
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I hope this Bill will meet witlh the approval of the
House as it bas met with the approval of the
Letrislatures in inany of the States and as I believe
it has the approval of the people generally.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Is this the Bill whicl
was introdueed last year ?

Mr. BURDETT. Yes.
Sir JOHN THOMIPSON. I forget what the fate

of it was last year.
Mr. UURI)ETT. You intended to bring in

amendmients to the crininal law. I was unfortu-
nately ill at the end of the session and was unable
to be liere, ai the Minister of Justice did noc deal
with this measure. I think it was to have beéen
incorporated lin the criminal law amendmnent, if
the Minister of -Justice approved of it.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I rememnber now that
I was introdiiUng a 12 amending the crimninaI·lawv,
and intended to refer that Bill and this one to a
committee, but the lion. gentleman was unfortun-
ately not able to be here. I think the Bill is a goodl
one. The only objection is the lireference it pro-
poses to give. We are endeavouring to pass a crinn
inal law amendmnent Bill which will probably be
dealt with by the House, but, if the lion. gentle-
man thinks this measure is urgently reqjuired, I
will not -persist in objecting to its passage.

Mr. BURDETT. I know that there is a person
now charged vith attemipting to commit somne of
the frauds at which this Bill is aimned. They are
attempting to reach hlim throgh another clause of
the criminual law. .1 woùld suggest that the·lion.
geitlenian should allow the ·Bill.to pass, and, w-hen
he does codify the criminal law,.Jhe should incor-
.porate this provision, or soinething like it, in his
measure. 1 know this is of para.ouri importance
to the people of the County of:Hiitings·and the ad-
joining Coùnty·of Prince Edward,·and I think the
Minister-of Customs will agree with me in that.

Mr. DAVIES (P..E.I.) Is this a copy of the law
in force in the United States !

Mr. BURDETT. Ves ; of the law in the State of
Ohio.

M-r. CAMERON (Huron). I an glad to, hear
that the Ministerof Justice approves of theprinciple
of this Bill, and I hope lie will allow it to becomne
law this session. I understand that he does not
intend to proceed this session with the Bill for the
codification of the criminai law, and I, therefore,
hope lie will allow this Bill to pass. I know that
the frauds which have been spoken of by mny hou.
friend prevail to a considerable extent in the west.
The only objection I have to the Bill is that it does
not cover a great mnany other cases, but it does
cover a very extensive class of frauds ; and if the
Minister of Justice is in favour of the principle, I
hope he will allow it to pass the second reading,
refer it to a special commnittee if necessary, and by
the strong arn of the law stamnp out a class of
frauds which is very prevalent.

Mr. BERGIN. I think this is a very valuable
Bill, and will be productive of nuch goodi, but I
agree with the last speak;r that it should take a
wider range and include other articles which are
being sold in a most fraudulent way hy which
people are being robbed every day. I hope the,
Miuister of Justice will allow this to go through
this session.
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Mr. SPROULE. It seems to me tliat there
might be sone conflict of jurisdiction between this
neasure and the provinciia laws in reference to
Contracts, but, if it were possible to frame a Bill
which woubl not interfere with the provincial legis-
lation, 1 think it wouldi be very important that
this Bill or somne other provision (of the kind should
become law at an early date. It is patent toevery
miember, especially from the rural districts of
Ontario, that a certain class of individuals are
goiig around every year victimizing the farmers
and taLkiir their hard eariiiiigs and giving little or
nothing in return. If a law of this kind were put
in force, I believe the passage of it woull have a
good effect. These people are careful not to go
into towns and -ilages but to keep to the rural
districts wlierc they are not likely to be detected
by t.hioise who unîderstandi the law. better. I think
there were tiousands of dollars taken out of East
Grî-ey a few years ago for seed grain. One year it
is seed grain, another year it is inmplements, and so
on, but the fraud is carried on ahînost incessantly
and the farmers are being victimized by unprin-
cipled mien. I think, if it were possible, this Bill
shoulbl go further, and tiat nanufacturers who
sell agricultural implenents should be prevented
froi taking a lien of sucli a character that
prevents the farmier froni disposing of any portion
of bis stock nail that lien is disposed of. If the
farmer seils a horse, if lie lias boughît a mnower or
binder or reaper, the mnanufactuïrer has a lien,
with such provisions that the note beconies due at
once, tliough it nay not lbe properly due:for a year,
and the purclase- of-the horse mîay be sued at any
tijne and the note collected from hlim. While it
nay be true that mnany imanifacturers will not take
advantage of tlhis provision, I think it should not
be left in their power to do so, and the notes which
are given ont at pi-esent by ma nfacturers Vo their
agents for signature by the fariners are a disgrace
to any civilized countiry. There is no reason why
thè nüifacturer should -have a lien on aH the pro-
perty of a fariner, wlhen perhaps the value of his
piu-chasie may be only S14. I think the law should
prevent\ thie inanufactunrer from having the power
to do that. I would not arl-ogate the section itself,
but I would prevent manufacturers fron taking a
lien upon a man's property that would prevent him
selling that property to advantage when necessary.

