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and Sydney, C. B., and between Halifax and Pictou
be also kept. separately. If that were done I think
it will be found out that the eastern portion of the
roadl pays remnarkably well, and that the deficit on
the running of the Intercolonial Railway is largely
incurred between Point Lévis and Moncton, and
that it is chießy on account of carrying the products
of the great Province of Ontario to the consumers
clown by the sea at a lower rate than should be
paid to the Intercolonial Railway.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would like to ask the
acting Minister wvhether, if the Bill passes and all
the braLnches and extensions are under the one
managemen t, it is contemplated to make any change
in the freiglt ariangements as regards the new
branlhes of the road ?

Mr. WOW ELL. I do not know.
SI r. CAMPBELL. Perhaps the Minister could

give me the information before the Bill passes. I
simply want to point out that along the Interco-
lonial Railway froi Campbellton to Halifax, in-
cluding Pictou, the rateis precisely the samnie, but
the moment you leave Windsor Junction on the
Windsor and Annapolis Branch, the rates are much
higher; and also froni New Glasgow, Antigonish,
Port M ulgrave and Point Tuppèr, the rates are a
great deal Iigher. 1 want to bnd out, if they were
all brought under the one management, whether the
rates could not be iade the saine fron Antigonish
as they are along the line to Pictou and other points
on the IntercolonialRailway. I see no reason why,
on the Windsor and Annapolis Branch, freiglit can
be carried to Pictou at a certain rate and it cannot
be carried to Aninapolis at the saine rate. I hope
that before the Bil passes we shall have som-ne in-
formation on this.

Mr. BOWELL. Does the hon. gentleman wish
to know whether the through rates or the local
rates are to be changed ?

Mr. CA MPBELL. The through rates.
Bill reported.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN noved the adjourn~
ment of the House.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 11.15
p.n.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNEsDAY, 24th June, 1891.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 115) to amend the Act respecting Gov-
ernment Harbours, Piers and Breakwaters.-(Mr.
Tupper.)

POSTMASTER AT GALT.

Mr. SEMPLE asked, Did Mr. Thomas Cowan
resign the office of postmaster at Galt before the
5th of March hast ? If so, has he been reappointed,
or does some other person hold the position?

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness).

Mr. HAGGART. Mr. Thonas Cowan did resign
the office of postmaster at Galt before the 5th of
March last. He has been reappointed.

INDIAN AGENT ALLEN.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Did the Governient
receive the following letter, and if so, what action
have they taken in regard to it?
"To the Right Honourable

" The Superintendent General of Indian Affairs.
"SIR,-Last winter (a yar ago) therewere informations

laid with Indian Agent Allen»by tbe undersigned Indians.
"Three of those informations were against Thomas Me

Vittie, of iDenny's Mills, for sellin g liquor to Indians.
" McVittie was fined in two of the cases; fine 850 in

each case.
" The informant Johnston, who is an Indian of the

Saugeen Band, went several times to Allen about his
share of the fines, but could not get any cash. Al that
lie could get froîn Allen was $10 in gouds out of Mulva-
ney's store in Port Elgin, and he was entitled to $50, $25
in each case.

" There was an information lodged against Charles
Briggs, of Paisley, for giving liquor to Indians.

"the information a gainst. hun was laid b Thomas
Solomon, an Indian and Councillor in the Band.

"Briggs came in com pany with Mr. Hilker, of Port
Elgin, and paid him (Allen) $50, fime and costs, before
trial.

Solomon has not got his $25.
"At last October pay-day (October, 1890), Agent Allen

hearing that Solomon was going to report the inatter to
the Indian De>artnent, sent word to him that he had $15
for him, and if hedid not take that he would not get tny.

" Agent Allen is giving orders on our annuity money
to erehants, and one merchant he allows to make orders,
and acce ts the saine.

"le a lows the sane inerchant, R. Buckley, to sit at
the pay-table 'and colleet his pay, when all others have to
stay out of doors.

"There are several matters that require investigation,
and if you require proof you can summon the following
ersons, viz.:-A. Lindsay Merchant; John Wood,

erchant; D. Robertson, kerchant: J. J. Creighton,
Merchant; A. Hambridge, Carriage Manufacturer; H.
Harmer, Furniture Deaier: and nearly the whole Band
of Saugeen Indians.

(Signed) "RALPH JOHNSTON.
"THOMAS SOLOMON."

Mr. DEWDNEY. A letter fron these parties
was received by the Dpartinent of Indian Affairs,
containing charges against Agent Allen; similar to
those mentione lin this letter, which purports to
be a copy thereof, but is not. The letter was
acknowledged, and acopy of the sanie was forward.
ed to the Inspector of Indian Agencies and Reserves
with instructions to investigate and report upon
the saine. No report lias yet been received fron
the inspector.

POSTAL ACCOMMOIDATION AT DIGBY, N.S.

Mr. BOWERS asked, Is the Government aware
that the postal acconnodation at Digl), N.àS., a
central station for the distribution of inailk, is
totally insufficient for the demands upon it ? If
so, is it the intention of the Government at an
early date to make more suitable arrangements for
the erection of a building and the extension of
postal accommodation in that locality ?

Mr. HAGGART. The Post Office Department
has no communication on the subject of the ques-
tion asked by the hon. gentleman.

BERNE COPYRIGHT CONVENTION.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. EDGAR) asked, Whether the
Canadian Government has requested the Inperial
Government to give notice, on behalf of Canada, for
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the renunciation of the Berne Copyright Conven-
tion? If such request was nade by the Canadiani
Government, what was the date thereof ? And if
notice has been given by the Inperial Governnent,
what was the date thereof ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The Canadian Gov-
ernment has requested the Imperial Governiment to
gi ve notice, on behalf 'of Canada, for the renuncia-
tion of the Berne Copyright Convention. Such re-
quest was made by the Canadian Governnent in
Augast, 1889. The notice, I believe, lias not yet
been given by the Imnperial Governient.

BONDING OF FOREIGN FISH.

Mr. WHITE (Sheliburne) asked, Whether it is
the irtention of the Government to inake any
change in the regulations respecting the bonding of
foreign fish, or to require that such fish inported in
bond shall be exported hi the original packages1?

Mr. BOWELL. No regulations exist having
special reference to fish more than to other ware-
housed goo(ds, all of which is defined by law. It
appeared froin representations made to the depart-
ment in 1889 that the provisions of'iaws had not
been observed hi relatiô to fish, and instructions
were issued to collectors calling attention to the
law's requirenents ard insisting upon their observ-
ance. The circular issued at that time was as
follows:-

"I have, by the direction of the bon. the Minister of
Custonis, to cal your special attention to.the provisions of
section 89 of the Customs Act as amended by the Act 52
Vic., chap. 14 (last session), and now in force, whichpro-
vides that goods entëred for warehouse shall be inie-
diately after entry transported to and placed in the
desigiated warehouse ; and of section 96, which provides
that if goods so entered are not duly carried into and
deposited in the warehouse, or having bèen so dopositcd
are afterwards taken out without lawful permit, &c.,
suchgoods shall be seized and forfeited ; and to point out
that uider:tiese provisions of Iaw the practice which has
heretofore existed at certain ports of permitting foreign
fish which has been so entered for warehouse to remain on
tb wharf for %he purpose of being further cured, packed,
or repacked before:entry ex-warehouse for consumption,
or exportation,. can be-no Jonger lawfully alowed,, but
such fish must immediately, on being entered, be placed
in the designated warehouses and there secured in the
same manner as any other bonded goods i this, however,
does not prevent the packing or repackng of such fish
under Customs supervision within the bonded warehouse,
under the terms of section 83 of the Act; but no privi-
leges can be given forther than within the section herein-
before referred to."
It is not the intention of the Government to niake
any change in the law regulating the bonding of
fish or other goods ; the provisions of the law
being sufficient to protect the revenue it re bond-
ing of all goods.

BOUCHERVILLE WHARF.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. PRÉFONTAINE) asked, 1. To
whomn was the work on the Boucherville wharf en-
trusted? 2. Was the work awarded under contract
for a public all for tenders, or not ? 3. And if the
work was awarded without tenders, why was it so
awarded, and what was the prive?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. 1. The work was
entrusted to the municipality of the parish of Bou-
cherville. 2. No; but it was arranged for under an
agreement with the municipal council of the parish
of Boucherville, County of Chambly, to whon the
estimtates have been paid as the work has progressed.

3. The amount paid was in the light of a contri-
bution towards the completion of a work commenced
by the said municipality and constructed by theni.
The anount agreed to be paid to the inunicipalityis

"3,200.

KINGSTON POST OFFICE.

Mr. AMYOT asked, 1. Whether there are in the
post office at Kingston boxes or drawers fastened
with lock and key, leased yearly to privateindividu-
als, and were there any such iin 1889 ? 2. Whîat is
the yearly charge per box, and to whon does the
aiount belong? 3. Does the postnaster of King-
ston inake a yearly report thereon to the Govern-
ment? 4. Does the said postnaster keep a record
of the naies of the lessees of the said boxes?

Mr. HAGGART. 1. Yes, and they were so
lease(d in 1889. 2. The yearly charge per box
varies fron $4 to $0; the aimount belongs to the
Governnent. 3. Yes. 4. Yes, but only froni
year to year.

EMPLOYMENT OF W. A. SHEPPARD.

Mr. GUAY (for Mr. CHOQUETTE) asked, Whether
Mr. W. A. Sheppard is eiployed by the Govern-
ment as an nimigratioun agent,or in any otiër
capacity? If lie is so employed, lias lie made any
report0?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. 'Mr. Sheppard is inci-
dentally enployed for the distribution of immigra-
tion publications in towns of the United States.
He has been so enployed since 1883. He lias
furnishied regular reports of his operations.

CAPTAIN CLAUDE GIGUERE.

Mr. AMYOT asked, 1. Has Captain Claude
Giguère been in the enploy of the Dominion Gov-
ernmient, and also in that of the Harbour Commis-
sioners of Quebec for thirteen years and over?

2. Ras he been employed, with mien under
himtoclear the bedof the river formning the harbour
a f'Quehbec; to dredge and level the River St. Law-
rence at various places ; and to lay the foundations
of various wharves for the Governnent?

3. Ras hc perfoirmel these services and duties
to the satisfaction of the officers of the Governmîent?

4. Ras he been employed by the Governrient,
during the season of înavigationî for 1890, as diver,
or otherwise, at Grosse Isle?

5. Were his services for the sane work retain-
ed by the Engineer, George L. Bourchier, or other
person, for the' season of navigation for 1891 ?

6. Did the said Giguère accept the offer made
him?àl 

'7. Did the said Bourchier, on the 12th May,
1891, write to the said Captain Giguère inforning
huin that his services would no longer be required ?

8. At whose suggestion was this cancel9ing of
the agreement decided upon? Vas it, among other
persons, done upon the advice of another diver?
Why did the Governnent act in this manner? Does
the Government intend to pay and reimburse to the
said Giguère whatever loss lhe may have suffered by
reason of the foregoing?

Sir HECTOR L ANGEVIN. 1. Yes,Giguèrewas
employed by the department. Nothing is known
in the department as to his being employed by the
Harbour Commissioners of Quebec.
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2. Giguère was engaged in the remnoval of bould-
ers at Quebec, Three Rivers, &c.

3. The work was performed satisfactorily.
4. He was eiployed at Grosse Isle during 1890.

Mr. Bourchier says that Captain Claude Giguère's
nien, Peter Baeudette and X. Parre, worked for hin,
on account of Government, at Grosse Isle, froni 14th
October, 1890, tili l th November, 1890.

5. No ; Giguère was not retained for the season
of 1891.

6. Mr. Bourchier says he never made Giguère
any such offer.

7. His men's services were of a decidedly tempor-
ary character ; they were paid for tlheir time by the
day, and liable to be discharged at any moment
wlien their services were no longer required.

8. There was no such agreement.

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT.

MIr. LANDERKIN asked, When was the Elec-
tond Franchise Act passed ? How many tinies has it
been anended sice ? How many tunes have the
lists heen revised ? How many tinies suspended ?
Have the revisions ai suspensions occurred alter-
nately? Vere revisions pronised which didi not
take place ? If so, why? Will the lists he re-
vised this year? What has been the cost of each
revision ? What the total cost ? Vas anything
paid for the lists in seasons when suspended ? If
so, how nmuch ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I find that in one
particular I was mistaken in the answer I gave the
other day, and will, therefore, answer the whole
question. The Electoral Franchise Act was passed
in 1885. The lists have been twice revised. The
Act lias been twice suspended. The revisions and
suspensions have not occurred alternately. The
revisions were not promised which did not take
place, but the intentions of the Governnent witli
regard to revisions were simply declared. The
lists will be revised this year. The cost of each
revision has already been laid before the House,
including the total cost. Nothing was paid for
the lists in seasons wlien suspended.

DREDGING KAMINISTIQUIA RIVER.

Mr. CAMPBELL asked, How many yards of
dredgig, according to engineer's report, have been
doue on the bar of the Kamnuistiqua River by
Captain Murray, and what amount of money has
been paid ini for the same, since July, 1890 ? How
many yards have been dredged in the River Kan-
iustiquia by the same party, since July last, and

how nuch noney has he received for the same ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. On the bar, 50,010

cubie yards at 7 cents, $3,500.70; in the river,
99,650 yards at 19 cents, $18,933.50; total,
$22,434.20. The quantities of dredging to be done
during the season of 1890 were as foliows :-On the
bar, 50,000 cubic yards ; in the river, 100,000 cubie
yards.

LANGEVIN BLOCK.

Mr. MULOCK asked, 1. What is the total
amount expended by the Goverment in connec-
tion with the Langevin Block ? 2. What is the
amount of all unpaid claims in connection with the
erection of said block ?

Sir HECToR LANGEVIN.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The total amount
expended is $778,961.60. On main contract for con-
struction, $252,593.57 ; on contract of roof, $15,813. -
99 ; iron stairs, $3,854.58. Li answer to the second
question, these claims are not recognized by thé -le-
partment, with the exception of the small sum of
$1,000 or $2,000.

SAULT STE. MARIE WHARF.

Mr. GILLMOR asked, Did the Government pur-
chase the property at Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., upon
which the Goveruinent wharf is built ? If so, fron
whom, and upon what terns was the purchase
made? What was the total cost of the wharf?
Who is in charge of it? What agr'tnment (if any)
was made with the party in charge as to rent to be
paid by iii or payment to hin?

Sir HECTOR LANG EVIN. The property men-
tioned, which is valued at $67,000, was conveyed
to the Crown by William Henry Plummner on the
Sth July, 1888, the consideration being $1, and
that the Crown should extend the wharf built
thereon, and appoint the said W. H. Plunmmer
wharfinger at a fixed salary, to be paid out of the
tous collected on said wharf. The total cost of
the wharf, extension and repairs up to date is
$13,605.36. There was no agreement.

BAR AT THE MOUTH OF THE RIVER
THAMES.

Mr. CAMPBELL asked, Whether, in view of
the great, obstruction to navigation caused by the
bar at the nouth of the River Thames, in the
County of Essex, Ont., the Government propose to
have the said bar removed during the present
summer?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Last session Mr.
Campbell mîoved for the papers, &c., in reference
to the dredging off the mouth of the River
Thames. Since then there has not been any fur-
ther examinîation nor report. In the last report
on this subject it is stated that to make a channel
5,Ó0 feet in length of a permanent character
through the "bar," with a width of 150 ft. and a
depth of 12 ft., would require the following outlay :
-Dredging, $10,000; protection works, $75,000;
total, $85,000. During 1889 the suin of $4,179
was expended in dredging at this place. The
Government has not decided whether lîi.ey will
have work done there this year.

BREMNER'S CLAIM FOR FURS.

Mr. LISTER asked, Has an appli'ation been
inade by or on behalf of Charles Brenner for pay-
ient for the furs taken by General Middleton?
Isit the intention of the Government to pay for
such f turs ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. An application has
been made on behalf of Charles Bremner, but it
only came to the Privy Council at the close of last
week, and it is too soon for me to state what the
intention of the Government is.

SALMON NET FISHING ON TRE RESTI-
GOUCHE.

Mr. FAUVEL asked, Whether it is the inten-
tion of the Government that in the event of any of
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the present lessees of salmon net fishing rights in
tidal waters on the Restigouche River, iu the
County of Bonaventure, dying, that their heirs will
be deprived of a continuance of such fishing rights?
If so, why?

Mr. TUPPER. There are no lessees of sahnion
net flshing rights on the Restigouche River, but
there are licenses which are only enforced froin
year to year. The license is granted only for the
year's fishing, so that no rights are involved, and
it is, therefore, unecessary to answer the other part
of the question.

IMMIGRATION TO THE NORTH-WEST
TERRITORIES.

Mr. DAV'IN asked, What reply lias been sent to
the meniorials of the Legislative Assenbly of the
North-West Territories on the subject of immigra-
tion" If the memorials have been rejected, on
what grounds?

Mr. HAG(-.ART. The reply given to the Legis-
lative Assenbly of the NorthV-West Territories, on
the subject mîentioned in the lion. gentleman's
question, was to the effect that it would be inadvis-
able to ask Parliamnont for a vote for immigration
expenditure for any part of the Dominion apart
fron the ordinary votes for immigration.

NORTH-WEST MOUNTEl) POLICE.

Mr. DAVIN asked, Whellher the attention of
the Governimient lias been called to the following
article on the reform of tlie Nortli-WVest Mounted
Police which appeared in the public press -

" 1. Pension for permanent disablement, irrespective of
number of years' service.

" At presenît a man has to complote fifteen years'service
before h is entitied, toa pension by reason of being in-
caacitated.

2. Promotion to commissioned ranks to be through the
force by competitive exanination; eligibilit to be deter-
mined by character and ser-vice. A proportion of officers
being appointed from the.Royal MilitaryCollege, King-
ston.

"By tis means, every man on joining wduld have the
possibility of a commission before him as an:incentive,
irrespective of social or political influence. Police duties
are peculiar and can only lbe acquired by practical experi-
ence, embracing, in addition to a knowledge of drill and
purely military matters, a knowledge of prairie work and
a thorough acquaintance with the dnties of a peace officer.

"3. Rigid enquiry into the character of applicants for
enlistment, and the maintenance of the age clause. As
enlistment is now carried out, almost anyone who is
hysically fit can gain admittance into the North-West

Mounted Police; the consequence is that all sorts and
conditions of mon flock into the force, with a most deteri-
orating effect. The constant cropping up of serious crimes
brings diseredit on a splendid corps and causes the better
portions of its members to blush for their associations,
and prevents mon of good character from enlisting from
fear of baving to sleep, eat and associate with the class
that is now being recruited into the force. No corps in
the world is more dependent on the intelligence of its
mombers, who may at any time be called on to perform,
duties requiring jugment and reàsoning powers of some-
what higher order t han will sufilce for the ordinary soldier.
The men have to be self-reliant, and very young men are
not desirable material. Twenty-two should be the mini-
mum of enlistment.

"4. Shorter term of service should entitle both officers
and men to pensions.

" The maximum terni of srvice at present in the force
is such that no man who has endured the exposure, priva-
tions and arduous duties of twenty-five years' service. ean
be other than broken down and decrepit. Nor can any
officer of thirty-ive years' service exeet to be ale of
enduring the exposure and fatigue of a campai g n with the
youn¡er men of his command. The Mounted Police is
practioally on service at all times, and the physical effects

are more telling on its;members than on men working in
other departments of the Government. The maximum
term of service should b twenty years in the ranks and
twenty-five for a commissioned otEler.

"5. A sliding, scale of pay to be applied to officers. In
the case of young irispectors coming in at, say, $600, an
incrcase of $50 a year up . $1,000, and in the case of
inspectors coming in at $1,000, after five years, an increase
of $50 a year up to $1,200; for supermntendents up to
$1,000, and to assistant commissioners, after five years,
$50 a year up to $1,800, and the commissioner needs no
increase. If anything ho is overpaid.

" The justice of this is obvious. At present a newly
joined inspector is on the same footing as one who bas
seen many years' service. Officers should be credited with
their back service and receive pay from the date of pass-
ing of the new Act in proportion as if the seale had been
in force from the date of their appointment.

"6. Previous service in the force to count towards a
pension after a man is promoted from the rank to a com-
mission. .

" At the present a man promoted to a commission loses
the benefit of all his previous service, and starts from the
date of his commission as if ho had never served a day in
the force, with 35 years before him before he can hope for
superannuation. Under the present circumstances, a man
of 10 or 12 years' service would be foolish to take a com-
mission and relinquish all previous service.

"7. Police to be placed on an equal footing with other
troops in respect to the North-West Rebellion medal,
whether under fire or not.

" The amount ofservice was as great, if not considerably
greater on the part of the police. Why should the recog-
nition be less?

"8. That offieers, non-commissioned officers and men
should not be transferred from one division to another,
except in exce pt ional cases.

" After anu oticer bas. become proficient in his duties at
headquarters, lie should be pernanently posted to sone
division, and not be liable to be transterred at any
moment, without exceptionally strong reasons. The first
duty of an officer is to niake himself acquainted with the
character and dispositions of all the men in bis division,
and under his conmand, and by association be able to
take a personal interèst in their hopes and troubles, and
thus cement the strong respectand regard which should
always exist between the men and their officers. He
should know the capabilities of each horse, his disposition
and peculiarities. ro do his duty effectivoly, ho must be
reasonably well-known to the inhabitants, and thoroughly
posted by personal experience ii the topography of the
district in which ho is placed. As an offieer, a fortiori
with one ofsubordinate rank. To transferan officerwith-
out any:apparent reason, points to the conclusion that lie
is too intimate with the mnhabitants to do his duty impar-
tially. . The expense incurred by a married member of the
force, inmoving .from une post to another, is ruinous,
and must keep himi instraightened circumst ances, if not
in actual debt." The home conforts that he lias' gathered
around him must be reconstrueted, and new friendships
and associations formed. Every officer should romain
with his division, unless special circunstances necessi-
tate a change, either for personal considerations for the
officer thus moved, or for strong advantage to the publie
service."
Is it the intention of the Governnent to intro-
duce a Bill this Session on the lines set out in this
article ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The attention of the Govern-
ment has not been previously called to the news-
paper article referred to, but several of the subjects
mentioned therein were under the consideration of
the late Sir John Macdonald and were noted by him
for future action. It is not the intention of the
Government to introduce any Bill respecting the
North-West Mounted Police during the present
sessioln.

BELLE CREEK BREAKWATER, P.E.I.

Mr. WELSH asked, Has the Government taken
the Belle Creek breakwater, Prince Edward Island,
as a Government work? And if so, how much
money (if auy) has been expended thereon by the
Government ? Has any contract been entered into
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for the rebuilding or repairing of the breakwater ?
If so, what is the amount of the contract?

Sir HTECTOR LAN- EVIN. he Governiientlias
not taken the Belle Creek breakwater as a Govern-
ient work. No expenditure lias been imade thereon,
nor contract entered into for rebuilding or repair-
ing the structure.

EED POINT PIER, P.E..

Ir. VELSH asked, When did the Governient!
take over from the Local Governmîîîent of Prince!
Edward Island, Red Poinît Pier, 1.E.I., as a Gov-
vrimieiit work ? low mucîeh mnoney has been ex-
pended on said pier since it was taken over ? Was
this er iicluiled ii tlloste recoiinIenlidled to be
takei by the Govermnîent engineer ? If niot, for
-what reason wvas it taken over froi the Local Gov-

Sir HECT(OR LANGEVIN. The Government
has not taken( over Red Point Pier from the Local
4;overmnient. 'lie sui f 799.97 was expended
during 1885 and 1887 on repairs. It is not recoin-
illenlded to be takein over.

WOOI) ISLANDS BREAKWATER, P.E.I.

lr. VELSH asked, Is it the intention of the
Sovermnenît to allow the breakmwater at the Wood
Islands, PIriice Edward Island. to iremain as it is,
w-ithout repairs or dredging, or will there he placed
in the Supplementary Estinates an appropriation
suticient to save it froum decay andl destruction,
and to carry out the recommendation of the Gov-
erinment en'gineer ?

Sir HECTOR LANG EVIN. The report from
the resident engiieer has iot yet been received, but
it is expected very soon.

WALK ERTON PUBLIC BUILDINGS.

Mr. TRUAX asked, Have the Goverîmnent ap-
pointed a caretaker for the Walkerton Public
Buildings ? If so, what is his naie, where did lie
reside at the time of his appointnent, and what
w las his occupation? When w-as lhe appointed, and
what salary is lie to receive ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The Government
lias not appointe< a caretaker there.

LOCATION TICKETS ON COCKBURN
ISLAND.

.M. LISTER asked, Was Peter MeLellan enti-
tled to lot 16 in 4th concession, Cockburn Island,
under location ticket either granted or assigned to
hin ? Mas the ticket beenu cancelled ? If so, when,
and for what reason ? Has any person since such
cancellation acquired any right or interest in the
lot froin the Government ? If so, the nanie and
address of such persoi ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Lot 16, concession 4, Cock-
hurn Island, was assigned to Peter Me Lellan by
Thomnas Snith, the original purchaser. The sale
of the lot was cancelled on the 3rd July, 1888,
iunder section 46 of the Indian Act, for imposition.

No return lias as yet been niade to the departnment
by the local agent of the re-sale of this lot.

Mr. LISTER asked, Was Jolin Alexander Mc
Lellan entitled to lot 15 in 5th concession of Cock-

Mr. WELS7. .

burn Island, under location ticket either granted
or assigned to him ? Has the ticket been cancelled ?
If so, wlen, and foir what reason? Has any per-
son since such cancellation acquired any right or
interest in the lot froi the Government ? If so,
the name an(l ad(dress of such person ?

Mi. DEWDNEY. Lot 15, concession 5, Cock-
burn Island, was sold to Jolhn Alexander McLel-
lan. The sale of this lot was canicelled on the 3rd
of July, 1888, under sectionî 46 of the Indian Act,
for nim-fultihnent of the conditions of sale. No
return 1:, as yet, been made to the departimeit
by the local agent of the re-sale of this lot.

NAPANE E PUBLIC BUILDINGS.

31r. ALLISON asked, Who was the contractor
for the Napanee Public Bluildings Who tenidered
for the work ? Whlat was the amounit of each
tender Was the lowest accepted, anid I what was
the amouint of it Have the buildings beei fully
paid for, and what has been the total cost to date ?

Sir HECTOR LANG;EVIN. The contractor for
the Napanee Public Buildinigs was(Yeorge Newlands.
The teniderers for the work were J. J. Lyois,
Ottawa : George Newhads, Kiîgston :;(. A. (iliff,
Napanîee ; eorge Wilsoni, Gananogue :J. Forin,
Belleville :T. D1)oddridge, Brockville andi A.
Cameron, Portsmouthl. 'eli aiiotuit of the tenders
w-as as follows:-J. J. Lyons, 27,(i87: (eorge New-
lanîds, $5,350 ; eorg Wilson, '26,00 ) .. Forim,
$26,000 : T. Doddridge, 27,500 ; A. Cameron,
832,624. The lowest tender was aeepted, the
aiolunt being 825.,350. 'lle buildings have been
fully paid for. The total cost to date is.$48,378. 80,
imcluding C(st of site, building of post office box
fronts, leating, tower clock and furniture.

INDIAN AFFAIRS IN NORTH BRUCE.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Has the following list
of charges beeu subuumitted to the Giovernment re-
garding ldian affairs iii North Bruce ? If so, what
actionî las been taken ?

1. Selling horses, )ulggies, lhay and provisions.
2. B y givinqg orders to ierchants and collectimg

the saime.
3. By accepting orders from merchants pmrported

to be mlae by the Indians, but made by nerchants
theimselves.

4. By stopping the pay fromi Indians at pay-table,
instead of giving each Indiau his money in full.

5. By allowing a mierchant to sit at pay-table and
colleet lis mîoney, when others hat to stop outside.

6. An Indian -went to ageit's house for his pay,
which the agent refused hin unless a certain
mîerchant,- friend of agent's, was there to collect
his mooney.

7. An order was passed in Council in the spring
1 of 1890, sigied by cliiefs, councillors and agent,
for 1). Robertson to supply the Indians with seed

i gramn, the said Robertson to be paid in July quarter
! and October, 1890, for which he supplied theu, and
1 there is quite a balance to be paid im yet. The
reason he is not paid is the agent accepting orders
fron friends of his, and when the Indian leaves the
pay-table, lie has nothing left to pay balance on his
seed.

8. One Jebott called on Indian Agent Allen this
spring, offering to supply the Indians with seed
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potatoes at 65 cents per bushel, which offer he
rèfused, the saine to be paid July and October
quarter ; but one Gordon, a friend of Agent Allen's,
goes to Jebott and buys all the potatoes at 60 cents
per bushel, and sells the saine potatoes to the
Indians at 75 cents per bushel, getting an order fromi
said Indians to Agent Allen, who collects same
orders at pay-table. If Agent Allen was looking
after Indians' interests, lie could have saved the
Indians 15 cents per bushel.

9. In April quarter, 1891, the agent accepted so
many orders and collected then at the pay-table ;
that in nost of cases the Indians had not a cent left
to buy any seed with, and the said Agént Allen did
not exert himself, or try to get seed for the Indians,
which lie should have doue.

10. By accepting orders froin merchants, friends
of his, the said orders made for full amount of
annîuity coning to themn, thesaid nierchants charging
what prices they think fit, and said Agent Allen
collects the said orders at pay-table, instead of1
giving each one his noney in full, as theGovernment
intended lie should, and let the Indians pay whomu
they pleased, as should be the case. Under the
present system of Agent Allen, ,the Indians are
deceived, as the ones that sign the orders, or other-
wise have-theni signed, do not know that they have
signed all, or nearly all but a few cents of what is
coming to them-in some cases more than what is
coning-and. the consequence is, the said Indians
who sign, or get signed for thein, contract accounts
in other places, and when. pay-day cones, the
answer you get is: We have noneJleft ; Allen took
it all for somie merchant friends of his.

11. That the said Agent Allen is not a fit and
proper person for Indian agent, as he as no edu-
cation, and can scarcely write his own. naie.

Mr. DEWDNEYl. In regard to questions 1, 6,
7, 8, 9, 10, 11, no charges, such as described under
these heads, have been made to the department.
The charges made in ,questions 2, 3, 4, 5, aresimilar
to those made in the letter referred to in the pre-
vious question of the hon. mnember, and have been
acted on, as I previously informed the hon. rnem-
ber. No other communication has been received-.

METAL PILLARS FOR PARLIAMENT BUILD-
INGS.

Mr. McLMULLEN asked, What is the cost of the
metal pillars under the hand (stone) railing of the
stairs to the entrance of the House of Conmnons,
Senate, and other public buildings in Ottawa, in-
cluding putting theni in place, and why were the
stone ones renoved and metal put in? XVas the
contract let by tender ; if so, did the lowest ten-
derer get the work? Who did the work ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The cost of the
bronze pillars underneath the hand (stone) railing
of the entrance of the Houtsé of Couinions and
Senate, is as follows :-82 bronze pillars, $1:,804;
fitting up, iron ties, masonry, stonecutting, $894.-
70i; total, $2,698.70. The stone pillars, which
were of Ohio (Devonian) standstone, were, owing
to their exceptional exposure to moisture, heat and
frost, completely destroyed by weathering, and the
railing had to be temporarily supported. Bronze
was preferred, being much more durable and less
costly than granite. The tenders were as follows
Messrs. Garth & Co., bronze, at $22 each, $1,804;
Messrs. R. Forsythe & Co., red granite, at $32.50

each, $2,665; Canadian Granite Co., red granite,
at $35 each, $2,738. The lowest tenderer was
given the work,

W. E. JONES, CENSUS COMMISSIONER.

Mr. LAVERGNE asked, lst. Is Mr. W. E.
Jones, of Richmuond, Province of Quebec, Census
Comnissioner, the saine M'r. W. E. Jones who is
the editor of the Richmond Guardian ?

2nd. Did the said Mr. W. E. Jones obtain three
weeks' leave of absence fron the 14th of February
last to the 5th of March last?

3rd. Did the said Mr. W. E. Jones receive $10
per day and expenses as Census Commissioner dur-
ing the aforesaid period fron the 14th of February
last to the 5th of iMiarch last ?

4th. Is the Governrnent aware that the said Mr.
W. E. Jones employed the aforesaid period of time
in canvassing, holding meetings, and making
speeches lu favour of the CGnservative Administra-
tion ?

Mr. HAGGART. In answer to the lion. gentle-
man, I imay state that Mr. Jones was appointed
Census Conmissioner ; lie did not obtain three
weeks leave of absence fron 14th February last
to the 5th of March last lie did not receive $10 a
day and expenses as Census Comnmnissioner during
that period ; and the Governmnent are not aware
that lie employed the aforesaid period of time in the
manner mentioned by the question.

EUGENE SOUCY OF TROIS PISTOLES.

Mr.GUAY (for Mr. CHOQUETTE) asked, Is Eugène
Soucy, of Trois Pistoles, employed iu any capacity
on the Intercolopial Railway, and if so, what
does lie do? Was the said Soucy at une tinie
employed as conductor on the said railway, and if
so, why is lie nu lonçger so employed?

Mr. BOWELL. This gentleman was employed
as a conductor, and was dismissed mn 1888 for being
under the influence of liquor when on duty.

TRAIN SERVICE IN P.E.I.

Mr. PERRI asked, Has the Department of
Railways received a petition from the ierchants,
traders, and other inihabitants of Tignish and vici-
nity, in Prince County, P.E.I., prayiug that an
express train leave Tigiish in the norning so as to
conneet at Summerside, P.E.I., with the steamer
plyincg between Sumnerside and Pointe du Chêne,
New Brunswick ? If so, what action, if any, has
been taken with respect to said petitioni?

-Mr. BOWELL. Such a petition was received
from.Mr. Richard Hunt, and the departnent in-
forned Mr. Hunt, on the 14th April, 1891, that the

1 request would not be granted.

BREAKWATER IN PRINCE COUNTY, P.E.L

Mr. PERRY asked, When the contract of
breakwater or pier at Brae, in Prince Cou:i,
P.E.I., is to be completed? HRas any inspecL;r
been appointed to look after said work? If so,
what is his naime? When was he appointed, and
what is to be paid for his services as inspector ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The contract is to
be completed on the 16th January, 1892. An in-
spector has not been appointed, nor will there be
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one appointed until the services of such an officer
are required.

SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS.

Mr. GERMAN asked, What, if any, is the rate
at present allowed postmasters for salary on the
revenues collected at the various post offices*?

Mr. HAGGART. The salaries of postnasters of
staff offices are regulated hy the Civil Service Act.
Other postinasters are allowed for salary at the
rate of 40 per cent. on the first $800 of actual
postal revenue collected at their offices, and 25 per
cent. on the revenue in excess of $800. A rent
allowance is also granted in certain cases according
to-the following scale :-$40 when revenue reaches
$800; $20 for each additional $400 up to $2,000,
and $20 for each $500 thereafter.

STEAM FANS ON CATTLE VESSELS.

Mr. SPROULE asked, Is it the intention of the
Governient to act on the suggestion of M. C.
Baker, V. S., their agent at Montreal, and order
the use of stean fans on ail vessels carrying cattle
during the season, during which distillery-fed
animals are being shipped?

Mr. HAGGART. The Govenrnent hitend to
insist that all vessels carrying cattle during the
season shall have steam fans upon such vessels.

ADJOURNMENT FOR HOLIDAYS.

Mr. LAURIER. I would like to enquire froin
the Government whether they have consiclered the
fact that there are two legal holidays next week,
and have they any suggestions to offer the House
in, that respect ?

Sir IECTOR LANGEVIN. The Governiment
have considered the fact that there are two holi-
days ,next week, ,and we believe that if we took
Saturday of next week, thus having Tuesday,
Thursday, Friday and Saturday, then the two
holidays would not deprive Parliamnent of more
than one day's 'work. Therefore, when the House
adjourns on Friday, we shall ask the fouse to
adjourn until Tuesday at three o'clock, and then
sit during the remainder of the week except on
Wednesday, which is Dominion Day.

Mr. ROOME. As I am living at a distance fr6m
the Capital, it would be little use going home unless
the recess were extended till Thursday. I, there-
fore, suggest that the House should adjourn until-
Thursday at three o'clock, and sit on Saturday.

Mr. IVES. This is a question worthy of con-
sideration. If the Government insist on sitting on
Tuesday, I think it is doubtful that there will be a
quorum at the conmittees and probably not a
quorum in the House, but members on both sides,
at vei-y great inconvenience, will have to attend on
Tuesday and then lie over here or return home for
Wednesday and then come back on Thursday.
Many of us have engagerients on Dominion Day,
which will take us home, and, therefore, it will be
very inconvenient to come back on Tuesday.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) There is a great deal of
force in what the hon. gentleman has said. I
suggest to the Governnent, whether it would not
be better to adopt the precedent given us two or
three years ago, and sit on Dominion Day-. We

Sir HECTOR DANGEVIN.

ha.ve reached that period of the year when it
becomes a very serions matter for business men to
be away fron their engagements and business, and
it is desirable to push business with all convenient
and reasonable speed. I understand it is not pos-
sible to sit on Monday, on account of the character
of the day, and it is not impossible, according to
precedent, to sit on Wednesdav; so the adjourn-
ment might siniply be over MonÏay, and the Flouse
might sit on Tuesday and Wednesday, and also on
the followiig Saturday, which would inake up for
Monday, and we would thus be afforded a slight
hope, although we do uot see the end of the session
yet, of arriving at a reasonably early prorogation.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I certainly think that would
be the better plan to adopt. Although muany hon.
members may have.engagements for 1st July, there
would be a sutfBcient nuinber of members present
to attend the business of the House.

Mr. TA YLOR. Every consideration should be
paid to hon. members coming from the western and
eastern provinces, who have not been home since
the session began. It is the duty of imeimbers liv-
ing within a convenient distance of the Capital, who
can run home on Saturday and return on Monday,
to come here and sit on Tuesday and \\ ednesday,
if necessary, because if we adjourn fron Friday
until Tuesday and then again until Thursday, there
will be very little business doue next week. If
we commence on Tuesday and take Saturday in-
stead of Monday, aid the general understanding is
that we cannot sit on Monday, but as we have pre-
viously sat on Dominion Day, much work may be
done, and I do not understand that menbers eau
spend their time to gréatér advantage than by sit-
ting in theLegislative Halls and doing the work of
the Dominion on Dominion Day. I think respect
should be shown to the wishes of the hon. meinbers
fron Prince Edward Island, Novà Scotia, New
Briswick; Manitoba and British Columbia.

Mr.'WOOD (Westmoreland). I agree with the
hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) and also
with the remarks of the hon. member for Leeds
(Mr. Taylor). So far as I have been able to ascer-
tain the wishes of members from the Maritime
Provinces, they would all prefer that the House
should sit on Wednesday next. There never has
been a session in which there was greater reason
why this should be done, as we all know the cir-
cumistances under which the House is now meeting
and the sad occurrence which took place during
the session, the like of which we hope will not
again happen.

Mr. MONCRIEFF. I am very much in favour
of the recent proposition. If we are not going to
sit on Dominion Day, I think it would be better to
adjourn until Thursday. If the House is going to
sit on Dominion Day, then we should adjourn until
Tuesday at three o'clock.

Mr. CHARLTON. It is desirable that the ques-
tion should be settled now. There bas been a
very clear expression of opinion by a. majority of
the Flouse in favour of adjourning until Tuesday
afternoon.

Mr. LAURIER. It is evident that the majority
of the members of the House favour sitting on Wed-
nesday, Dominion Day, and if we are to sit on
that day, the louse had better adjourn mntil
Tuesday. 1If, however, it is the wish of the fouse
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mot to sit on that day, then an adjournment had
better be taken until Thursday next.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Of course thef
<Governmenýt wish to obtain the lfeelings of the
House, because we are only its Executive Com-
iittee. Fron the feeling, expressed it appears
that hon. meinbers wislvto sit on Wednesday. 'In
that case we would lose no time next week,
because we would sit on Saturday as well, and,
therefore, as the hon. meniber for Queen's (Mr.
?Davies) has'said, wé would be pushing forward the
businéss of the session as rapidly as possible.