Mr. McMULLEN I desire to say a word upon
this subject.\ Hon. gentlemen will remnember that
during the last Parliament one of the imembers
fron Hamilton (Mr. Brown) asked for a conmittee
to enquire into frauds practised upon farmuers. I
happened to be a member of that comnittee, and
the muember foriBrockville (M. Wood), whom I do..
not see now in his place, was also a nienber of that
committee. Ve took up something like six weeks
in the investigation, and although we were aware
in our individual experience of the frauds con-
mitted in the several sections of the Dominion frou
which we caine, we were surprised to find how
general they were in all sections of the country,
and I amx quite certain that the interest taken by
Mr. Brown at that tite in finding out the exist-
ence of those frauds led to the introduction of this
Bill. I think it is fully time that we should have
such a measure. I quite agree with the remnarks
dropped by the lion. member for East Grey (Mr.
Sproule). There are enormous frauds practised in
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c way in whielh iotes are now taken by inpile-
Ient agents, the notes reciting that if the party

parts with any portion of his property the note
shall mature at ionce. I have kiown cases in which
these have beenî used, and parties have almost
ruined somte men by :suing 011 the Inotes, although
they w-cre inot due for two or three vears. I do
lot knowv wlhether we Can reach anything of that
kind in this louse. I think there is an Act of the
Ontario Legislature which would reach these
parties, althougI I aim not sure. However, I im
quite iii accord with the spirit of the Bill intro-
duceil by the lion. member, and -I a inexceedingly
pleased to learn that the Minister of Justice is dis-
posed to recogize its importance, and to give it
his serions consideration, with the view- of having it
become law at the earliest possible date.

Mr. McMILLAN. Thei ho. gentleman lias not
alluded to another class -of frauds that have been
largely practised iii the \\est-that is, the light-
uinîg rod frauds. A case caine under muîy observation
wlhere a lighitning rod agent caine iito a settlenient
andi went to a farmer, and asked the privilege of
puttinîg ligltning rods 0mn his buildings .without
costing limîî ainythin'g, as the agent only wishied to
put up the rods for au advertisement. Thefairmer·
w-as simnfle and uneducated, and the agent got him
to signwha;tle supposed was a paper allowing
im to put a lightning rod on his barn without

being guilty of trespass. But after the iau liad
left the farmner-s suspicions were aroused, and it
turnefl out tlat lie had signed an ordeir for a lot of
liglitning rods, and given his note for thein, and it
alnost rtuinîed the nan w-he he liad to pay the1
note. I think this Bill is necessary in the interest
of tlie agricuiltural conununuity, and I hope the
Minister of.Justice wilL not throw aiv impedimient
in the way .of its becomning law. It iiay be impos-
sible to inelude iii this Bill ail classes of frauds
practised upon farmers: but if a Bill' was once
passed aind'it was found to'ibe ineffective, it could.
be amended so as to cover other classes of frauds.

Mr. CORBY. I agree with the lion. mnember
for East Hastings (Nr. Burdett) tlhat it is very
important that this Bill slhould pass this session.
The County cf Hastings has been overrun for years
with hay-fork agents. hîulless oats agents, and
seed-whîeat iei, and I hope the 4..ovei-nment will
take up this BillaiinI )ass it this session.

Mr. BA RRON. The House wil probably renem-
ber that iii the first and second session of the last
Parlianent this natter w-as brought up by way of
resolution, and a conunittee w-as appointed, who
went on and took evidence throughout the first
session, and also, I think, during the next session.
That evidence was printed lin book formi and dis-
tributed, and was very useful iideed. I think
there was a consensus of opinion in that coinmmittee
that it would be very difficult indeed to legislate
so as to meet the variety of cases which came before
the commîittee. There is no doubt whatever that
a large portion of the coîmnunity, throughout
Ontario especially, are deînanding legislation of the
kind proposed by the hon. iember for Hastings;
It seens to me, however, that the criminal law,
such as we have to-day, will reach nearly every
case that has occurred.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. McMu:N.