Mr. MARA. We have not yet heard whether it
-has been decided to ineet on Tuésday or Thursday.,
I understand the leader of the Government to,
state that the House will not meet until Thursday.
If so, I shliould like the question put to a vote,
because a largé majority of the menbers are in
favour of sitting on Tuesday, and of course on
Wednesday.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think the hon.,
gentleman may not have understood what I said.
From1 the feelings expressed it appears that the
House should, when it adjourns on Friday, stand,
adjourned until Tuesday at three o'clock, and then
sit all next week.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND TUNNEL.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E. I.) noved for:
All correspondence. telegrams,. letters reports, esti-

mates and other documents relatg to the surveys for,
and construction and cost -ofa a submarine tunnel be-
tween Prince Edward Island and the mainland.'
He saidI: I would like to -,take: advaritage of this
opportunity to mako a few observations orn the
substence of the motion and the reasons why I move
for those papers. It will be in the recollection of
the House 'that when Prince Edward Island joined
the Confederation, it did ,soupon certain terms
which were agreed upon between that province and
the rest of the Dominion, and the only one of these
terms about which I am at present concerned is
that which provided for an efficient stean service
for the conveyance of passengers and mails between
the Island and the mainland, winter anid sunmer ;
that is, the placing of the Island in continuous com-
nmunication with the Intercolonial Railway and the

railway system of the Dominion. The paragraph
in the terms of the Union wbich relates to this-is
very comprehensive and apparently very clear, and
it stated that we were to have continuous-steam
service between the Island and the mainland all
the year round. If that compact were litérally
construed it would be necessary for the Govern-
mient to construct a tunnel, because that is the only
means by which continnous communication could
be maintained ; but it is said, a»d said with some
truth, that the compact must be construed
with reference to the state of facts which were
in existence at the time and which might fairly
be in the minds of those who entered into the con-
tract, and that at that time nothing was said about
the tunnel. I do not say that this is not true, but
there is no doubt about the fact that Prince
Edward Island, before she entered into union with
the Dominion of Cmada, was one of the most
prosperous little provinces in North America, and
the people were progresing fron year to year and
were satisfied with thieir then condition and the
maintenance of their indepeidence. I have no

liesitation in saying that I belonged to the:party
for many years known as the anti-Confederate
party. I belonged to it because I believed we
could live very mu chi more cheaply, and by the
maintenance of a systeni of free trade we could be
mnuch more prosperous than we could be if we
entered into union with the Dominion, where the
thin edge of protection had already been inserted,
and which had previously to that entered upon a
career of extravagance, the results of which were
easily discernible 'y all thinkin mon. However,
the Island, for good or foi evil, entered into an
enormious contract for the construction of 210 miles
of railway, the result of which was to throw upon
that province a heavy debt, the paymnent of the
interest on which was found to be enormous, and the
people, listening to the voice of the syren at the time
they:were called upon to pay this interest, agreed
to enter into a union with Canada. I may say
that I have not heard at any tune since thon of the
existence of a repeal party n, Prince Edward
Island or of any desire to go back to, our previous
condition. We always have accepted the situation
loyally ; we accept,-and always have accepted the
terms upon which the union was made, and we
desire that these térms shoùld be carried out in a
fair and reasonable spirit. I have not yet despaired
myself that the ternis will be carried o1t by the
Parliameft of Canada and by the Governuint of
Canada, but it has been plain to my nmnd for many
years that it is almost impossible;to make the Par-
liament of Canada understandthe rel -osition of
matters. The impression prevails to-day, and has
prevailed for many years that Prince Edward
Island has been in somesense or way a favoured
Island ii regardto its treatnent by'the Govern-
nient of Canada. I wish that it were so; but the
facts are directly to the contrary. I hear from
time to time statenients made inÏ the public press
that Prince Edward Island ias, relatively to its
extent, more railway mileage than any province in
the Dominion. "We heard a short'time ago that
the post office service on the Island does not pay,
and we have heard it pointed out from the Trade
and Navigation Returns that the amount of
Customs duty which the Island pays is ridicu-
lously small. People have formed the impres-
sion that the Island is a non-paying niember
of the comnmunity and that it is rather a
drag than otherwise on the Dominion generally,
and if the impression were to be formed only on
the information whieh appears ini the blue-books, I
cannot say that it is a wrong one. However, I
protest against the unfairness of this impression.
We had the Island held up to ridicule the other
day as the most ignorant province of the Domin-
ion, in the sense that it posted and received fewer
letters per capita than any other province, and that
the post office service was carried on at a greater
loss than anywhere else. These statements are
totally inaccurate. I turn to the statistical Year
Book of the Dominion for 1889, and I find that the
total expenditure of the Post Office Departient
exceeds the revenue by $717,000, and while the
expenditure of the Province of Prince Edward
Island for-the post office service in the year 1890 is
largely in excess of the revenue,-yet every other
province in the Dominion is in exactly the same
position. It is not correct to say that the expen-
diture per head is larger in Prince Edward Island
than anywhere else in the Dominion, for I find
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that the post office expenditure in Manitoba, Kee-
watin, and the North-West Territories-

Mr. FOSTER. May I ask the hon. gentleman
if lie is discussing the motion with reference to the
Submnarine Tunnel?

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I was prefacing my re-
niarks in reference to the tunnel by giving certain
facts concerning Prince Edward Island.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not see how that comes un-
der the tunnel question.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I aim going to show the
lion. gentleman that this has an important bearing
on the nmatter. If the Province of Prince Edward
Island is highly unproductive and unfertile it
would be nmadness on the part of the Dominion to
sanction the expenditutre of any noney at all, but, on
the contrary, if that Island is a progressive, rich and
prosperous country, ora country which under normal
conditions ought to be prosperous, then I say the
nmatter presents a different aspect. I want to show
that, so far as Prince Edward Island is concerned,
it is not behind any other province of the Dominion
in prosperity and progress, and I wish to correct
the impression that lias gone abroad in the public
press-it is not open for me to refer to a previous
debate, but I can refer to mnatters which appear in
the public press-and I say that the statemnent
made there, gathered from remarks made in this
House, that the receipts and exenditures.in the
post office service in Prince Edward Islanid are
worse than in any other part of the Dominion, is
entirely incorrect. I say that we orome third or
fourth in the Dominion instead of last ; after
Ontario, we follow closely upon Nova Scotia and
INew Brunswick. I will not -iaste the tine of
thè House on that.. Then, I referred just now to
the statistical -table whicl appeared froin year, to
year in the blue books of this Dominion,-showing
that the Province of Prince Edward Island paid
into the Domninion nearly $160,000:iii the shape of,
Customus duties. Sir, that statenient- was so
flagrantly incorrect and misleading, not only with
reference to Prince Edward Island, but with
reference to some of the other provinces, that it
had to be withdrawn. Now I propose to show how
very mueli that statement is at variance with the
facts. The total imports of the Dominion in 1890
were $112,765,854, or equal to $21.48 per head of
the population, on which a duty of $4.60 per head
was paid. Estimating the population of Prince
Edward Island at 125,000, that would give us
8575,000 as paid into the revenue by that province
instead of $160,000 with which we were credited
in the Trade and Navigation Returns. Now, is
there anybody who doubts, knowing the character
of the population of Prince Edward Island, that
they pay an average duty per head equal to the
average -of the whole Dominion? I do not think
anybody can doubt that ; but if proof is required,
we have one test which, I think, will be accepted by
hon. gentlemen as. a fairly good one. That is :
Before you joined the Dominion at all, when you
had your own Customs-houses and kept account of
the total duties paid, how did you stand? Well,
Sir, I find that in 1872, the last year before we
entered Confederation, the importa of Prince Ed-
ward Island from all countries, including Canada,
which was then, so far as Prince Edward Island' is
concerned, a foreign country, amounted to $2,569,-
878. At the average importation of $21.48 per

Mr. DAVIEs (P. .I.)

head of the Dominion, with our population of
125,000, we would have imported $2,685,00.
These figures show that before Confederation
Prince Edward Island imported just about the
average per head of the .ominion; and if you
apply the tariff of the Dominion to our actual in-
portation of $2,569,879 before Confederation, you
will find that we pay 8569,000 in duty, just what
I say we do pay-about $600,000 in round nuin-
bers-instead of the paltry $160,000 with which
we are credited by the blue-books. Now, the total
exports from Prince Edward Island in 1872, before
we entered Confederation, amounted to $1,894,-
174, while the blué-book, for 1889 credited us
with only $887,000 of exports,, or a million less
t-han we exported twenty years ago. It is .not
necessary for me to call the attention of those hon.
gentlemen who know the fertility of the soil of
Prince Edward Isla.nd and the salubrity of its
cliniate, to these figures ; because they know that
in a country such as that Island, where almnost
every acre is settled and under cultivation, and
where there are no paupers, all the people belong
to the consuming class. But'for those who do nlot
know this, it is necessary for me to state a few
facts. The area of Prince Edward Island amounts
to 1,,250,000 acres, one-half of which is under actual
cultivation. I find by the census that 'ten years
ago Prince Edward Island had a population of 51
to the square mile, while thé population of the
other provinces of the Dominion to the square
mile was only 4-72. I find by:the saune cenuss
that Prince Edward Island owned 55 head of live
stock for every :100 acres of improved land, while
the other provinces owied only 38 to the acre. It
raised 109-bushels. of field products to the acre
of improved land, while the othér provinces raised
only 61 bushels. All of which goes to.show that,
so far fromn being inferior in productive power and
in the other qualities which go to make a province
valuable to the Dominion, the Province of Prince
Edward Island stands superior to the'general aver-
age of the rest of the Dominion. I do not miean to
say that there may not be parts of the Dominion
which are richer in many ways than Prince Ed ward
Island is. I merely say that, taking it as a whole
-its soil, its climate, and the condition of its
people-the distribution of wealth is as equal
there as in other parts of the Dominion ; and
although we have none of the very wealthy men,
such as are to be found in other parts of the Dom-
inion, .the general average of wealth anmong the
people is, I think, up to the general average of the
Dominion of Canada everywhere.

Mr. SPROULE. Not much poverty.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) Of actual poverty I may
say there ie none, and it would be impossible for
an honest man with such a climate and soil to be
an absolute pauper. Surrounded as that Island is
with the vast wealth which is in the sea flowing
about its shores, with a good soil, an equable
climate, and reasonable means of bringing the
produce to market, there is no reason why there
should be any poverty there at all ; and if there is
poverty or depression or want, it is owing to an
abnormal condition of affairs, not to the general
condition. I ask the pardon of the House for quot-
ing these figures, but I felt that it was necessary
to do so to show the actual state of the facts.
Then, it has been stated against Prince Edward
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Island that the Dominion of Canada has built for
us a railway 210 miles in length, and granted us
other large favours. In regard to that, I repeat
now the statement which I have made every year 
since I have had the honour of a seat in this House
-that Canada did not huild that railway in Prince
Edward Island ; that, in the adjustment between
Prince Edward Island and the Dominion, the cost
of that road was charged to Prince Edward Island.
The Dominion Government has built a railway for
the adjoining Island of Cape Breton at a cost of
$.3,000,00, which is chargeable to and paid out of
the Dominion exchequer, but the $3,250,000 which
the Prince Edwvard Island Railway cost was charg-
ed, every dollar of it, to Prince Edward Island, in'
the settlement of accounts between the Dominion1
and the Island.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). Is not the interest
on the cost of the Prince Edward Island Railway
also chargeable to the Dominion of Canada ?

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The Dominion assumed
the bonds.

Mr. CANMERON (Inverness). Answer yes or no.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) I say that if the bonds

were assumed by the Dominion of Canada and
charged to the Island, the partv who assumed the
bonds are supposed to pay the interest. That is
right enough.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). Yes.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) But the principal sum of

3,250,000, which constituted the cost of the road,
was charged to the Island in the Dominion accounts
between the Dominion and the Island, and if it had
not been so charged we would have received the
interest upon that $3,250,000 every year since we
entered the confederacy, and we have lost that
imterest.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). If the Dominion
of Canada would only give to Cape Breton $50 per
head on the population, which i8 ninety thousand,
we also could build our own road on condition that
the Dominion would pay the interest.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You got that
and more when Nova Scotia came in.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman, I
an sorry to say, lias a very incorrect appreciation
of what Cape Breton has received, but perhaps I
will enlighten him before I sit down.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I will be glad to
hear it.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) And the hon. gentleman
will see that Cape Breton received $50 per
head and a great deal more. I would ask the at-
tention of the House for à moment to the terms of
the Union, which provide for continuous comniuni-
cation between Prince Edward Island and the main-
land. Reasonable efforts were made in that be-
lialf, in my humble opinion, although my opinion
is not shared by the majority of the people of the
Island, by the Mackenzie Government and the
Governnent which came in afterwards. A great
experiment was tried by the Mackenzie Govern-
ment when, at heavy cost, they contracted for the
Northern Light' That boat was more abused and
less costly than any experinient the Government
had made. She was the pioneer in the service, and
did a most admirable work: and although she did
net carry eut the terns of the Union, it was because
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no boat could in the winter months carry out that
contract. After the Northern Light had been
on the service many years and had performed her
work, she was followed by the Stanley, an ex-
cellent boat, built with the improvements the
department, after experience, thought necessary.
She is an admirable boat, and in mild winters, when
the ice is not very thick, I believe the Stanley
will carry out that service admirably well; but I
am bound to say that in winters of heavy frost,
when the ice is heavy, neither the Stanley nor any
other boat that can be built-but on that point
I defer to the opinion of Mr. Welsh-ever will
be able to keep up communication for six or
eight weeks in the winter. I am not complaining
at all of the Government in that respect, but a few
years ago we had a project started by the Hon.
Senator Howlan for the construction of a suhway
between the Island and the mainland, which would
enable this Dominion to implement its contract
with the Island. Well, I never was in favour of
that scheme. I made enquiries among scientific
men, engineers, with whom I came in contact, and
I found it was an experiment of a kind to which I
did not feel justified, for one, in asking this Gov-
ernment to commit itself. That experiment con-
sisted in laying an iron tunnel along the bottom of
the Straits of Northumberland, sone places 90
feet deep, and as no such experiment had ever been
tried before, and as the scientific objections to it
were very great, I never, for one, either threw cold
water upon it or said anything to promote it.
Under the sense of My responsibility to My con-
stituents, as their representative, and also as a
member of this House, I felt that I could iot give
this experiment my endorsation. However, the
lion. gentleman obtained a charter ii this House.
He had the right to proceed with that charter, and
I believe he entertained the sincere conviction that
he could carry it out, but I believe that herame to
the conclusion, after the expenditure of a good deal
of time and money, that the subway schene was
not possible, and he dropped it. At that time it
was thought that the construction of a tunnel
was out of the question altogether, and judging
fron the cost of the construction of tunnels in other
parts of the world that opinion was then well
founded. But a few years ago, the cost of the con-
struction of tunnels ias, by the discovery of new
machinery, by the invention of the beach shield
and other machinery, been enormously decreased.
Last year the question of the construction of this
tunnel was discussed in the other chamber at some
length, and the leader of the Senate, who replied
to the speech made by Senator Howlan, advocating
the construction of a tunnel, quoted the cost of the
construction of tunnels in different parts of the
world, and he showed that if the cost of the con-
struction of this proposed tunnel approximated the
average cost of the construction of tunnels in other
parts of the world it would be out of the question
for this Dominion to undertake that expenditu-re.
He said:

"The Government satisfed themseIves that thelproject of
making a tunnel across the Straits of Northumberland or
a subway-two very different things, bythe way-was really
in one sense impracticable-that is to say, it would cost so
much as not to justify the expenditure of tbe sum required
for the service which it was intended to perfoam."

Then he went on to show he had taken the trouble
te glance at the subject and to find the cost of the
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construction of tunnels in different parts of the
world, the Urlberg Tunnel, the St. (othard, the
Mont Cenis, the Severn and other tunnels, and he
gave the figures, which are not interesting or neces-
sary for the purpose of my argument or as regards
the feasibility of the project. I acknowledge that
the leader of the Goveriiinent iiin the Senate was
quite justified in making the statement lie did, and
that the figures lie gave, 520,0,0 to $26,00),000,
were sinply appalling; and the Government, forn-
ing their judgnent, to soie extent, upon these
data, came to the conclusion that they could not
construct the tunnel. Then followed the discovery
of the cheaper methods of twînelling. A revolution,
I may say, followed the discovery of tunnelling with
the beach shield, and it was found that tunnelling,
which atone tine was impracticable, owing toits cost,
was now brought down to very reasonable figures.
So the question we have to ineet to-day is what is
the probable cost of constructing a tunnel under
the new condition of affairs and with the improved
machinery. Before I cone to that, let me pursue
for a moment further the line of argument I was
alopting a little while ago, in reply to the inter-
ruption of the hon. gentleman for Cape Breton.
When Prince Edward Island entered Confederation
the terns were arranged on the basis of an addi-
tional expenditure on the Intercolonial and the
Canadian Pacific Railway of $58,000,000, or about
that. It was understood that would be required,
and Prince Edward Island got the benefit of that
basis being adopted in the adjustment of accounts
which then took place. But, as a matter of fact,
instead of spending that amnount of 8,000,000 on
the IntercolonialRailway, the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way and the canals, we have spent 8148,00,000,
or more than $90,000,0 more than was arranged
for in the adjustment of accounts between the
Island and the Dominion. The Government re-
cognized the injustice the Island was suffering
fron, to sone extent, in 1887, when we had a Con-
servative Local Government in power, which had
been floundering in debt year after year, be-
cause it had not the pluck to put on a
little direct taxation. That Government repealed
an Act which your humble servant put on the
Statate-book when he had something to say in
the Government of that province, and they kept
getting into debt, and then they came to the Gov-
ernment here and set forth these facts and the in-
justice which was being done to the Island, and
they asked for an increased allowance, for better
terms, and this Governmient gave them better
terms. Sir Charles Tupper, who was then Minis-
ter of Finance, brought down a Bill to allow
Prince Edward Island $20,000 a year, being the
interest on half a million of capital. That should
never have been accepted by the Government of
Prince EdwardlIsland. At the time that Bill caine
before the House, I pointed out that they were
giving just half what we were entitled to ; that,
instead of giving us the interest on the money
which had been expended beyond what was cal-
culated, they only gave us half the interest, and I
told the hon. gentleman that the time could not be
far distant when the Island would be found knock-
ing at the doors of the Administration, and asking,
not that favours be given, but that common jus-
tice should be done, and that the amounts ex-
pended on the Intercolonial Railway and the
Canadian Pacific Railway, and the canals and

Mrw. DmEs (P.E.I.

public works in which the Island did not
participate, beyond what was calculated at
the time she entered into Confederation,
should be taken into consideration again, and
that the ainount should be re-adjusted, not
on the basis which was adopted in 1873 of
what would probably be spent, but on the basis of
what actually w-as spent, and I thùik hon. gentie-
mien will see that there is no injustice in that. The
Island, in that respect, therefore, has not been
fairly treated. There is another point to which I
would call the attention of hon.gentlenen, by which
the Island, f rom its very isolation, not through any
determination, I hope, on the part of the House to
make it suffer, still has suffered very largely. In
1882 this Parliamnent entered upon the principle
of subsidizing local railways. I always thought
that we were entering then upon a very dangerous
experiment, one which would land us in boundless
extravagance in the long run ; I always thought
that this system would be made a ineans of log-
rolling between one part of the Dominion and an-
other, that people would cone here clamouring for
these subsidies, and I saw, too, that the money
would not be expended because the roads were in
the interest of the country, but in order to bring
support to the Government. The results have
shown the truth of the predictions then made. I
find that the total subsidies granted by the Domi-
nion, according to the Railway Report for
1890, are $46,040,957 I find that the total
subsidies paid up to the 3-th September, 1890,
amount to $37,196,930. If you deduet from this
the subsidies paid to the Canadian Pacifie Railway
of $25,000,000, the Canada Central and the road
from Ottawa to Montreal and Quebec, all of which
are made part of the great trunk line of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, and amount in all to
$28,919,250, you have paid to railways outside of
the Canadian Pacific Railway trunk line the suim
of 88,277,680. That is up to the 30th September
last. In addition to that, there are now being
earned, as appears by the report, of subsidies which
we have already voted, an anount of $3,500,00,
making a total of subsidies paid or about to be paid,
outside of the Canadian Pacifie Railway trunk line,
of $11,777,680. Where were these subsidies paid?
I find that, up to the 30th September, 1890, the
subsidiespaid wereasfollows:-Ontario, $2,735,095;
Quebec, $3,194,511; Nova Scotia, $,816,232; New
Brunswick, $905,545 ; British Columbia, 8750,000;
making a total actually paid of $9,401,383. That
amount, be it remenbered, is not the ainount we
have paid for the construction of railways, but
simply the anount we have paid in the way of sub-
sidies towards the construction of railways built
by private corporations. In addition to that,
the Government undertook the construction of
branci une of railways in different provinces.
They built very largely in the Province of Nova
Scotia, so much sothat it has become a proverb in the
Maritime Provinces that you cannot find any more
land in Nova Scotia to build another railway on.
For branches and extensions of the Intercolonial
Railway', including the purchase of the Rivière du
Loup branch, the Government expended in the
Province of Quebec, up to June, 1889, $5,520,323;
in New Brunswick, $3,371,855; and in Nova Scotia,
$7,821,070; making a total of $16,713,248. lu 1890,
between June and 'eptenber, we expended in Nova
Scotia on the Cape Breton extension and the Ox-
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ford and New Glasgow branch, $1,000,000, making
a total of $17,713,248. Add to that the'cost of the
railway from Ottawa to Montreal and Quebec,
$2,394,000, and you find that, outside of the Inter-î
colonial Railway proper, there has been an expen-1
diture of $20, 107,248 in the construction of branch
lines of railway, in addition to the subsidies I have:
already mentioned. Well, Sir, how did we spendi
that ? We spent $3,019,752 in building the Cape
Breton road ; $1,556,015 on the Oxford and Newi
Glasgow Railway; $1,318,731 on the Eastern Ex-
tension, and $503,000 on the Pictou town branch
and other roads, which it is neither profitable nor,
instructive to repeat, because they go to niake up!
the total I have given. So to sumnarize the figures!
and put them in a nutshell, we have contributed
in subsidies 812,687,437 ; and we have spent in,
building roads, outside of the Intercolonial Rail-
way and the Canadian Pacific Railway, $20,107,.
248, or altogether, Q32,794,685. Well, we know
the cost of the Intercolonial Railway is about $46,.
908,00). For the Canadian Pacific Railway we,
have voted 862,000,000, and we have spentî
S34,000,000 on canals. We have given a grant
to the Short Line Railway to St. John of
$186,000 yearly for twenty years, which is equiva-
lent to a present payment of $2,687,393 ; and
we have given to the Chignecto Marine Railway
a yearly grant, the present value of which
amounts te $2,343,00. So the total expenditure
made with reference to railways and canals,
iucluding the Chignecto Marine Railway, is
$180,733,311, of which expenditure the Province of
Prince Edward Island does not share in the benefits
to any appreciable extent. Hon. gentlemen under-1
stand that that is a very large sum of money, and
it is an unfortunate thing that a province such as
Prince Edward Island, iying as it does in a gnf,
separated by water froi the nainland, should not
be in a position to participate in the benefits which
mnust flow to the counties and to the provincesÎ
through which these railways and canals, costing
180 odd million dollars of money, are built and flow.
Sir, I have already shown you that Prince Edward
Island buit at its own proper cost its own rail-1
way, and I have shown you the condition of mattersi
with reference to the expenditure in other parts of
the Dominion. Then, Sir, I will just recall shortly
the terms under which we entered the Union. Before
the last election delegates from Prince Edward
Island visited Ottawa and interviewed the Govern-
ment iin connection with the construction of this
subway, and a Minute of Council was passed, which
was not very definite or very clear, and did not
commit the Government, I frankly say, to the con-
struction of the tunnel. But the leader of the Gov-
ernment, previously to the election, wrote a letter
to Senator IHlowlan, who was chiefly engaged in pro-
moting this tunnel, and who left the Senate at the
instance, as I understand, of the leader of the Gov-
ernnent, and came to Prince Edward Island and«
contested one of the districts there upon the ground
that the Government were going to build this tunnel.*
He came to Prince Edward Island, and he made his
canvass solely upon that point, and was beaten by
my hon. friend who sits behind nie. Senator How-
lan held in his hands a letter from the late leader
of the Government, Sir John A. Macdonald, written
just previously to the election, and which reads as'
follows:-.

41½

1285 1286

"EARNSCLIFFE,
"OTTAWA, February 6, 1891.

i1Y DEAR HoWLAx,-In response to your pressing
request with respect to the tunnel across the Straits, I
desire to repeat that, under the present circumstances,
the Cabinet are not in a position to deal with the question.
If, as I believe, the country will continue to give us its
confidence, the Ministry will, under my guidance, take
the matter up without delay. I understand that Sir
Douglas Fox is of opinion the scheme is a feasible one.
The chief thing still unknown is the cost of construction.
I fully appreciate the nature and extent of the obligation
ineurredby the Dominion to maintain continuous com-
Munication between the Island and the mainland. We
have tried to carry this out by the Stanley, but of course
she cannot fight against the elements. So if the cost
comes within a reasonable amount, such as Parliament
feels itself justified in incurring, I shall be prepared to
subnmit the question for their favourable consideration.

"I an yours sincerely,
"JOHN A. MACDONALD."

Well, Sir, there was a written pledge under the
hand and signature of the leader, which was read
at every public meeting on the Island, pledging
the Government to subiit the inatter to the
favourable consideration of Parliainent if Sir
Douglas Fox's estirmates showed the expenditure
would cone within a reasonable aiount.

Mr. FOSTER. Pledged what?
MIr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Pledged Sir John A.

Macdonald to submit the question to the favour-
able consideration of Parliainent, provided Sir
Douglas Fox's estimate showed that the expendi-
ture would corne within a reasonable amount.

Mr. FOSTER. Parlianent.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I will read the clause

again :
"I fully appreciate the nature and the extent of the

obligation incurred by the Dominion to maintain con-
tinuous communication between the Island and the main-
land. We have tried to carry this out by the Stanley, but
of course she cannot fight against the elements. So if
the cost comes within a reasonable anount, such as Par-
liament feels itself justified in incurring, I shall be pre-
pared tosubmitthe question for their favourable consider-
ationY.
Of course, the lion. gentleman pledges himself there
to submit it "to their favourable consideration;"
they could not judge cf it until he submitted it.

Mr. FOSTER. "If.
îMr. DAVIES (P. E..) Well, I do not know

what the hon. gentleman means. He would sub-
mit it for their favourabie consideration if, in his
judgment, the cost came within a reasonable
amount, and Parliainent, of course, was to judge
whether his judgnent was correct or not. Now,
they promised that, and they pronised more. On
February the 28th, just at the critical time before
the election, the High Commissioner was sent to
visit Prince Edward Island. Hfe came as far, I
believe, as the town of Pictou.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) He went towards it, at
any rate. He sent a telegran, and the telegram
was reputed to be dated from Pictou, stating that
he could not reach the Island; that it was im-
possible for hin to go, and that he had been re-
called to Ontario. He was on his way to Pictou, at
any rate;I do not know how near he reached it.

An hon. MEM BER. Truro.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) Very well ; if he had got

on board the Stanley-it was the only time this
winter, Ibelieve, that she was out twelve days in the
gulf-probably the electors of Quebec, Toronto
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andi the rest of the Doninion would have lost thei
eloquence which lie gave them. Well, lie could
lot coine himtîself, but lie sent the following tele-
giai to the gentlemnan who was opposing me in
the election
"D. FERGUSON, Charlottetown.

"I regret deeply that it is impossible for me to go to the
Islaid as the Stanley cannot cross. and I dare not at-
tempt the Capes. I have satisfied myself that the tunnel
can be made for six million dollars, and you may rely
upon all the aid I can give to that important and neces-
sary w(ork.

"CHAS. TUPPER.
AmHERsr, Feb. 2S, 1991."

Now. nothing could be plainer or more distinct
than that. We have the fact that Sir Chas. Tup-
per was brought to this couiltry at the direct re-
quest and invitation of the Governmîent thienselves,
on a telegranm froi the leader. for the sole purpose
of proioting the elections; andi doing it in the way
lie thought was Lest, and acting in pursuance of
his instructions, he telegraphs to the people of the
lsland that he had satistied hinself that the tunneli
could le built for so niany million dollars, and that
the people of the Island "night rely upon all the
aid he could give to that important and necessary
work."

Mr. FOSTER. Tell us about the other telegrani

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I will tell the hon.
gentleman about another telegram. So here we
had the writtcn letter, signed by the leader of the
GTovernnent, and the absolute, unqualified pledge
given b)y the High Comnissioner. The electors
were asked to pass upon it. The hon. gentleniai
asks me in regard to another telegramn. I telegraphed
the leader of the Opposition whether, if this tunnel
could lbe huilt for a reasonable amîount, the scheme
would have his support. He telegraphed that if
the Estinates, when produced, showed that the
tunnel could be built for a reaso.nable and fair
amount, the project would have his support. I an
not concerned in banîdying party recrimninations: I
an more concerned in conming down to practicai
work. I want to know whether the pledge given
by the late leader of the Government, Sir John
Macdonald, willh e carried out ; I want to know
iwhether the absolute and unqualified pledge given
by Sir Charles Tupper, his agent, and the agent of
the Government, will be carried oit ; and I also
want to know if this question is to be kicked about
as a football between parties at all future elections ?
Since this mnatter was before the Senate last
year, and since the Governinent of that day,
believing the cost to be an appalling cost,
refused to sanction it, we have had estimnates
inade by Sir Douglas Fox, and they were
brought down by the Minister of Finance in
answer to a question by mnyself sonie weeks ago.
It appears that the cost will be as follows :-For a
tunnel of 11 ft., internal dianieter, froni shaft to
shaft, including land tunnel and contingencies,
$5,2312,640; for a tunnel of 16 ft., internal diame-
ter, from shaft to shaft, including land tunnel and
contingencies, $9,596,093 ; for a tunnel of 18 ft.,
internal diameter, fron shaft to shaft, including
land tunnel and contingencies, SI0,962,167. So far
as I an concerned, I believe that nothing short of
the largest tunnel will be of practical benefit to
the people. Of course, my opinion may be wrong.
I took occasion to consult with some engineers with

Mr. DaNs (P.IE.I.)

respect to the smallest-sized tunnel through which
the freighi car of the bItercolonial Railway could
pass. I take it that if a small tunnel could be huilt
through whieh the mails could be carried in a toy
Car it would be of no benefit to the people of the
Island. Unless vou can give a tunnel through
w-hich freight. cars can pass, carrying produce fron
the Island te our natural markets, the United
States, I dho not think a tunnel would be of very
great value to our people, certainly not one tithe
of the importance it otherwise would be. To
give the House somne idea as te how the people of
Prince Edlward Island are handicapped, I will give
ai examuple. I sll)pse it is genmerally conceded,
in no part of the Iominion can root crops be
grown as well and perfectly as in ithe 1and, and I
suppose that in no part of the Dominion can the
potatos begin t) comipare with those of the Island.
Owing te our natural disadvantages and the fact
that we are driven to expert our potatoes dur-
ing three or four weeks in the fall of the year. and
thus overstock the market, we are obliged to ac-
cept only one-half what the farmers in the adjoin-
ing Province of Nova Scotia receive. I find that
iii 1881 tIhere were grown on the Island 6,042.191
bushels of potatoes, the average price paid to the
Island farmer being 22. cents per bushel. That
price will not pay for growmg potatoes. At the
saie timne farmers in the neighbouring Province of
Nova Scotia were receiving an average price of 44
cents per bushel. Vhy was that? It wa.s because
the Island farmners had to ship all their potatoes
during the short period between thme ntie when
the potatoes were dug fron the ground and the
close of navigation, while the farniers of King's,

were able to ship their crop to the market
of the United States according to the demnanl and
receive the higher price of 44 cents a bunshel.
I speak within the hearing of my colleagues, who
are more practical men in this matter than I an,
and I say that if the farniers in Prince Edward
Island could by the construction of a tunnel or
otherwise be placed within access of the markets
where thev could obtain 44 cents a bushel, instead
of raising six million bushels they would raise
twelve to fifteen million bushels. I have talked
to hundreds of farmiers on the Island on this
subject, and there is but one answer to the question
on this point. There is hardly any object, nothing
hut necessity drives our farmers to sow, dig,
cultivate and export. potatoes for a price of 22 cents
a bushel, and frequently less. They would not do
it if they could grow anything else. If this com-
munication can be had, provided by the words of
the ternis of the Union, if the Dominion can furnish
us with cont.tinmous communication with the Inter-

1 colonial Railway and the railway systemn of Can-
ada, you will rive us prosperitiy beyond anything
that prevailed in that part of the Dominion before.
We know we have a market to some extent in
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, but it is nothing
to speak of ; our great market, and the market to
which the largest portion of our potatoes goes,
is the United States. A few years ago we

ibegan, not to export potatoes as a raw pro-
duct, but to manufacture thein into farina
starch, and it was discovered by the Americans
that the Island could supply the market cheaper

i than themselves, and thus we could control the
market without difficulty. But, unfortunately,
protective counsels prevailed, and the Americans
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imposed a duty of $40 a ton on farina starch. If we the Dominion, 1 ask fair-play and justice and the
-had access to the American market with that duty application cf these principles to the compact yen
removed there is no limit to be placed upon the have entered into with the Province of Prince Ed-
successful growth and production of that remark- ward Island.
able esculent in the Island. The soil is eminently
suitable, the conditions of clinate are favourable, Mr. fotE.
and that trade alone and the business which wouldet
flow froin the growth of the potato would niake Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I did net refer te the
the Islanders a prosperous people. It is said that expert-I1said the growth was -six million bushels.
the estinated cost of the tunnel is very large. I Mr. HAGUART. It is net ny intention te fol-
admit that it is very large, indeed, and very care- lew dteediscussion cf the hon. gentleman. I think
ful consideration and very strong arguments are he has a fair right in thisfHiuse to show the advan-
required before any hon. gentleman can ask the tages and the position cf the beautiful Island i
Governmnent or the House to becomie comniitted to which lie resides and cf whieh lie is a representa-
an expenditure of !1SI1,000,(M. But I ask hon. tive, and te ask for any public work or any
members not to turn away froin the argumentsiruprevement whicl lie thinks înay benefit the
with a sneer and a jeer, and refuse the proposed Island. I heurd the lion. gentleman criticize seme
expenditure on the tunnel with scorn. If the renîarks which had leen made iu this House duriug
scheme is not a feasible one, or t4jo expensive, or the a prier delate. iii the course of which lie alleged
circunistances do not justify it, well and good, that a nisrepresentation had been maie iii refer-
throw up the scheme : but let it be judged on ence te the postal service of Prince Edward Island.
its inerits. andi let the leuse net determnineI have nooubt lie allusekfi-tp a stateient which
that becaise fcelish expeu 1ditures hiave been! hait madie cii that occatsion, zuîd as I do not want
undertaken iii ether parts cf the D)omîinion ands a- the stateioent tae lat that te t4e he conradicte
called wiltl-cat schernes entertdJ upon, this scheine Mitliut reason, 1 shahl lriedly give theresn h
nust I>e classed with them andi threwn out. I beg 1 irade tiec lleatioiti. i order to show that the

ho.ýn. nmembers te give titis scitenie patient, fair honi gentleman is entirelv wrong iii representingf
and rea.scnale consîderation, andti t renieniber net illy statenient as bcingr inaccurate. If I reincuniher
enly thiat M-e corne here asking fer a tunnel on its aright, the st1ateiuent ýI tlien mnalle wvas icounec-
merits. butt aise on the compact entered into wîth tien witlî somie criticissili upo tlie postal service
the Islanti in 1873. That compact cannet e cf Prince Ed-ardl Island. Perhaps I spoke te
ignored. I<lenet thinký it is the desire cf anyI hastily. perhaps, eRen if it were trusI ought net te
mtan te ignore it. That cempactI believe the have aid ES ( .b.t what I did say vas that, accord-
people of te Dominion are prepared, se far asi ing te its population, Prin e Ewt lwmard Isainade
their voice goes. te inplement. Thtat contract, I Icss use of t'ne M Hst.I facilities tman anether por-
ask, should therefere lb,- read and ccnsidered hy tifow the Dominion. Upeon lcking at t e statis-
hion, gentlemen, and pârticularly by the Govern- tics now, 1 fi i that t e statenent u Ilade as
ment when they éonie te foxwni their conclusions literally true, and o whill chpare Prince Edwar t
upen il. 1 will net, ask for the construction cf Islaid with itmeethe provinces te sho thft the
these cheaper tunnels; I say thattheI only tunnel statenIent was correct. The populationcf te
whîch caticofer upon Prinice Edward Island bene- Province cf Ontarie, accordeing te the lastcen-
futs connensurate with its cost is a tunnel wlihsus, was ,932,n). The gross revenue fren
will admit of the passage cf freight cars, so titat Ipostal receiptsent Ontaro bas d1 48,081 in
the experts ef the Island can be carried tttheir e 1889, the net receiptse oere $1 Edward Iand
natural iarkets.Isay that if that cat be dene the total expenditure dy che mwue w
the overnuent will eirn the everlasting blessings The total population of Quebec, according te the
f the peple, ani that they will couner upon the last ceuses returs, was t,9,0h27. the gros re-

people wfthat Isan peace and happiness and venue fron Ithe al"st office give the1r the net
prosperity fer al tie.m ae nust consider the revenue e,457, and the total expenditure h y
disadvantage that the Island labours under be- hequne, ma6ise26. The population of Nova Scotia,
cause cf its islation, and the fact that the according te the returns cf 1881, was 440,572, the
National Policy, while bearing heavily on other gross revenue front the mtdfice $260,o00, the
parts of the Dominion, bears ten times more heavily net revenue $i66,tM, aun the expenditure by

on that Provin8e, because we do nt deriveany bf cheque Edr24. In New Brunswick, the total
the incidental advantage that other perts of the population was 321,233, the gres revenue from
Dominion do fom the National Poicy. In the the post office 8177,715, the net revenue $120,670,
great cities where manufaturers congregate there ain the total expeniture ly cheque rS230,12. The
are seoe compensatingplmvantages given to the gross revenue foni the cstiffice for the Prorince
people for thergrat diadvantages which it is of Manitoba and the N orth-West Territories was
aoeged the National Policy causes, buthi GPrince ts23,0, the net revenue the expendi-
Edwart. Island, while we tare obliged t contribute tire by cheque orp6,037, ant the population, ac-
asemucheper head f the ppulation a elsewherel cording to theast census, was, in the Territories
we receive nothing u Pinte world in retuI, and 56,446, and in Manitoaci,954. t Britist Col-
for our preduce we get only one-aif as unnch as is u,,bia the gross revenue from.96,226, the net
paid for the same produc in the adjoin g pr reenue $76,115 and the expenditure by cheque
vince. ove have a compact which entites us ti h be $1 n T'g7,T 60; and accoridg ti the last census the
p!aced in continuai communication with the"e population of British (i"olunbia was 49,459. In
ofthe preole, and hatthey il donet w n te last ricensusaretn d as , r 7, re vne go-in1

pneplenoat orIslandpe aeuand forpine and venu from51 the post ofvene 891,86, the net
prserity for alretime.be omustponser hei nu-55,5,an h total expenditure bychqe$,6,inpndn

taure in tits cistion, iand hed fac thaitor f the ardn oth ereurns for 8 as 4,572 the s
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winter across the ice ; and according to the last 'revenue fron the Island is as follows : Mail service,
census the population of Prince Edward Island >31.223; salaries, S24.045; miscellaneous, 83,518;
was 108,891. This shows that the total per rapita and the mail subsidy, $3,679, or a total for that
receipts front Prince Edward Island are less than service alone of 62,465, w ith a revenue of 25,386,
those fron any other portion of the )oinion. showing a loss of 837,0t. Now, I cone to the

Mr. ('OCKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ami always Indians. They cost us S2,490, and strange to say
gratified when the ion. member for Queen's (Mr. they have no less titan eight doctors to attend to
Davies) rises to address the Hotuse on a subject so theni. which doctors cost S425, while the iedicine
dear to himi as that pretty little Island which we for their patients cost onlv z26.05, andIadd26.50
all love : and I cannot Lut admire the plucky way for extraîmedicines ; andi they nmanaged between
in which lie conies to its rescue and endeavours to theni to kill one poor Indian. for whose burial they
present it to us as the hub of the whole D.oiio. charge 5 The militia for the defence of the
At the saine tine I do not think it is right in hin to Island we maintain at a cost of.89,17l. Then we
represent that the Island has not been fairly treated come to public works, and we have been told again1y the Doinion in regard to public expend- and again that we do not give any public works
iture. I have taken the trouble to go througli the to> the Island because it sends members here to
whole volume of ithe Auditor (eneral's accounts oppose the Government but the fact is that we
so far as they refer to this pretty little Island, in speUt on Dominion buildings 56,129, on harbours
order to ascertain what its real cost to the Do-i and rivers S10.717, and on dredging 810,133, while
inion is. and thev show thê nodest sun of 6 we received a revenue of only S2,162. Then we
a vear of net loss, that is to sav, $6 a head of the gave a subsidy to the Anglo-American Telegrapli
population. I (o not say that it would be cheaper Comipaniy of I946. in agriculture we spent .1,.097,
for the Dominion. on the approach of winter, to and got a revenue of $2,9. For the revision of
transport all the inhabitants of the Island to the the voters' lists. I charge one-half of the cost, as it
mainland cones only once in two years, 81,575. For the

elections of 1887 I charge one-fifth of the cost, as%Ir. DAVIES (P.E.I.> 1 Io(1 fot objeùt to a!evct they come every five vears, S82. For the publiccertain amount of badinage, but the hon. gentle- health, I take one-ninth of the expenditure in thenan surely caunnot be serious in making that state- i1aritime Provinces, as that is the proportion of
nient. the population, ;172. Then we cone to the marine