Mr. BARRON. Wel, soue lion. gentlemen say
no." but I think that if thev will put the criiminal

law in force they -will fini that it will reacli the
iajority of cases, at ail eveints. That lias been my

experience, because I have had sonething to do iii
prosecuting men who have cairried on these vicious
practices. There is, however, this mnuch to be
gained by this legislation, that it ains at these
practices which have beenî carried 1on. and it may
frihten people who have been iii the habit of
carrying thein on and prevent thein fron doing sof in the future. However, if it is possible1 i hope
that sonie such legislation as is' proposed imay be
brought about, aind perhaps mny sugrestion that
the work of the committee during the fitrst and

f second session of the last Parliament mnight be util-
ized w-ill be adopted by the Minister of Justice. He
imiglht examine that evidence and take in the
variety of cases that. came before the conunittee,

I with a view of framing legislation that woild
cover them all.

NMr. MA$SON. I quite agree witlh the principle
of this Bill, and think it is very necessaiy that
these frauds should be met in detail by special
legislation. Many years ago we had a very exten-
sive clause put in our Criminal Act, known as the
omnibus clause, which was supposed to emnbrace ail
these kiis of frauds. The gentleman who ias
just spoken says that linmany cases these frauds can
be reached by that law, but my expeirience, not in
prosecuting, but iii defendinîg, is that it is very
hard to secure a conviction. Iu fact, grand juries
throw out the bill. Vhen the Crown closes the
case judges dismiss the accused: when petit juries
consider then they find them înot guilty. These
fraudulently-disposed persons display great. ingen-
'ity, andm with afull knowledtre of the stat'te as it

stands to-(äy, ticy.tryirn somev ay to evade the strict
laniguage of the statute. Even when this Act pro-
viides.,a penalty for selling- these articles at aiicti-
tious priceàor at a donible.pric, tliey will evade it
in soine way by selliiig a little less than double
price, and iu that way, being at the sane time as-
sisted by grand juries and by petit juries, they will
succeed in evading the penalties which they should
incur. I an in favour of the principle of the Bill,
and I think many of the points that have been
spoken of should be embraced in it-not that I
believe the pIacing of such an Act on the Statute-
books would frighten or alarmn those fi-audulent
peî sons ani prevent themn attenmpting to carry out
their nefarious practices, but it would enable us,
when they (do so, to secure convictions.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) If the state of our society
is that ind(.icated, I fear very imucli that the passage
of this Bill will not give any relief. If graind juries
fail to find bills against such parties, if petit juries
refuse to find thein guilty, and that under the direct
cognizance and with the consent of the judge, no
Act that can be passed will relieve the evil. I an
quite sure nearly every hon. gentleman is in favour
of the object of the present Bill. Personally, I agree
with the hon. ienber for Victoria (Ir. Barron) in
the opinion, and I thhik it is one worthy of consi-
deration, that the law as it stands enables you to
reach any person who commits a fraud such as is
contemplated by this Bill. The difficulty I have
always found is, that the person comnitting the
fraud leaves the country, and the note or other
security signed by the farnmer is left ini the
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hands of an innocent endorsee. The bill is sued on.
and recovery cannot be prevented. There is no
ineasure to punish a man who holds innocently a
bill. If this proposed measure were a:dopted the
obstacles and diticulties would be increased,
because if grand and petit juries are disposed
inot to find these persons guilty-and I canot
see why their synipathies sloôuld be with the
crimininal or offeder-you are, by definling the
offence, as this~Bill dloes, rendering the difficulties of
convictioi double wlhat they are at present. I lind'
sone of the clauses very ditticult to understand.
For instance. a mian must sell an instrument, and
lie nust sell it at a " fictitious price." What is a
"fictitious price ? " How are you going to define
it? The law -does not defliue it. The hon. gentle-
man mnust not imagine I am ra'ising caltioiis objec-
tions. I am only looking at the Bill as a lawyer.
I personally would like to assist in the passage·of
anv Bill which would punish people eiigaged ii
these frauds, but I have been long enough iii
Parliament to know that hasty legisiation does not
always attain the desirable end. wNhich nmany hon.
gentlemen have in view, aid it is very desirable
that this.Bill should be very closely scrutinized and
its language to a certain extent simplified.