Mr. COCKBURN. The lion. gentleman is per- expenditure. The steaner Stanhy costs an annual
fectly serious, and more than that, lie has the expenditure of $24,565. and yields earnings anount-
figures here for the year 18.9 which prove his ing to 810,560, and the winter mail service costs
stateinent to the letter. besides 2,.752, and earns S162 ; and lin this I am

Mr. DAVIES (P. El.) Give theni not including the interest on the cost of the Ste ,d!«y,
Mr. COCKBURNS. I will hand them in.of $150, or the annual wear and tear of the

steamer, which ainounts to, perhaps. 815,000. orsomne hon. MENIBERS. Read theni. insurance. Then the lighthouse an' i coast service
Mr. COCKBURN. The Dominion subsidies and costs 816,968, the neteorological service 551,

Governinent allowance anount to 8183,903.42. We and hospitails $1,112. Vharves and piers yield a
pay the Lieutenant-Governor a salary of 87,00), revenue of 81,120. For stea:nboat inspection. I
and an Auditor and Assistant Receiver-General take one-fortieth, as the Island lias one-fortieth
$4,465. We spend on Customts S19,758, and re- of the population of the Doininion, naking an
ceive a revenue of 8159,970. Of Customs seizures, expenditure of 8524 and a revenue of $337.
I credit the Island with one-fortieth, that being In the saine way the sick nariners' fund gives
the proportion of its population to that of the an expenditure of $72 and a revenue of f467.
whole Dominion, anounting to 8836. Then coming Superior and County Court judges, $19,071.64.
to Inland Revenue, I find the Excise expenditure On Dorchester penitentiary the expenditure was
to be $1,960 and the revenue S42,946, the Veights $4,901.76 and the revenue $515.6-3, being in each
and Measures expenditure $1,469 and the revenue case one-ninth of the whole, as the population of the
$353, and the Gas Inspection expenditure $248 and i1Island isone-ninth of thatof the Maritime Provinces.
the revenue 873. On the Prince Edward Island Then we come to the senators and their
Railway there is an expenditure of $266,485, and mileage, and I find that our four senators
a revenue of $160,971. Now I come to the Post front the Island, incluling their mileage, cost
Office, and I nay say that I have carefully analyzed this country -4,849. I think, in respect of sen-
these figures, and I find this to be the result-that, ators, we have been extrenely liberal to that little
taking the gross postal revenue for 1890, the re- province, whose whole population, ien women and
venue from Ontario anounts to 90 cents per head, children, only equals that of two or three wards
fron Quebec to 50 cents, from Nova Scotia to 59 of the great city of Toronto. Then I find that the
cents, fron New Brunswick to 55v ents, fron niemnbers front the Island in this House and their
Manitoba and te North-West Territories to $1.74, mileage cost$7,404.80. The expenditure on savings
fron British Columbia to $1.94, and from Prince banks amounts to $412.19, as the share of the
Edward Island to 33 cents. Island. Fronm the fisheries she gives us a revenue

Mfr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) How many tines more of $32.88, but on the other hand her overseers and
was Britis Colubia tan Ontario? You wardens cost us Then we coe to the
British Colubia three tintes as ruch as Ontaio. fish protection, in connection with the modus

Brendi, the expenditire on which-Prince Edward
Mr. COCKBURN. I can only take the figures Island's proportion of one-ninth, ber population

as I find them in the books. Perhaps the hon, being one-ninth of the Maritime Provinces-
gentleman will allow me to get through, as I have amounts to $7, 173.29, while her proportion of
some other tid bits for him yet." ThePost Office revenue from tiis item amounts to $1,409.60.

Mr. HAG<Aar.
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Then there is the census of which, since the popula-
tion of the Island is one-fortieth that of the
Dominion, and the census is taken everv ten years,
her proportion of the expenditure is one-four-
hundredth, and according to this proportion it
amounted to 5631.67. Then the printing and revision
of the voters' lists, which takes place every two
vears, costs, for the Island's proportion of one-
eightieth, Q990.78 every year. I then comne to the
following other items, being the one-fortieth pro-
portion which the Island is chargeable with
Supreme and Exchequer Courts, 81,34$>; Dominion
police, 511 ; Speaker of the Senate, 5100; Speaker
of the Commons, S100: the Senate, 51,506 :the
total cost being .S4),217 :the Commons, 55,416, or
one-fortieth of the total cost of 5216,660; Library
of Parliament, S8Ol printing, binding and dis-
tributing laws, 5113;; printing, paper and binding,
Z1,783, with a revenue of 5190.76; immigration,
S2,752. being one-fortieth of the total, *110,091
major general commanding, 100; adjutant general,

z65 : interest on public debt,-S241,421, being one-
fortieth of 9,656,840; civil govermmnent, $32,721,
being a fortieth of 51,308,846 ; Secretary of State,
revenue, S235 ; revenue of outstanding cheques, of
which the total amount is 52,212, the Island is
entitled to 55 as its one-fortieth share ; pensions
voted, 51,001, being one-fortieth of the total ex-
penditure of .40,04!; pensions, statutory, S7,712,
heing one-fortiethi of the total expenditure of

3.515 : superannuation under Supply, 15 :
public buildings, Ottawa, 8,594 ; Rideau Hall,
6). These niake up a lotal expenditure of $99)3. -

371. against a revenue of $410.626, leaving lis with
a clean deficit of nearly 560,00 per annum
chargeable to Prince Edward Island. I may state
that the expenditure for fishery bounty, S156,050,
being less than the interest on the 85,50,0
received froni the United States, has not been con-
sidered as a charge against Prince Edward Island.
Now, as an illustration of how liberal this Govern-
ment lias been in dealing with this pretty little Is-
land, the garden of the Dominion, whose memhers
here we receive with open arms and the greatest
courtesy. let me refer to the question of winter navi-
gation. They have some difficulty in crossing dur-
ing part of the winter tine. The ice being moun-
tains high, the Stanley is at times unable to breast it
and cross the channel. An arrangement was made
that, as far as possible, continuous communication
should be kept dp between the mainland and the
Island, but it never dawned on the mind of any
man at that time, I may safely say, that its inem-
bers would come here, after we had given them
that 5600,000 per year, and ask us to undertake an
expenditure of from $12,000,000 to $16,000,000, to
enable a few people to cross over when the Stanley
was not runing. There may be a few odd chickens,
a few dozens of eggs and bags of potatoes left on
the Island which could not be carried across at that
particular season, but there could not be a great
many, as the number of passengers carried on ice-
boats, when the Sfanley was not running during the
winter of 1889-90, was about seventy souls, and they
paid out of their pockets, in solid money, $161.46,
and the amount received for freight on the ice-
boats durîng the winter of 1889-90 very nearly
reached the sum of l0.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) The number of passengers
crossed during the season is much larger than that.

Mr. COCKBURN. I said on the ice-boats. I
do not wish ny language to be misconstruedl. The
whoie question is this: We are asked to iake a
tunnel to give communication during the short tine
the people are compelled to cross in ice-boats.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) I have crossed with sixty
men in a boat at one tiie.

Mr. COCKBURN. I have gone through the
returns carefully, and an confident my 1ìgures are
correct. The total revenue got froi the ice-boats
was 5171.46, not more : and we are soberly asked
to spend S16,00>*,00) in that interest, and at a tine,
too. when the lion. gentleman tohl us he did not
Vish to iake any- unreasonable demxand, as we are
tenporarily einbarrassed through our having just
freed the taxpayers of a couple of million dollars
taxation.'

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) The hon. gentleman's
stiatement with reference te the cost of the tunnel
is about on a par with his other statements. Six-
teen million dollars is not the estimate of Sir
Douglas Fox or anything like it. The hon. gen-
tlenan is only 5(),000 astray.

Mr. COCKBURN. The estimnate given by the
Finance Minister a week or two ago ýor a certain
tunnel of certain dimensions was, I think, $14,0(K,-
(K)<I0. -

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) No.
Mr. COCKBURN. -S,000,000); but I would

like to see the lion. gentleman who wouhl rise and
tellime tþat. he ever knew of any Government on earth
who undertook a contract for a subnarine tunnel
on a basis of J1 ,000,000 and finished it without an
addition of at leasttwentytoforty percent. Iaimnot
looking at the mere estimate, but at what we know,
from our own experience of estimnates, would be the
inevitable cost of the work. And we are asked, in
all soberness of miudand spirit. to take and squa.nder
the hard-earned money of the public, at a time when
we are doing all we can to relieve the people's
burdens, when we are conbining on both sides, as
we did the other night, to Io the best we can to
reduce our expenditure on publie works. Yet, at
this timne, wearezasked to assume this colossal charge,
to enable seventy passengers-let it be one hundred,
I do not want to be niggardly-to pass over with
their baggage during the winter nonths when the
Stauley is fnot running. I say the proposai is
simply outrageous. The Island haseleaudy 5600,000
a year given to it ; and I ask its representatives
now, in the name of comninon sense to be content.
In Ontario I find that we contribute to the Dominion
a clear surplus revenue of over $2,750,000. Such is
our love for our tiny little sister in Confederation
that we do notbegrudgeoutofour fullnesstogive her
$600,000. They are the younger provinces, but,
when the younger sister is apt to presume on the for-
bearance and on the wealth of the elder brother, I
think it is tinie for us in all sobriety to state how
the case stands, especially when it is said that the
Government has not been dealing fairly with the
Island in the appropriations which it has made,
and when it has been attempted to place the Gov-
ernment in this position, that it does not grant the
money, simply because, it so happens, that the
najority of the representatives from that nice
littleIsland do not happen to belong to this en-
lightened side of politics.

Mr. WELSH. Make a note of that.
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Mr. COCKBURN. I hope my hon. friend there, cent. we would have to pay at least 5 per cent., and
whose heart is full of that little Island, which I the $5,800 which we now receive froi that tralfie
hope to see thring this sumner- would be changed into the payment for a really

Mr. WELSH. The sooner the better. effective and tunnel service of upwards of S720,000
Mr. COCKBURN. I an sure I shall have a a year.

kinlly reception there, judging fron the kindly Mr. PERRY. If the rumours be true that the
people who are sent here from the Islhmd. I know hon. meniber for Centre Toronto (Mr. Cockburn) is
nv hon. friend o xpposite sometimes looks a little to have a seat in the Cabinet, Prince Edward Island
savage, and thunders forth in Ciceronian and will not have nuch consideration.
Demosthenesian style, but I know that his bark is It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.
worse than his bite. and I cannot help thinking
that. when he cones out of the House this evening, After ReCesslie widl admit that lie does not honestly in his
heart think that ie are going to be taken in in this IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.
way, but that it is sniiply a bluff, so to speak, that
he wants soime, iiicreased harbour accommodation Bill (No. 55) to incorporate the Atikokan Iron
or postal acommodation ; butl he cannot surelv Range Rtilway Companv.-('Mr. 1ackùitosh.)
think for a moment that we would entertain a pro- Bil (No. 57) to incorprate the Buffalo Lake and
posal to expendI X16,00,0 or even 812.000,00Ô on Battleford Railway. Coal and Iron Company.-(Mr.
tius project, or to load the country with such a M1acdowall.)
debt. In regard to the passengers who couic from
this nice little Island, which has a population, I Bill (No. 64) respecting the Berlin and Canadian
believe. of about 10(,0I0-and tle four wards of St. Pacifie;JunctionRailwayComnpany.--(Mr.Bowman.)
Patriek. St. David, St. Stephens and St. James, Bil (No. 67) respecting the Victoria, Saanich and
in Toronto, have about just as mucli population, New Westminster Railway Coipany.-(Mr. Prior.)
and have not four senators or six representatives Bill (No. 68) to aiend the Act to incorporate the
on the floor of this fHouse, though still we man- Red Deer Valley Railway and Coal Company.-
age to creep alonbg without asking for an expendi- (Mr. Davis.)
ture of 1600,000-l helieve the noble ward of St. Bill (No. 69) to confiri an Indenture madeJohni i Toronto would appropriate such an between the New Brunswick Railway Company
auount as that, if ny hon. friend would present j and the Canadian Pacifie Railway Coipanv.-(Mr.it as a solatiui for the nmew Tariff Bill which is 1- i
creasing tlie price of tdbacco and spirits and othier irpatrick.)
good things. I do not want hon. members to go Bill (No. 40) respecting the Farmers Bank of
away with the impression that only seventy passen- -(Mr acdonald, King's, P.E.I.)
gers crossed there dturing the year. Thatis the num- Bill (No. 27) to authorize the London and Cania-
ber of passengers on the ice-1oats, when ihe Stadeyi dian Loan and Agency Company (Limited) to issue
is unable to run. Debenture Stock.-(Mr. Cockburn.)

Mr. WELSH. You have foind that out.

Mr. COCKBYURN. The nuiber of passengers
carried on the Stan/e y was' 1,881. There nay pos-
sibly have been only 1,(00), as perhaps some went
forwards and' somne went backwards; though, jud-
ging from the description of that Island by the hon.
gentleman, I should think very few would go back.
The total revenue derived from the passengers on
the Stan/ty was $5,644.50. Add to that the 8161
we had fromt the ice-boats, and we will have a total
of about $5,800, and that would be the interest
which we are to get on the 816,000,000 or the $14,-
000,000 or the 812,000,000 required for the tunnel.
We wil send them al through the tunnel in future.
We will dispense with the Stanley and the ice-
boats, and we will send their narket baskets, their
chickens, their eggs and other articles through the
tunnel, which we are to build at a cost of $12,000,-
000.

Mr. McLEAN. The hon. gentleman is speaking
of the 70 travellers who crosset in the ice-boats. I
suppose lie refers to the 70 commercial travellers
who came down there froni Ontario.

Mr. COCKBURN. I an glad to know that
people do go from Ontario, that enlightened pro-
vince, to that nice little Island, and no doubt when
they are there they are quite able to partake of the
delicious chickens and theptatoes and the esculent
fruits which it produces.f you have to charge the
revenues with the amount; we receive froi thati
tralfie, instead of borrowing our money at 4 per

Mr. CocKrix.

Bill (No. 23) respecting the E. B. Eddy Manu-
facturing Conmpahy, and to change its nane to

"ThPe E. B. Eddy Company."-(Mr. Mackintosh.)
Bill (No. 24) to incorporate the McKay Milling

Company.-(Nlr. Mackintosh.)
Bill (No. 76) to amend an Act to authorize and

provide for the winding up of the Pictou Bank. -
(Mr. McDougald, Pictou.)

Bill (No. 41) respecting the Canadian Power
Comnpany.-(Mr. Montague.)

Bill (No. 25) to amend thë Act to incorporate
the Medicine Hat Railway and Coal Company.-
(Mr. Daly.)

Bill (Xo. 58) to incorporate the Whirlpool
Bridge Company.-(Mr. Gernan.)

Bill (No. 72) to incorporate the Peterborough,
Sudbury and Sault Ste. Marie Railway Company.
-(Mr. Burnham.)

Bill (No. 73) respecting the South Ontario Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Sutherland.)

Bill (No. 74) further to amend the Canadian
Pacific Railway Act, 1889.-(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)

Bill (No. 75) respecting the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company.-(Mr. Kirkpatrick.) -

Bil (No. 26) to incorporate the Pembroke Lum-
ber Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Renfrew.)

Bill (No. 28) to amend the Act to incorporate
the Empire Printing and Publishing Company
(Limited).-(Mr. Cockburn.)
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Bill (No. 43) further to amend Chapter eleven of
the Revised Statutes, respecting the Senate and
House of Commons.-(Mr. McMullen.)

ALBION MINES SAVINGS BANK.

Mr. McDOUGALD (Pictou)n moved second read-
ing of Bill (No. 113) to continue the Acts res-
pecting the Albion Mines Savings Bank.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.
Mr. McDOUGALD (Pictou) moved that the Ruiles

be suspended in relation to the Bill, and that it be
referred to the Committee of the Whole forthwith.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself
into Conmittee.

(In the Coimnittee.)

Mr. EDGAR. As an exceptional course has
been taken by removing this Bill altogether from
the jurisdiction of the Cominittee on Banking and
Conunerce, I think the hon. gentleman promoting
the Bill ought to explain it.

Mr. McDOUGALD (Pictou). Itsobjectistoextend
the charter for a period of two vears. The charter
lapses the lst of July. The bank was originally
incorporated by the Parliament of Nova Scotia and
afterwa ils by the Parliament of Canada, and the
object of the Bill is to extend the incorporation for
a period of two years, with power to aunalgamate
with any loan company tht aty be lawfully
incorporated. The teris of the Bl a-e exactly on
the sane lines as those of the Farmers' Bank of
Rustico which was before the Committee on Banking
and Commerce the other day.

Mr. MULOCK. It applies to only one bank.
7Mr. Mc)OUGALD (Pictou). Only one.
Mr. EDGAR. The provision as to amalgamation

with loan companies was also in the ot her Bill?
Mr. McDOUGALD (Pictou). Yes; word for word.

I propose to add two clauses siilar to those in the
Bill regarding the Rustico Bank.

Mr. DAV IES (P.E.I.) Is there any personal
liability of the shareholders of the Albion Mines
Savings Bamk to the outside public?

Mr. McDOUGALD (Picton). It is a limited
liability comipany, no more than any ordinary bank.

"Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Is there double liability
of the shareholders?

Mr. McDOUGALD (Pictou). Single liability, I
think.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) If there is double liability,
the creditors of the institution might be seriously
affected, as you nmake no provision that the credi-
tors may have recourse against the shareholders to
-the extent of double liability, which the statutes
provide, in case of amalgamation.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). If there is personal
liability under the existing organization, it ought
not to be wiped out, as it will be by this Bill.

Mr. FRASER. Any company with which this
comnpany would anialgamnate would know the lia-
bilities before taking over the assets.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) That is very well, pro-
vided the company which took the assets
a substantial company. But suppose it was not.

You get rid of the double liability of existing
shareholders and substitute nothing.

Mr. EDGAR. Even if there be not double lia-
bility, there may be liability on the capital stoek.

Mr. FRASER. Fron what I know of the bink,
there is no difficulty on this point. I know fromn
personal kuowledge of the affiairs that there are no
outstanding liabilities against the bank of any
accoumt.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

INDIAN AGENT ALLEN.

On the Orders of the Day being called.
Mr. McNEILL. With the permission of the House,

I shbuld like to ask the Minister of the Interior
sone questions of which I have given him private
notice. I desire to ask : Is it known in the Depart-
ment of Indian Affairs that Mr. James Allen, re-
ferred to in questions put by the menber for
South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) to-day, was for some
where about a quarter of a century, one of the most
respected menbers of the County Council of Bruce ?
How long lias Mr. Allen been employed as Indian
agent by the department?

Mr. SPEAKER. I an afraid these are not
questions of urgency such as the hon. gentleman is
justified in putting at this time. Of course, if the
House is willing lie niay proceed.

Mr. McNEILL. Since lie lias been acting as
Indian agent, lias Mr. Allen's conduet been suci
as to cause the departnent to give any credence
to these charges? Are any of these charges of
which the departmnent has any cognizance preferred
by Indians ? Are baseless charges frequently pro-
ferred against Indian agents by Indians? Is it
within the knowledge of the department that the
lst of these charges preferred against Mr. Allen is
ridiculously untrue?

Mr. SPEAKER. If any member objects to these
questions being put, I nust rule that they are out
of order.

PROHIBITION OF THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC.

House resumed adjourned debate on the pro-
posed motion of Mr. Janieson (page 271), the
amendment thereto of Mr. Mackiutosh (page 344),
and the aiendnent to the ameudment of Mr.
Taylor (page 355).

Mr. JAMIESON. I have not had the oppor-
tunity of replying to the addresses which wer'e~de-
livered to this Hlouse on the main motion which I
placed before the House, nor have I been able to
say anything with reference to the two amend-
ments which have been moved to the main motion.
Under the circunstances, 1 think the flouse will
indulge me while I offer a few remarks in reply to
the remarks which have been made upon this ques-
tion. I have been very much pleased with the
way in which the question has been dealt with by
hon. gentlemen who have addressed the House
upon it. On this occasion the question has been
treated very seriously by the House ; it has been
treated in a manner in which I think it deserved to
be treated, owing to its very great importance. I
would have preferred, however, to hear not only

leaderof this House, but the leader of the
i Opposition, express their views to the House
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on the subject. I think it was due, not only
to the House but to the country, that
both those hon. gentlemen should take the House
and the country into their confidence upon a
question which bas mnoved the country froi one
end to the other, as is shown by the numerously
signed petitions that have been presented during
the present session. I do not know what the views
of the leader of the Opposition are upon this
question, since hle bas not stated theu. However,
I feel satisfied that notwithstand ing his silence lie
will, in all likelihood, support the resolution which
bas been presented to the House. I think the very
first occasion on which I ever saw that hon. gentle-
man was in 1875 at the great prohibitory convention
in the city of Montreal,' when lie occupied the
honourable position of a seat upon the platformi,
aid, Sir, I do not think that since that time, at
least, I hope since that time nothing bas occurred
to alienate his sympathies froin this great moral
inovenent which is abroad iin the country. Now,
I want to say a word on behialf of the much-abused
Dominion Alliance. That organization bas been
very mîucl spoken against by several gentlemen
who have addressedi the House upon this question,
anîd more especially has it been spoken against by
my bon. friend fron South Leeds (Mr. Taylor).
Now%-, Sir, thiat organization is composed of repre-
sentative temperance men, the executive officers
of the different temperance organizations of
this country and representatives delegated by the
different religious bodies of this country, and in
this respect, at all events, it is a representative
body of men. We who are members of that organ-
ization have no pecuniary interest in this matter
whatever; we are acting in the interest, as we
believe, of our comnimon humanity, in endeavouring
to prohibit a traffic which we believe to be injuri-
ous, not only to the morals of the people, but to
the business interests of the whole Dominion. I
have no doubt that soie lion. niembers of this
House have been a little troubled, perhaps a little
annoyed, by action which has been taken by the
Dominion Alliance on this question; and, Sir, I
apprehend that before this question is fully settled
by the Parliament of this country, both political
parties who are now contending for the control of
public affairs will be much more troubled than
they have been in the past, for if I understand
aright the public sentiment of this country, and
more especially the temperance sentiment of this
country, I believe it is the determination of the
friends of prchibition to fight and to wage this
warfare until they secure the victory ; and if the
political parties are not disposed to grapple
with this question, it will have to be grappied
with 'by a party organized on different lines
altogether. But so far as I am concerned, I
would be better pleased to see a coalition
of both parties formed upon this question, for it
must be settled somte day, and settled once for all,
if not in this Parlianent, at all events in the near
future. Now, Sir, the question of the revenue has
been touched upon, and I must say that I think
this question, from a revenue stan dpoint, might,
have been much more easily dealt with at a former
period in our history. It will be within the know-
ledge of the House that in 1883 we had a surplus
of $7,064,000, whilst the revenue derived from
spirits, wines and beers anounted to $6,254,000.
Deducting the latter from the former figures,Mr. JAMIESON.

we have a surplus of $810,000; so that in that year
we could have easily grappled with this question,
we could have passed a prohibitory liquor law, and
the revenue of the country would not have been
disturbed in the least, because we would have had
a surplus over and above any revenue which iwas
derived from the liquor traftic. However, things
have change since then. Not only has the revenue
derived from the traffic largely increased, but we
have not in later years had the surplises we had
in -1882-83. Last year the revenue fron spirits,
wines and beer amounted to $7,562,000. We had
a surplus of $3,885,(000 ; so that had we been de-
prived entirely of the revenue whieh was derived
from spirits, wine and beer last year, there would
only have been a deficit of $3,672,000 to provide
from other resources. I take this ground, and
probably i will not be supported in the view
I take by the menibers of this Hlouse or by
the country, that once we concede the fact
that the revenue is derived from a source
which is injurious to the best interests of the
people, and that the traffic fromn which it is
derived injuriously affects the morals of the people,
there should be no further question whatever in
regard to discarding the revenue altogether and
finding other sources of revenue for the purpose of
carrying on the affairs of the Dominion. Passing
fron this view of the question to another view, I
would say that I have been very much pleased, and
I an sure the people have been pleased, that we
have arrived at this stage in the agitation when not
one hon. member has stood up and justified by any
language whatever the traffic in intoxicating liquors.
The whole question has beennarrowed down to this:
How can we best get along without the revenue?
That is the sole question, and I believe we have
wisdoi sufficient to enable us to devise means to
continue public affairs without the revenue derived
from the traffic in intoxicating liquors. I may be
excused, since I did not speak at any great length
in support of the resolution I subnitted to the
House, to advert to another view of the question,
and it is this. I hold the opinion, and I an not
sure but that a large body of the people share with
me that opinion, that the temperance people
inade a very great mistake in the first place
in accepting what was known as the Dunkin
Act in 1864. I an not going to shrink from.
making the statement here that I believe the people
made another serious mistake, and I thought so at
the tinie, in accepting the Canada Temperance Act.
It was a compromise at the time. My judgnent
was then, and ny judgmîent is to-day, that if the
temperance people had followed the line on which
they were proceeding prior to 1878, that of making
a general advance in favour of prohibition, tiis
movement would have occupied a much more ad van-
tageous position to-day than it occupies in this
country. But the temperance people, having asked
general prohibition, were offered the compromise of
the Canada Temperance Act, and subsequently
when they came before Parlianent and brought
the demand for general prohibition before the
House, they were told: We have already given
you local option; when you come back and tell us
you have used what we have already given you,
and it has proved ineffectual for the purpose for
which it is given, it will then be time enough to ask
for an advance on the line of general prohibition.
iThe temperance people of the Dominion, anid I
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among the rest, laid hold of the Canada Temper-
ance Act as being the very best measure we had,
and we did so abnost exclusively with the view of
testing public sentiment on the question, ratherthan
with the view of finding it effective in producing
the results which, perhaps, its promoter intended
it should produce, namely, the bringing about of a
large diminution in the evils flowing from the
traffic in intoxicating liquors. We have been told
that inasinuch as the Canada Temperance Act has
been repealed in alinost all the counties and cities
in which it was enacted, consequently the people
have changed their views as to the general prohibi-
tion of the traffic. But I contend that nothing of
the kind can be inferred frôni the action of the
people in dealing with the Canada Tenperance
Act, because local option cannot be effectual in
dealing with this question. What we want is
general prohibition, and it will be only when we
have general prohibition we shall be able to
judge of the salutary effects of the law, and not
before. Something has been said, considerable
perhaps, in respect to the question of compensa-
tion. I am not sure I an very orthodox froin an
ultra-temperance standpoint on the question of
compensation.

Mr. LANDERKIN. 1do not think you are.
Mr. JAMIESON. For iy part I occupy this

position: If I had my choice tc.-mnorrow between
general prohibition and compensation, and no pro-
hibition, I would accept the .former, because I
believe this country cannot make too great a sacri-
fice for the purpose of. bringing about the general
prohibition of the traffic, and it is in holding that
view, and that view alone, that I would favour com-
pensation. I hold that so far as the retail dealers
are concerned they are not ehtitled to compensation.
It is no doubt within the knowledge of most lion.
neibers that in Eiigland there has been a judicial

decision given by one of the highest courts that a
p erson lias no vested interests, anfd therefore no
legal redress if he is deprived of the annual license
which has been given to him froin the constituted
authorities. This decision sets at rest, so far as
legal authority is concerned, the question of
vested interests. But I believe it would pay this
country, and every other country in which this
traffic is carried on, if some means were devised to
buy out root and branch the whole liquor interests
and provide in soie other way for carrying on
the Governnent of the country.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Buying out their votes, do
you mean ?

Mr. JAMIESON. It will be in the recollection
of hon. memnbers that in 1883 we passed a law
which curtailed to a very large extent the number
of licenses issued in the Dominion. Al hon. mem-
bers who were residents in the Province of Ontario
will recollect that a law was passed in that
province, known as the Crooks' Act, which very
seriously curtailed the number of licenses, and we
did not hear a word about compensation in either
instance being paid to those deprived of their
licenses, the inference being that, in this Parlia-
nient and in the Legislative Assembly of Ontario,
no opinion of that kind was held by those who
framed those two statutory laws. As far as the
principle of prohibition is concerned, we are not
very extravagant in our demrands. At the present
time 399 out of every 400 are prohibited by legal

enactnent from engaging in the liquor traffic, and
we are simply asking yon to go one further and
declare that the .four-hundreth man shall be dealt
with in like manner. This is a very moderate and
a very simple request, and I hope that the good
sense of this House will aceede to it, and that we
shall have, in the near future, prohibition fron the
Atlantie to the Pacific. which will be a great boon
to the people of this Dominion. A very serious
objectionli as been urged against the resolution
which I have submitted to the House, on the ground
that we made a departure frorn the action
which we have taken on former occasions, and
that we now state that the time has arrived
when w-e should have prohibitory legislation in
tihis Dominion, while in former resolutions we did
not definitely ask the House to say that the people
of this country were prepared for probibition.
I am not fanatical upon this question. I have
very strong convictions, I nust say, but even if the
House accepts the proposition which I have made,
I am quite prepared to concede to the men who
are engaged in the manufacture and sale of intox-
icating liquors a reasonable time for closing up
their business and getting out of the traffic. Some
will ask what will be a reasonable time ? For my
part I will be quite willing to concede to these
gentlemen at least three years, aye, if it were
necessary four or five years, and I think that by
the passing of this resolution, although the Gov-
ernment of the country will be bound to act in its
spirit, I believe that the tenperance people of this
country would sustain them in giving reasonable
and proper notice by passing a law and indicating
in that law that it should come into force at a
period of three, or four, or five, years hence. I think
that would be reasonable notice to give to the
people engaged in this traffic. If it were possible
that this question could be dealt with now, I
would personally make even greater concessions to
get rid of the traffic. If it were possible at this
present moment to pass a laV to allow the present
license holders to continue the traffic during their
lifetime, provided they complied with the require-
inents of the present law and properly obtain
their license, I will go so far as to accede to
a proposition of this kind, because in the
meantime the trafic would be circunscribed,
the number of licenses would be gradually
reduced, and ultimately we will get rid of the
whole business. I wish to offer a few remarks
now with reference to the revenue question.
I hold the opinion, and I am not alone in holding
it,that the diminution of revenue by the prohibition
of the liquor traffic will be only temporary. It is
within the knowledge of many gentlemen in this
House that in the year of Father Matthews'
greatest triumph in Ireland, one-half, or more than
one-half of the population, were pledged teetotalers,
the general revenue of the country instead of being
diminished was increased and it ran up to £90,000
sterling beyond the average of any former years.
My hon. friend from Toronto ('Mr. Coatsworth)
treated fully on this portion of the question, and it
is not necessary for me to go any further in that
direction ; but I am fully satisfied that if the money
which is worse than wasted in this traffie were
employed, as it would be, in giving employment to
the people and increasing the purchasing.power of
the people, the duties derived from -the increased
consumption of dutiable goods would more than
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bring about an equilibriun iin a very short time.
I have a word or two to say in reference to the
aiendinents proposed to ny resolution, and I shall
deal in the first place with the anendment of the
hon. menber for South Leeds (Mr. Taylor). I
would readily dispose of that anendment by saying
that it is entirely too hazy in its character to receive'
the assent of the House; if I were dealing with a
gentlenan of the sane profession as inyself we
would simply dispose of it by saying that it was
voii for its indefiniteness. The lion. member lias
not thougtrlproper to indicate in what maininer the
opinion of the peoplie should be taken or as to how
the people were to he polled upon this question.

MIr. TAYLOR. That is a matter of detail.

Mr.J AMIESON. lamnot surelbut thathe actually
refuses to say in what way lie intended the popu-
lar sentiment should be taken, whether at the
polls or hy a referendum or plebiseite. I think
that before any proposition of the kind subinitted
by the hon. member for South Leeds (Mr. Taylor)
received the acceptance of this House it should at
all events lbe clear and easily understood, so that
we would know what we were voting upon. 1,
therefore, trust that the am»endment of the hon.
nember for South Leeds (Mr. Taylor) will not be
accepted by the House; and while I an speaking on
this subject I would go a step further, and say that
if I an authorized at all to speak for the tenper-
ance people of this Dominion I would state that
we are not prepared to accept a referendum or a
plebiscite upon this question, and that the unani-
mous sentiment of the temperance people of this'
country is, that if we get prohibition we nust get
it in a constitutional way, through the people's
representatives in this Parliament, and we are not
going to ask any new-fangled way of bringinig
about a result which cian very simply be brought
about on the floor of this Parliamnent. I have now a]
word or two tosay with reference to the anendment
of mîy lion. friend fron Ottawa (Mxr. Mackintosh).
My impression is that it lias some merit in it ; I am
disposed to concede that. I think ny lion. friend
was of opinion, at the time it was first introduced,
that it niglht produce somne good effect. But now
so mnuch timte has elapsed, and the session is so far
spentthatt telion.niember'sanendment,if accepted
now, would be utterly barren of any result. The
temperance people of this country want all the iii-
formation they can possibly get on this question;
and for ny part I should like to have placed before
the people in some proper way aU the information
asked for by iîy lion. friend in his amendnent.
But now, it must be conceded by every menber of
tihis House,it. is too late to have this question referred
to a special comnmittee, for such a connittee would
not have time to make an inquiry whiclh would be'
at all fruitful or serviceable to us in considering the
question at a subsequent session. In addition to
that, I think the hon. gentleman's amnendnent is
obviously unacceptable to the general tenperance
sentiment of this country, fromn the fact that lie
recognizes vested interests on the part of those whio
hold licenses. My hon. 'friend shakes his head;
but when I read to the House his amendmient, I
think he will see that I am correct. He asks this
House to affirm in the following language :-

" That this House, whilst desirous of moving in the
direction of the amelioration of the evils complained of
is of opinion that any legislation should be so safeguarded

Mr. JAMIESON.

as not too suddenly to disturb the revenue of the country
or the vested interests claiming compensation.''
If- that does not recognize vested interests, then
I do not understand the English language. Now,

1 Sir, I think I shall not follow this ouestion any
Sfurther. I must apologize to the House'for the time
I have occupied. I think they will agree witi me
that, owing to the fact that two important aniend-
ments have been subintted, and that l. had no
opportunity of replying to the arguments of those
hon. gentlemen who thought proper to differ fron
nie on this question, it was only reasonable that I
should occupy the attention of the House with a
few words in reply. I trust that the resolution
whicli I have subnitted will receive the assent of
the House. I cannot agree to accept either of the
amendnents, and I shall consequently vote against
then both, and stand by the original resolution
which I iave place(d before the House.

Mr. C URRAN. Might I ask the lion. gentleman
if lie speaks on behialf of the Alliance when he says
that they will not have a plebiscite on any ternis?

Mr. JAMIESON. I do.

MNr. McNEILL. I think, MNr. Speaker, it is due
to nyself as well as to the House that I should say
a word or two in explanation of niy position as the
seconder of the ainendmitent of my bon. friend from
South Leeds (Mr. Taylor). Whîen I agreed to
second that amendnent, I had just had a conver-
sattion with mny hon. friend front Bothwell (Mr.
Mills), who I ani sorry to see is not liere at this
moment. Fron that conversation I inferred,
erroneously, as it woluld seemi, that lie liad an un-
derstanding with ny lion. friend froui South Leeds
that lie would support his amendnent, and there-
fore I thouglt ItatL aiendîmient was the one nost
likely to·receive the support of this House; it was
also the one which came nearest to wli t I myself
would have preferred. But when·I agreed to sitip-
port that amnendment I told ny hon. friend
beside ne that I should be obliged, whien I got up
to second it, to say Ltat I would have prefered an
amendment whichi would go further than his-one
which would go so far as to say that the vote of
the people on this question should be had at the
earliest convenient time. I think it is due to ny-
self that I should say this. I think ny course in
reference to this matter has been consistent from
the first. I was, I think, the first member of this
Flouse to support the principle that this matter
should be referred to the popular vote, and
I am liere to maintain the sanie principle to-night.
When the Scott Act was before this House
I proceeded upon the saune principle, nanely, that
this was a matter which had been in a large neasure
reioved froi our hands and which was really in
the hands of the people; and, therefore, I support-
ed any amendment which, in my view, was calcu-
lated to inprove the working of the Scott Act, alto-
gether irrespective of whether I personally approv-
ed of such amendment or not ; and, on the saie
principle, I opposed anïy amendment which was
likely to prevent that Act from receiving a fair
trial. So now I hold that this question is really in
the hands of the people, and not in' the hands of
the people's representatives. For many years past
we have proceeded upon the principle that before
any legislation of this peculiar kind shall be put in-
to operation-legislation which is altogether differ-
ent in its nature from any other legielation with
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which we have to deal--legislation of such a pecu-
liar nature that it follows. a man into the privacy of
his home and dictates to him there what beverage
lie shall be pernitted to partake of-the pëople
theinselves shall be first consulted. We have
never ventured to place prohibitory legislation on
the Statute-book, or to make the people subject to-
it, without having first received the' permission of
a mîajority of the people who were to be affected by
it. This principle was accepted when the Dunkin
Act was passed before Confederation. It was en-I
dorsed when the Scott Act was passed sonie thir-
teen years ago, and it has been repeàtedly affirmed'
and reaffirned, endorsed and re-endorsed, when-
ever the Scott Act has been submitted to the
popular vote. I say that the right of the people
to be consulted before pr'ohibitory legislation is
placed on the Statute-book has been affirmed and
acted upon in Canada, without intermission or
contradiction, for the, last quarter of a :cen-
tury and more; and I say that if this fHouse
were to-niglit to trample upon this well-estab-
lished right, by proceeding to legislate over
the heads of the people, the result would bethat in,
the agitation which would speedily arise froni one,
end of this Dominion to the othér the course of
hon. members in this House would be described as,
a breach of trust and the action of this House as a
piece of tyranny. My hon. friend who has just
spoken ihas said that he does not approve of any
new-fangled principles being introduced into-our
constitution. I wonder if imy hon. friend took this
objection when the-Scott Act, which ie supported,
was introduced. I do not understand where his
consitency is in this matter. Why it should be
a new-fangled notion to suggest that this question
of prohibition shouid be left to the vote of the
people, ivhen ny hon. friend has been supporting
for yearsthe Scott Act, which was in principle:just
the saine, only that it went a little further-because
all that is proposed in this resolution is thaVtïthe
principle should be left to the decision of the people,
whereas in the Scott Act not only the principle but
the details were so left.

Mr. JAMIESON. Hear, hear.

Mr. McNEILL. My lion. friend seems to think
that is a modification of the principle. I venture
to say that it is, in this sense, that we giye away a
great deal more of our authority, as representatives
of the people, if we say that the people must pro-
nounce not only on the principle but also on the
details. No doubt my hon. friend has the idea
that what is proposed is the introduction of the
plebiscite. Well, the plebiscite js a very dreadful
name. It is something which has a very bad odour
in the nostrils of hon. members in this House, and,
no doubt, justly so. There is no doubt that the
plebiscite was very improperly used in France.
There is no doubt it was there mnade an instrument
of tyranny and an instrument to misrepresent the
views of the people, and our general elections might
be similarly used if they were conducted in the
sanie way as the plebiscite was conducted in France.
I am not here to argue on behalf of the plebiscite,
but I say that if our own general election ,had been
conducted in the same way as the plebiscite in
France it would have been no fairer in its results.
What was done, under the plebiscite? Questions
were drawn up in accordance with the wishes of
the government of the day and submitted to the

people, without any opportunity whatever being
given to discuss them. Not only so, but the
government officials in every quarter of France
were ordered, on pain of instant dismissal,
to force the people to vote yea, and in
many cases the negative ballots were withhéild
altogether, so that no opportunity was given
to vote otherwise. If we were to condùct
our general elections in that way the result would
not be altogether satisfactory, and though I am
not here to argue in favour of the plebiscite, I
venture to say that because the plebiscite was
misused in France is scarcely a valid argumeùt
againist the principle. But what is proposed here
differs very largély from the plebiscite, because the
plebiscite, as is genirally understood, is a question
which is left to the people withîout an opporturiity
being given for discussion, and often dravn up in
such a way as to be misleading. Not one of these
objeýtions apply here. This is not a question which
is submîitted to the people without diséussion, f r it
has been amply discussed on the public platforn

,and in this House time and again. What we pro-
pose is very much more like the referendum as used
in Switzerland. It is not quite that, because in this
aiendment we do not propose to leave all the details
to the people, but only the principle, and the princi-
plé has been thoroughly (iscussed. In Switzerland
the referendum is generally an act of the legisla-
ture, ail the details of which have. been arranged
and discussed b)y the legislature, but which is left
to the people's decision unider certain circuinstan-
ces. When it is an act bearing on-the constitu-
tion it is left as of right. In othier cases, if thirty
thousand-of the people, oreight cantons, petition
for it, they have the right to have any Act
of Parliaient submnitted -to them before it
becoies law. In this:case we siinply sùggest we
should do, to a nmodified extent and in a modified

I'degree, wliat we have done in£he case of the )unk in
'tand ScttActs. In these Acts all the details were

left to the people. In the present case we ask that
the principle be left to the people, and that prin-
ciple las already been thoroughly discussed. For
my part, if any hon. gentleman prefers to this pro-
position the suggestion that an Act of Parliament
should be submitted in place of the principle only,
I an perfectly willing to accept that proposal ;
but I say that this House is committed to
this policy, not only because we have acted in
this way in reference to the Dunkin and Scott Acts,
but because this House has itself declared, by a
resolution, that this question of prohibition shall
be submîitted to the people when the people are
prepared to pronounce upon it. I want to know
whether the natural, the logical, the consistent
thing to do, is iot to leave it to the people, and
ascertain whether they are prepared for it or not,
and for this reason I have much pleasure in second-
ing the amendment of the hon. member for Leeds.