Mr. COCHRANE. I desire to offer a remark
from the farmer's standpoint. T hese frauds are
being perpetrated throughout the country, and I
arn sorry to come to. the conclusion that ail the
legal abîiity mu this House appears unable to frame
a statute that will cover these cases. It is strange
that with al the legal ability here, and the know-
ledge that these frauds are hemng constantly per-
petrated, this House is not able to cope with the
evil. If lawyers cannot cope with it, let a con-
mittee of farmers be appointed .and they will try to
do so. *\Ve liait the fact brouglit prommiently
before the House anid country by a ,coninittee
appointed to coisider this question, and of which
I .hiappened Lo be a meinber, that these frauds
were perpetrated to an alarning extent in the
western part of Ontario, and ny constituents suf-i
fered very largely froi these frauds. Some people
say that farmners are fools. They are not fools, but
they allow these rascals to impose on their honesty.
It is because the farmers are honest, and lot fools,
and because they expect that other people are as
honest as themnselves, that they permit these frauds
to be perpetrated on them, and thei find they
are inistaken. I hope the House will try to frame
a Bill to cover the case. It goes without saymng
that at present these rascals cannot be reached,
but I trust the law will be so amended that they
will be dealt with by its stern hand.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The lion. gentleman
lias too little faith, both in the power of lawyers to
fraie a suitable Bill, and, more than all, in the
comnon law of the country, which. is more to be
relied ont thant is the ingenuity of any draughts-
man. I agree with a great deal that lias been said
by lion. menbers. Any man who commits the
offences enumuerated is guilty of a felony or a mis-
demneanour, and can be indicted and punished ;
nevertheless, I do not oppose the passage of the
Bill on that ground. I ani convinced that somie-
timtes offences of a peculiar nature crop up all over
the country, and people do not realize that the law
is strong enougli to punish the offenders. It is
.supposed that some of these offences are not pun- i

ishable by law, ani sonetimnes advantage is gained1
by declaring what. the law is. I hope the Bill
will he read a second tinie, aid to-morrow we can
go into conmittee on it, after giving attention to
the points mentioned by lion. gentlemen to-niighît.

Motion agreed to, and Bil read the second time.
Sir HECTOR LANGIEVIN mnoved the adjouri-

ment of the House.
Motion agreed to and House adjourned at

0.50 p.mî.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

I'Huusuav, I8t.sthJnâe, 1891.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYElRs.

DOMINION LANDS ACT.

Mr. DAVIN noved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 108) to> amend the IDoninion Lands Act. He
said :The object of this Bill is to enable coulées,
where watercan be stored, to be guarled f ro.n
Con'ltaminiation. Thle first clauise provides thait
wherever, mîunder this Act, lands entered either fir

1 hoimesteail or pre-emption are sold or othierwise dis-
posed of, and there is water on a coulée or ravine
in said lands, or whicmli nay be utilized for the pur-
pose of formniig a reservoir for storing water, suchi
entry or disposali nay be made subject to the con-
ditioun that no buikling shall be erected -witiiin a
specifiedi distance froîm the border of suclh coulée or
ravine, the object beiig to provide water for the
eattle and to keep it from being conîtamiinatet by
outhouses or othier buildings. The other clause pro-
vides for the repeal of section 43 of the Dominion
Lands Act, and proposes to substitute one iii its
place, the omly difference between tie clause to be
substituted by this Bill, and the clause in the Act
of 1887. Leing that instead of 1887, 1889 is in-
serted. Siould this clause be adopted, you will
iear no more of second hoiesteads iii this House.
The next clause provides that whiere land las been
lhomesteaded and five years have elapsed withiout
the homnesteader taking nOt. lis patent, his interest
nay be sold by the nuinicipality, or the school
board, for the taxes levied lby the nmumicipality or
school section in which thiey are situated. At
present, by not taking out a patent in time, the
homesteader escapes the school tax, and, if in a

nimîcipality, the municipal tax, whereas those
who liave been energreti and liave taken iiout
patents have to hear the whole burdei. There is
a difficulty about this, but I fain would hope, if the
Goverinient approve of the clause, tlhey wiill be
able to overcomie it. The difficulty is that we are
trying to collect taxes in regard to land, the
patent of which lias not passed to the homesteader.
The Gover!nment is still seized of the land, but these
people if they have, say, forty or fifty acres and a
house worth 8500 or $600 on the one hundred and
sixty acres, have clearly an interest there ; and if
we could so manîage that the municipality or school
board should Le able to tax the interest, then the
chances are thatU instead of the homnesteader hold-
ing baek to avoid taxation le would, at the end of
three years, take out his patent, or, at all events,
as soon as he Lad fulfilled the conditions.
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