Mr. LISTER. I suppose tbat, when a very large
proportion of the people of this country pronounce
in favour of prohibition, it is the duty of Parlia-
ment to give them what they desire. I have no
doubt that the Government have decided on some
policy in regard to this matter. I believe we were
informed by the Minister of Finance or some other
member of the Government, when this question was
last under discussion, that the Government would
be prepared to announce to iParliament and the
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country their policy upon this question, and i t
think that, before we are asked to pass a votet
upon it, it is the duty of the Government, the plaini
and nanifest duty of the Government, apart alto-i
get ber fronm the promise they have made, but upon
the merits of the question itself, so that the House
may deal intelligently with this question, and may
formi an opinion upon thepolicy which the Govern-
ment nay adopt, to tell this House vhat their
policy is. The various views which are held upon
this temperance question have been ventilated
here. We have heard the arguments for and
against it stated, and the views entertained had
been enunciated on both sides during this discus-
sion. I certainly had hoped and expected that the1
Minister of Finance would have been heard. I re-4
mnember that, fourteen years ago, it was my pleasurei
to listen to that lion. gentleman advocating the causei
of temnperance. If ever a man was devoted to the
cause of temperance, I thought it was that hon.
gentleman at that time. He urged it with all the
eloquence lie possesses and with all the persuasive-
ness of which he is a master, and I thouglit that,
if ever a man would stand by the ship till it sank
and went out of siglht, that man would be George1
E. Foster. Sone years afterwards I was elected to
Parliament, and niy hon. friend was elected about
the samie time for a constituency in the Maritime
Provinces. I believe lie had been a Liberal up to
that time, but lie was, I think, elected as an inde-
pendent, or, if not as a Liberal, he vwas a tempe-
rance man first, last and all the time. Judge of
my amazement when I rea.-d the account of an inter-
view which lie lad with a deputation which haild
gathered from various portions of this country and
met him iii his official capacity as Minister of
Finance, and judgeof the amnazement of the«people
of this country, who looked upon him. as the ch1am-
pion of temperance, as the leader in this question,
when they readbliis *ords :

"He said that equally strong prohibitionists might not
agree as to the methods and times for prohibition. This
was neither a Government nor a party question, but a
popular question, and the people only could decide what
was to be done. They must remember that there was a
wide difference between enactment and enforcemaent.
The delegates spoke of obtaining prohibition in the near
future, but the resolution of Mr. Jamieson contained no
future-it was essentially the present. Did they mean
that there was to be no grace ; that the carrying of the
resolution was to be followed the next day by a pro-
hibitory liquor law; or did they mean that the resolution
was to be adoptel and carried into effeet when the Gov-
ernment saw means and methods at their disposal? Again,
if the law was passel the first thing tuebe faced was a loss
of seven millions and a-half cf revenue."
Fourteen years ago there was no question in regard
to that. At that time lie pressed upon the people
vehemnently the question of prohibition, and said
that the country was ripe for prohibition, and the
people of the county in which lie was speaking
declared that the country was ripe for prohibition.
Again lie said that, if such a law were passed :

"Moral sentiment said, 'Let.it go; men's souls cannot
be weighed on the balance against money,' but it was a
pr-etical difficulty,nevertheless, for the next moment he,
as Finance Minister, would have to come down te Parlia-
ment with a scheme to provide that revenue. And how
was it to be done?

" A delegate-Reduce your expenditurel
"Mr. Foster said that was impossible and that the.only

way to meet the loss of revenue was by imposing direct
taxation, for which the people were not ready. He was
not prepared to pass a prohibition law, be unable to
enforce it or to raise the revenue, and have a reaction set
in, with the result of sweeping the Government that
enacted the iaw eut of power, and a return te a state of

Mr. LISTER.

things ten times worse than they were before. His posi-
tion was this: The people had a right, to what they
wanted, but the first duty of the Government was to
ascertain if'the people really. did want prohibition and
would stand by. it and take all the attendant consequences.

":Rev. Dr. Potts-How can you ascertain that?
"Mr. Fosterreplied there were two ways-one by the

simple constitutional means of makingprohibition a
direct issue at the polls and eleet men pledged to support
a prohibitory liquor law ; the other bywhat was known
as a plebiscite. Either means would be effectual. As to
whathis action in the House would be,they wouldsee
for themselves when the proper time came."
A change caine over the spirit of the hon. gentle-
mans dreams after lie took a seat in the Cabinet,
for now he says that the difficulties in the way of
total prohilbition exist in regard to the finances of
the country, that there is nò0 way of making up the
deficit which would naturally arise froin having
immediate prohibition. That hon. gentleman has
in thisiHouse, in 1883, 1884 and 1885, voted for
and supported prohibitory resolutions. He has
declared by his voice and his vote that this coun-
try was ready for total prohibition. Ned I recall
the discussion which took place here in 1886, when
the Robertson amendnent was proposed (leclaring
that now the country was ready for prohibi-
tion ? If you look at the votes polled on that night
you will find the naine of George E. Foster as one
of those who sustained that motion. In 1884 the
gentleman who now occupies the important posi-
tion of Finance Minister spoke upon this question,
and he said :

"I am within the mark when I say the evils result-
ing from the liquor traffic have done more to retard the
prosperity of the country and to sow the germs of disorder
and diseontent than any otherevils probably with which
the country lias been afflicted."
He also said :

" So, Sir, when we desire that the .liquor traffie be sup-
pressed by legal;enactment, we are within the bounds and
rules which economic science on every page lays down,
and which will join us in declaring that tbe,liquor shiuld
be suppressed un the best economie interests of the
country."
He further said:

" Men have got beyond the idea that they are here sim-
ply to recruit soldiers, to gather taxes, and to carry on
war and let the best interests of the country take care of
themselves, and they bave come to the conclusion that in
the future, is the p ractical duty of legislators to dig down
into the causes which lie at the root of social deterio-
ration."
Later in the same debate he said, on page 1120 of
the Hanxard :

" I make bold to stand up and declare from my.place in
Parliament, that this free people in the Dominion of
Canada will not cease their agitation, and will not be
satisfied until the largest application of the principle of
prohibition bas been made to a traffie which they know is
an enemy to the best interests, material, moral and social,
of the people."
Again, on page 1121 lie said:

" We legislate to keep up the brewery, to keep up the
liquor shops in ourcountry, who employ altôgether some
il ,000 or 12.000 persons. Now, there is another class in
this country and that is the 4,400,000 and over, who donot
make and sel liquors. The legislation we have at present
is in favour of the 11,000, but it is against the best interestsof 4,400,000"

In this debate Mr. Robertson, M. P. for Shelburne,
moved to add the rider :

" And this House is of the opinion that the public senti-
ments of the people of Canada calls for immediate legisla-
tion to that end."

Mr. Foster insisted that this addition to his motion
was in order, and voted for it. And again, in 1885,
on the motion made by Mr. Kranz, M.P., to grant
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compensation to distillers and brewers, Mr. Foster
said (Ha.wsard, page 243) :

" To-day we have a resolution which distinctly recog-
nizes the fact that the prohibition movement can no longer
be ignored that the people are behind it, and this resolu-
tion is, if I understand it rightly the calm and deliberate
expression of opinion that whether they be prepared for
death or not, death is imminent ** * That question
bas been before the country for 50 years; it has steadily
been making forward towards its solution. Every year it
bas been increasing in strength ; every year its influences
behind it have been augmented."
Then, Mr. Foster in an address subsequently, de-
livered in 1885 (Hanxard, page 251):

"e computed the loss to Canada by the liquor traffic,
in loss of labour, by deaths caused by it, to be $12,000,000
yearly. He also computed the loss to the Dominion, by
money thrown away on the liquor, to be $4000O,M00, or a
total loss yearly of $52,000,O0O."

Now, Mr. Speaker I repeat that these were the
views of the hon. gentleman previous to his being
called upon to take a seat in the Cabinet. I an
not saying that these are not his views to-day, I
an not questioning that he may be an ardent tem-
perance mnan still ; but if we are to judge from the
statements made by him to the delegates who met
him on the occasion referred to we must conclude
the opinions which he expressed in 1884, in 1885
and in 1886, are not the opinions which he holds
to-day. Wlhat is the reason? Is it that lie is
afraid to face the question? Is it that he is afraid,
as lie stated to them, that the Goverrnent of
whichhlie is a member will be swept out of power ?
Or is it true that rather than sacrifice himself on
this question, which to hin was greater than all
other questions, lie would prefer to sacrifice that
great question rather than lose the seat which lie
holds in tie Government of this country? Fifty-two
millions a year is the loss which he estimated this
country sustained, and the hon. gentleman, ardent
advocate as he was of the prohibition movement
for ail these years, long before he had a seat in
this House, and for years afterwards, rising on
every occasion when this question was brought
before the House, advocating it with all the skill,
with all the power at his command, we find
that suddenly, when a seat is given to him
in the Cabinet, all these difficulties arise-
the question about the revenue, the question as
to whether the result of such legislation would not
be to sweep the present Government out of power.
Sir, the people of this country can only conclude
that the position which the Government are taking
to-day, that the utterances which my hon. friend
made to that delegation, indicate an abandonment
by himi of all the professions lie lias ever made on
the question of prohibition, and that lie prefers
a seat in the Cabinet with its $7,000 a year to
standing by the principles of which he professed to
be such a warm and ardent adherent. Sir, never
in the history of this House, never in the history
of any Parliament of Canada since we lad parlia-
mentary governmnent, has there been presented to
the House such a mass of petitions on any question
as we have had tlhis session for prohibition. They
indicate that behind these petitions are hundreds
of thousands of people who are placing this question
above and beyond every other question that this
House has to deal with. And this House must deal
with it. They will not be allowed to trifle with this
question; the people of the country will call then
to account ; they must deal with it in one way or
the other. If Parliament is opposed to this prohibi-

tion movement, if the Government is opposed to it,
then it will become a question at the poils, and let
the Government take the consequences if they think
proper. But it nmst be dealt with ; and I repeat
again, that before this question is submitted to a
vote of this House it is the plain and manifest duty
of the Government to declare its policy thereon.

Mr. McMILLAN. I would not have said any-
thing upon this question were it not that a good
deal of weight has been laid upon the enforcement
of the Canada Temperance Act; and I think state-
ments have been nade on that subject not in
accordance with the facts. I think the member
for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) stated that the Govern-
ment of the Province of Ontario had not enforced
the Scott Act, and that it was their duty to enforce
that law. I think the member for East Grey (Mr.
Sproule) made a stateinent of the same description,
and said that the Provincial Governnuent of Ontario
lad not enforced the Scott Act simply because it
was a Dominion law. That lion. gentleman also
stated that if the Dominion Government had under-
taken to "nforce the Scott Act they would have
been interfering with provincial matters. I would
renind those lion. gentlemen that the Dominion
Governmnent took the licensing systein out of the
hands of the Provincial Government and assumed
control of it. Let those lion. gentlemen look back
to the tine when the Scott Act was passed in the
60 counties they speak of in the Province of Ontario,
and let them renember that the officials who at
that time were empowere(l to enforce the licensing
systeni and enforce the McCarthy Act-I speak of
my own knowledge and experience when I relate
what took place in the County of Huron, and I can
assure the House that in all that county the Dom-
inion officials, whose duty it was to see that the
Scott Act was enforced, did everything in their
power to prevent the carrying out of that law.
They went so far as to cone before the County
Council of Huron and urged the council not to ask
the Provincial Governient to appoint a police
magistrate to try the cases, after it had been found
that wlhenever information was laid and a convic-
tion seemed sure, the case was taken from court to
court, and no such thing as conviction could be
had-let these hon. gentlemen rememnber that
these things took place under the officials appointed
by the Dominion Governmnent to enforce the licens-
ing system in the County of Huron. The inspector
refused to have anything to do with the first five
informations that were laid before him. When
the information was laid before the magistrate
then three convictions were secured. This
proves conclusively that they were not buncomube
informations that were wanted, but informations
laid on a good foundation. My mind goes back
further, and I think I remember that the Minister
of Finance of to-day laid down a very good pro-
position at one time when he stated the conditions
under which a law could be fairly tested. Speaking
on temperance, he said that when a law was passed
by a Government it was the duty of that Govern-
ment to provide proper machinery, for the proper
enforcement of that law, and if that Government
failed in that particular duty it could not be eaid
that the law had had a proper opportunity to be
tested. Such, I hold, was the condition of the Scott
Act in ma.ny portions of Ontario. Proper machinery
was not provided by the Government when the law
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was passed, and for that reason the law in many in-
stances proved a failure. The hon. member for
Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) stated that for two or three
months in his locality the law was obeyed, but
after twelve months the law was at an end and
liquor was sold as at any other period. This proved
that the people of the cointry were prepared to
obey the law, providing the Government bad pro-
vided proper machinery to carry it ont. I believe
siicli tol be the case. Let me say that the social
drinking habits of the people of this country and
of the old country are such that it becomes the
duty of each individual to put his shoulder to the
wheel and endeavour to reinove this gigantic evil.
I heard the other day of a condition of things in
mv native land for which I was ashamed. I read
a statenent froin the contractor for the construc-
tion of the bridge over the Frith of Forth, in which
it was stated that in builing the bridge it was found
that the workmen of Britain had fallen into such
a condition that when men were required who
were prepared at all times to do their duty the
contractor had to employ Italians and Bavarians.
After the Scotchinen had worked two or three
hours, which was the time they were able to work
on the foundations of the bridge, the 'noment they
left work they went to the hotels, and when they
again returned to take their places they were not
capable of perforning their d uties. Hence, foreign-
ers were put in their places, and the long-boasted
British workmen had to give place to men who
were not, I believe,«superior but inferior, except for
this drinking evil. I also saw recently the statement
of a sea captain sailing between the old country and
Australia. When asked what kind of sailors lie
preferred, he said he would not have Englishmen,
Irishnen, Scotchmen or Americans. When asked
his reasons, lie said they went ashore when the
vessel reached port and got drunk and fell into the
hands of the police, and there was no satisfaction
in employing them. Thei he was asked as to the
nationalities of the mon he employed. He replied
Italians, Danes and Norwegians, with whom he
saîd lie had no trouble ; and for cooks he chose
Chinese. These nationalities are superseding
British sailors in sailing British vessels. This is
an evil perneating all classes of society, from the
millionaire to the beggar in the street. The bench
has not been free from the evil results of intoxicat-
ing liquors, and even the pulpit lias at times been
disgraced by the effects of the traffic. I hope the
Minister of Finance still holds the opinion he
formerly held, because he made another statement.
He said that after looking somewhat carefully into
the subject and making a fair estimate, he came to
the conclusion that the people of Canada spend
each year for intoxicating beverages a sum in the
neighbourhood of $40,000,000. Yet that hon. gen-
tleman told a deputation which waited upon hin
that the Government could not afford to lose
annually $7,000,000 of revenue. The hon. genile-
man himself admitted that $40,000,000 was spent
in drink, for an object that- was not in the
interests of the wives and families of Canada,
and it must be admitted that if the money
was otherwise expended the people would be
better able to pay revenue than when their
earnings are spent in intoxicating liquors. Under
the Scott Act in 1886, the inspector of gaols and
prisons stated that in one portion of Ontario where
over 1,000,000 people lived under the Scott Act,

Mr. McMn~.i

there were 1,800 crimes committed, but in another
portion with a little over 1,000,000 people
living under the Crooks Act, crimes reached
5,800, or a result of 1 to 4 in favour of the
Scott Act. That mu.t be taken as evidence of
the beneficial effects of the Scott Act in Ontario.
I hold that if we wait for every man to obey every
law we will never pass it or enforce it. We have
always had laws against burglars ; and yet burg-
lars are alnost daily brought before the courts.
We have laws against theft, and yet every day
thieves are punished. Does any one object to the
law, or does any one propose to dIo away with the
police force simply because the laws are not obeyed ?
If we had a prohibitory law to-day it would have
an educational force on the people that nothing
else ever possessed. Whenever you get people to
obey the law there is no necessity for the law,
because, the people are a law to themselves.
Taking all these facts into consideration, I cannot
vote for any amendment to the main motion. I
will give it my vote, and if the main motion is not
carried I will then be prepared to vote for a
plebiscite.

House divided on anendment (Mr. Taylor) to
amendnent (page 355):

YEAs:

Baker,
Hodgins,
McNeil,
Madill,

Messieurs
RDss (Dundas),
Taylor and
Wood (Brockille).-7.

NaYs:

Messieurs
Adams,
Allan,
Allison,
Amyot,
Armstrong,
Bain,
Barnard,
Barron,
Beausoleil,
Béchard,
Beith,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Bernier,
Borden,
Bourassa,
Bowell,
Bowers,
Bowman,
Brodeur,
Brown (Chateauguay),
Brown (Monck),
Burdett,
Burnham,
Burns,
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Inverness),
Campbell,
Carignan,
Carpenter,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Carroll,
Cartwright (Sir Richard),
Charlton,
Choquette,
Christie,
Cleveland
CoatswortL,
Cochrane,
Cockburn,
Coiter,
Corbould,
Corby,
Costigan,
Craig,
Curran,

Jamieson,
Kaulbach,
Kenny,
King,
Kirkpatriek,
Landerkin,
Langelier,
Langevin (Sir Hector),
Laurier,
Lavergne,
Ledue,
Léger,
Legris,
Lépine,
Lippé,
Lister,
Livingston,
Macdonald (Huron),
Macdonald (King's),
Macdonald (Winnipeg),
Macdonell (Algoma),
Mackintosh,
McAllister
MeDonald '(Victoria),
McDougald (Pictou),
MeDougall (Cape Breton),
McGreevy,
MeGregor,
McKay,
McKeen,
McLean,
McLennan,
MeLeod,
McMillan,
McMullen,
Mara
Marshall,
Masson
Mignault,
Miller,
Mills (Annapolis),
Mills (Bothwell),
Moncrieff,
Montague.
Mousseau,
Mulock,
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Daly,
Davidson,
Davies,
Davin,
Davis,
Datwson,
Delisie,
Denison.
Desaulniers.
Desjardins (L'Islet),
Dewdney,

Dickey,
Dugas,
Dupont,
Dver,
F irlrc,
Edgar,
Edwards,

F. ir.irn,Fauve,
Feitherston,
Ferguson (Leeds & Gren.),
Flint,
Forbes,
Foster,
Fra ser,
Fréchette,
Gauthier,
Geoffrion,
Gibson,
Gillies,
Gilimor,
Girouard,
Godbout,
Gordon,
Grandbois,
Grieve,
Guay,
Haggart.
Harwood,
Hazen,*
Henderson,
Hutchins,
Hyman,
Iugram,
Irines,
Ives,

Anendment to the am

Murray,
O'Brien,
Paterson (Brant),
Patterson (Colehester),
Pelletier,
Perry,
Pope,
Prior,
Proulx,
Putnam,
Reid,
Rider,
Rinfret,
Robillard,
Roome.
Ros (Lisgar),
Ryckman,
Sanborn,
Savard,
sermer,
Semple,
Simnard,
Skinner,
Somerville,
Spohn,
Sproule,
Stairs,
Stevenson,
Sutherland,
Temple,
Thompson (Sir John),
Tisdale,
Trow,
Truax,
Tupper,
Tyýrwhitt,
Vaillancourt,
Wallace.
Watson,
Weldon,

White'(Cardwell),
White (Shelburne),
Wilmot,
Wood (Westmoreland), and
Yeo.-15.

iendIment negativeid.

Mr. FOSTER. It is not altogether in reply to
the exceiedingly kind and somewhat seductive in-·
vitations from the other side of thç House, that I
should make known my views on this question
before the House comes to a final vote, that I rise
for the purpose of asking the indulgence of the
louse for a very few moments. For two or three

years past, although almost every year the question
of prohibition in one form or other has been before
the House, and has been discussed, I have not had
very much to say, and that for reasons of ny own.
During that time I have been subjected, of course,
to a great many criticisms and to a great many
nisrepresentations. I do not complain of that ;
every person in public life has to be subject to these
criticisms and these misrepresentations, and it
would be impossible for nie to keep track of either
one or the other and reply to all. I do not intend
to-night to reply to the gentleman fromn Lambton
(Mr. Lister), I leave that to some other person
whose quality of mind will better fit him for the
purpose than my own. I have, however, to thank
him, although he unwittingly did it, for the service
which he has lone me. He has quoted from
speeches which I have maie, and I hope he has
received a deal of benefit froni the research and
reading which bas been necessary in order to
acquaint huniself with these speeches and excerpts.
I an quite sure that he has selected the very
strongest utterances I have made, and those nost
apropos to the question which is now under con-
sideration, and I propose to use these as a text
for explanation in the few remarks to which I ask

42

this House kindly to listen. The hon. gentle-
inan has read from certain speeches of mine,
delivered, he says, fifteen years ago, and delivered
later than that, but a few years ago, ani he has
done me the service of reading a newspaper report
of iny answer to the delegation which waited on
the Government some few weeks since. I take
this occasion to say that this newspaper report
does not exactly convey the ideas that I tried to
express ; in the main the ideas are w'hat I did
express, but the conjunction is not the same, and a
different sense could be taken from them than what
I proposed they should béar. That always happens,
or very often happens, when newspaper reports of
what one says are made hurriedly. However, I
desire to say this: that with reference to the
question of prohibition I have not changed my
views as to the principle from the time that. I had
views upon this subject, whether it be fifteen·years
ago or whether it be. later. I to-day believe in the
principle of prohibition just as strongly, and more
strongly, than I have in. any other previous part
of my life. I believe also in the practicability of
the principle of prohibition, and in. this I will no
doubt differ from a great *many gentlemen on both
sides of the House. I cannot help that. I have
my opinions. I propose to keep them, and I have
to avow here to-night in the House and before the
country, that I am of the opinion, froni the light
and knowledge that I possess upon it, whether it
be sufficient to enable 'ne to give a proper judg-
ment or not : that the principle of prohibition is a
feasible and practical·one in its application to the
country ; that it is feasible and practical under
certain conditions. Now, I desire to say in the next
place thatany hon. gentleman who reads my speeches
in the pa.st will find that I never burked nor blinked
the difficulties that were in the way of the enact-
ment and successful carrying out of prohibition hi
this country; neither was I ever so dishonest with
myself or with my audience as not to tell my
audience in the first place what I thought were the
difficulties that were to be encountered, and what
I thought was the battle to be fought before the
victory could be won ; and if hon. gentlemen inside
of this House, and if people outside of this House-
and many of them, too, who profess to be very
strong temperance men, and I do not doubt their
profession-would be honest enough to quote all
my speeches and to take me fairly on this point for
review, what I state to-night would be found to
be anply carried out.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Life is too short for that.
Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend may not be

altocrether in a condition to keep quiet, but he
would do me a very great favour if he would allow
me to speak without interruption. What I have
stated to be the difficulties in the way of prohibi-
tion, and what I believe to-night to be difficulties
in the way of the practical realization of prohi-
bition are mainly these. There is first the desire
for intoxicants, the desire for stimnulants which
exista in a large proportion of the people of this and
of other civilized countries. There may be a
difference of opinion as to why this is; some gen-
tlenien say that this is a natural appetite in mn,-
others say that it is an artificial one and that it is
bred by circunstances and by custorn, or that it is
transmitted by inheritance. I am of the second
belief and not of the first. However I ar ot
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here to-night te discuss ths point, but sinply to say
that it has now, and has in the past more than now,
been one of the great difficulties to be encountered
in the practical carrying out of the prohibition
principle. I stated as well, and I hold to the same
belief now, that the power of custom is another of
the great ditficulties which stand in the way of the
practical realization of prohibition. Any man who
studies history, any man who has gained experience,
any man who observes to-day, knows the power of
custon and whatayokeit placeseven uponintelligent
men. That power of custom, draped in aIl the
allurements of hospitality and of genial fellowship, is
one of the adjuncts of the liquor traffic and one of the
incitemnents to the drinking usages of the country;
and these will have to be largely reforned and
overcome before the principle of prohibition is practi-
cally realized. I have always statedI, and I state to-
day, that the moneyed interest is another great dif-
ficulty to be overcone. The man who manufactures
intoxicating liquor does it to mnake noney from it
the labour he employs is paid by this money ; the
man who sells the liquor by wholesale has his profit ;
the man who retails it has his profit ; the munici-
pality, the province, the Governiment has its share,
and, before the man who manufactures can pocket
his gains, he has to divide with all these different
classes; and, when you talk prohibition, and
before you get prohibition to be an accomplished,
practical fact, you have to fight, and you have
to conquer, that interest. I have stated, as well,
that another ditficulty in the way of prohibition
was the difficulty of its enforcement. Any person
who has had practical knowledge and experience
of license laws and Scott Acts, of local option
laws, or of prohibition, in any country, knows the
difficulties to be met with in enforcing a law
of this kind. We may say they should not
exist, w-e mnay shut our eyes and declare that they
do not exist, but all the same they do exist and
they have Vo be overcome, andt'ey are.a.factor Vo
be encountered in the ultimate carrying out of the
principle of prohibition. I have always stated and
I state to-night that another dliticulty to be over-
cone is the difficulty of the adjustment of revenues.
The gentleman from Lamnbton (Mr. Lister) misrepre-
sented me in this matter. The gentleman from
South Huron (Mr. McMNillan) alsomisrepresented me.
Neither of them probably, I will do then the
justice to believe, intended to do so ; but anyone
who states that before that deputation or any other
deputation I gave as a reason whyîI could not favour
a prohibitory law, that the $7,500,000 of revenue
stood imperativelyin the way, states what is not true,
and states what I did not state. I want that to go as
current outside as inside of this chamber ; and
gentlemen who have a thought about then ouglit
to be careful on these points of criticisi of the repu-
tation of another, even though he be nothing
but a public man, and ought to be sure of the

rounds of their criticism. I never said such a thing.
am here to make another statement. I do not

count a gold dollar for one single moment in the
balance against one single ray of light or happiness
that comes into the humblest home in this
country. I do not count your handful of dollars
against the happiness or well-being of one single
man, if it is attacked and in danger ; and I
am here to-night to state that I do not look
at the $7,500,OOO as worth one moment's argument
if it is put *i the balance against a strong demand

Mr. FOSTER.

of the people to do away with what I consider to
be an evil, and to bring about a state of things which
I consider would be better for the homes, the hap-
piness and the material »rosperity of the country.
But I did not méet that temperance delegation,
and I do not propose to ieet any other temperance
del'gation, and say to then: True, S7,500,(0 of
the necessary revenue of the country will be taken
away, but do not letusthink aboutthat, thatpresents
no ditficulty. Do not I know that it is a ditficulty ?
Was I not honest in stating that it was a diti-
culty ? Would I not be dishonest if I did not say
that that is a practicial difficulty, and that we nust
consider how it is to be met ? Nobody knows
better than hon. gentlemen opposite, who have
been for years anbitious of occupying the Treasury
benches, that the nioment they take possession of
then they nust expect the question of ways and
mneans to he one of the most important questions
with which they are to grapple ; andI howev
favourable they are to prohibition when they are on
the Opposition seats, when, in the far-off tùne, I
hope, they coie to occupy these benches as a Gov-
ernment, they well know that whenever a ian or
a set of men, no iatter how good their cause may
be, comes to theni and says: We have a proposi-
tion ; we wish you would carry it out; you will
lose S7,5)0,000 of revenue, but then there will be a
great advantage to the country, and.you should not
let that trouble you; they rnust reply: It does trou-
ble us : it is apractical diificulty to overcomne, and we
muust tind how to provide the wavs ani mneans. Sir,
if this country.and this Parlianent agrees to it, I an
here to state that no better thing could be done in
this cou ntry than to do what? Than to provide
in sone other way for the $7,500,000 of r2venue
in order to have a country llessed with the
sobriety and peace and consequent plenty that
I believe would comte f rom a well-ordered and well-
enforced prohibitory law. Nôw, that is sinply my
position. Criticize it. as you mnay, but criticize it
fairly as I place it before you ; and any mnan who
lias been Finance Minister, or who wishes to be
Finance Minister, will know that lie lias a practical
difliculty to face when he is asked to comle down to
the House and provide for $7,500,M) of taxation,
by giving it up for any cause, no matter how good
it mnay be. Sir, it has been stated that that weouli
be saved to the country, and it bas been said that
in speeches formerlyniade by mne I had declared that.
So I have declared it, and I believe it would be
saved to the country ; butl believe too that although
it would be saved to the country, and the country
would be so much the richer for that saving, it none
the less is a difficulty to provide for the financial
needs of the preseit; and this is to be done by in-
creased taxation, and by sone method other
than that which we have now for raising
our taxes. So nuch with reference to that
point. I said that I believed in the feasibility
of a prohibitory law under certain conditions.
What are those conditions? I will nane
but one, that is, the condition which follows as a
logical sequence, as a necessary deduction from
what I have just been stating, that before a pro-
hibitory law ought to be enacted, and before it can
be maintained so. as to do good in the country,
there must necessarily be the basis of a strong and
preponderating public sentiment in its favour, in
order not only to lead to its enactment, but to tend
to its maintenance and enforcement as well; and I
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say again, what has been quoted as a reproach to
me, and I say it boldly and earnestly, that that
man is no true friend of the temperance cause or
the prohibition movement who will'enact a law to-
day, if he does not firmly believe in his heart
that that law finds its reflex in the overpowering
conviction of a preponderating and active majority
in the country in favour not only of its enactnient.
but its maintenance as well; and that he would do
the worst possible service to the cause of prohibi-
tion to snatch a verdict for the enactment of the
law, and find out afterwards if it were not a
reflex of such a preponderating sentiment in the
country, that;it would become a dead letter on the
Statute-book, a by-word in the community, and
a reproach to the very temperance nien who
favoured its enactnent. So I say the first
thing that is necessary as a basis for the enact-
ment of a prohibitory law, and for its mainten-
ance, is a strong, preponderiting conviction in
the majority of the people of the country who
are to be subject to the law, and who are to main-
tain it by virtue of that strong, preponderating
conviction. Now, let us be honest with ourselves
to-night. Do we ·in our heart of hearts believe
that this country, from British Columbia to Cepe
Breton, hasthat strongly _preponderating and
actively co-operating sentiment in favour of the
enforcement of a prohibitory law? If we do, let
us vote for it and enact it. If we do not, let us be
honest with ourselves, honest with the cause, and
honest with the country as well. Now, Sir, I have
one other point. 'I an met at once with the
criticisn: We petition you for a prohibitory law;
these prove that the country needs it. Now, I
amnot one of those who would for one moment
ridicule the petitions which have poured into
and béei laid on the Table of this House. I
am pointed to the variety, and the scope, and
the number of those petitions, and I aM told
that they are an index that the people are in favour
of a prohibitory law. These petitions are, ninety-
nine out of every hundred, honest petitions, honestly
signed, and many of them bear the prayers of those
who pen the. signatures that those petitions might
eventuate in a strong and effective prohibitory law.
And I believe that these petitions nerit the careful
consideration of this House. But petitions do not
show certainly and definitely the state of feeling
of the conntry, and are not the basis upon which
we can enact legislation of the importance of that
which is proposed. I have every respect for
the resolutions that have been sent here, resolutions
of the synods, resolutions of conferences, resolu-
tions of temperance societies. These as indications
of opinion are excellent, but they do not offer to us
that indestructible and certain basis upon which the
law proposed could rest for its maintenance and en-
forcement. I do not believe that the indication
given by the vote on the Canada Temperance Act
and by the subsequent reversal of that Act, is a
certain sign that the people are or are not
ready for maintaining prohibition ; and I ask
members on both sides, coming fresh from their
constituencies, if they ean assure us they have a
warrant or not from the people to vote for
the enactment of a prohibitory law during this
session. Therefore I say we have not that certain
basis upon which, if we are honest, we ought to
stand. -I am met with the criticism : You doubt
that the country is ready, and you do not want to
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enact the law until it is, but give us no chance to
say whether we are ready or not. That is a fair
point to put and it has great weight with me. In
reply I may say there are chances. You have
the constitutional chance, the regular chance, the
old chance every four years to elect a man in each
county to represent you. Yes, but, they say, that
does not fill the bill; when we'come toageneralelec-
tion, we see two parties pitted against each other,
and there aré great questions which overshadow
this question of ours, so that we are beaten out of
the field and have no chance to get a fair expres-
sion of opinion. There is a good deal of truth
in that, but it is also true, on the other hand, that
if the temperance question does not burn itself to
the topmost place in the general elections, that is
fair proof that it has not the strong and wide basis
it ought to have in order to find its expression and
to maintain that expression after it lias found
place in the enactnent of the law. Will it not be
that every year this cause, struggling up through
the superstructure of other questions, niaking its
way to the front, will make itself at last the
overpowering and overmastering question at the
polls, and when it does that, it will have its
own heaven given warrant for declaring it has
in its favour the irrésistible mandate of the peo-
ple. That is my impression. Yet I acknowledge
the difficulty. I have great synpathy,;with one of
the strongest and best prohibitionist in his province,
who, writing to me a couple of weeks a go, said:
"Looking over the -field, I have ny doubts as to
whether the sentiment of the country is strong
enough to uphold a prohibitory law, if it were en-
acted to-day ; but for God's sake give us a chance to
vote for it outside of other questions." That brings
me tothesecond proposed way of getting at the voice
of thé people, that is by reference to the people of
the question alone, outside of the general elections,
and without the disturbing influence of other, ques-
tions. That is the referendum or the plebiscite, as
you choose to call it. There are ditficulties in the
way. One of the chief difliculties is outlined
by temperance men themselves, who, through the
Dominion Alliance, which holds itself to be a strong
exponent of the sentiment of the country, down
through Methodist conferences, lodges of Templars
and the like, say: We do not want any plebiscite;
we want nothing but the good old British method
of voting at the poll, when the man is before
us, and when we embody, as far as we eau,
in our representative, the sentiments of the coin-
munity; and that expression of the temperance
people weighs with ne and with this House against
the proposal of a plebiscite or referendum. There is
reason for their objection to that proposition. It is
unusual, and people are properly a little chary about
doing an unusual thing in regard to constitutional
and political methods; but besides being unusual,
it has this objection, that it is indefinite. Under
the plebiscite the people would be asked to vote:
" Are you in favour of prohibition or not," and they
would mark their ballots "yes" or "no." But have
they pledged in Parliament the representatives of
the counties to prohibition? There is a general
expression on the part of the people, but you have
not concentrated that opinion in the individual
representatives ; and when these representatives
meet in Parliament, unless they have a mandate
from their constituencies to vote for prohibition or
have pledged themselves specially to do so, they
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will iot feel the responsibilit3 resting upon thei and that anathema which would be hurled against
of carrying out the inteution generally expressed. nie if I did not vote for immediate prohibition. and
Thpt is one of the chief reasons why the strong I1 voted for it. There is my candid confession. Take
prohibitionists of this country are opposed to. the it, and niake what you please of it; but fromi this
referendum. There is this further danger, that if time forth I propose to do. what I consider to be
once you get this Parlianient in the habit of send- right and honest, and I will do nothing further and
ing back to the people any question which vexes nothing less. Now, after having made these few
it, you make that habit a custom, until you take 1 gentle and unemphatic remarks, allow me to state
away the strong power of representative insti- my position at the present tine and what I
tutions, by weakeninîg their responsibility and 1 am in favour of to-day. We never can have too
making it possible for men, with the best muchi information. My lion. friend fromn North
intentions, whenever any question comes up which Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) does not believe that the
promises to be troublesome, to just refer it to whitest and strongest light that can be throi n on
the people and ask their alvice upon it in their this question can be too white or too strong for it.
general capacity. These are the reasons for andi The inan in this House who is not a teîmperance
against these two methods, and I do not advocate, and. has not read widely and stie:
hesitate to say to-nighît which of these I prefer. deeply in regard to this subject, and it is
I believe in the -old constitutional methods. I not to the discredit of any one that lie lias n
believe in the votes, froni their places in this done so, if hé proposes to deal honestly with
House, of the representatives of the people. I be- this question as I know members on this side of
lieve in the responsibility of the people's repre- the House intend to deal, must cone to.the conclu-
sentatives here on the floor of Parlianient ; but I sion that it is tinie to stop playing with the prohi-
(do iot say that circuinstances nmay not arise with bition question, that members must make up their
reference to this question, which stands to a certain minds in regard to the facts of the case, in regard
extent in a different position fromn others, which to what .course is to be followed, must then say
may render it necessary that, some time or other, what they will do and mnust do wliat they say. In
it should go direct to the people; but if that practice order to do that, we need the fullest information.
is adopted in the country, it will bring many evil In 1872 and 1873, thére were very large pet itions
effects in its train. I wish for one moment to notice presented to each House of this Parliament. It is a
sone mean insinuations that have been thrown inistake, I think, to say that the petitions laid upon
across the floor to-night, that once I was a prohibi- the Table of the House this session were more iu-
tionist and temperance man, aud that now I am not, Ifluential or more numnerously signed than those
and that the reason is that I now get seven thousand 1,which were presented in 1873, 1874, and 1875. I
dollars salary a year. If any gentleman has the have not the figures at hand, but I know that those
pleasure and the anxiety of holding a seat on were monsterpetitions. They came to a Governmient
the Treasury benches and goes through his work 1 which was led by. hon. gentlemen opposite. They
fairly and well, he will find that *at the prayed for prohibition. Select committees were
end of eachî year. that he lias hiad as many appointed hy both this House and the Senate. they
clothes as he can wear, and as nuch food made their investigations, and botli of- these coin-
as lie can eat,.and the chance to do as much work mittees reported in favour of immediate and total
in one year as in any other capacity lie would prohibition. But the House and the Governient
attempt to do in five, and that is about the sui and were not satisfied with that, and a commission was
substance of it. It is not worth while for me to appointed to investigate the matter. The coin-
repel that insinuation. I do not propose to lower iissioners went to different countries and made
myself by doing so, but while on this point I wish a yearls study of the subject and enbodietl their
to refer to another mnatter. The Montreal itne views in a report to the Goverment, and another
is a temperance prohibitionist paper, and the!resolution %vas presented to the bouse, and the
Dominion Alliance is a temperance reforin body,1 great temperauce convention whiclimet ln 1875 aIse
representative to a certain extent. But when the 1 passed a resolution in favour of prohibition. After
Witnes proposes, as it did a few days ago, to say to ail that, the Goverument did not pass a prohibitory
a mnember of Parliament : "I have my eye on you. liquor law, and I think %r. Mackenzie stated, as
This is a resolution which I put in the hands of thej is reason for not doing su, that le did not tlink
lion. member for North Lanark, and I am going to the country was ripe for sud a measure. Since
watch every man, and every man who does not that tinie, sixteen or seventeen years have passed,
vote for that resolution I amgoing to mark asopposed aui the worldes experience lias ripeued, ant e
to prohibition." Well, I believe in every man having history of temperance effort and of probibitory
his own opinion, as I believe in the Witne.« having légslation lias taken a wite stride forward, $0
its own opinion, but the time has not yet come now it occupies a significant ant important position
when l, occupying a seat in this Parliament, pro- which it tit not at that time. How ranymnin
pose to put my conscience and my judgment in thethis bouse have studied what ha been doue duriug
keeping of any paper or set of men. I propose to that period, and foilowcd it closely? I think that
do what is honest and fair on this question, and I every man lu this bouse wants to know wbat.has
will make an honest confession before this House been doue and to get at thc rcsults of experinents
to-night. The only inconsistency which bas been wlidh have been made lu other countries, if lie
urged against me is that on one occasion I voted for desires to give an intelligent expression of opinion
immediate prohibition when Mr. Robertson, of Shel- on this subject. During that tine Kansas las been
burne, brought that up as an amend ment. I did it, addedte the roll of prohibition Stateand Iowa las
and I did it in a moment of weakness. I did it, not ai-1-- enLad- dtotherol_ prohibtiontes
because I was convinced that the country was tIenTeelashermandifocadIbeee
ready for immediate prohibition, but because I feltwihrabnftoeoutiehihvadpd
that the lash was raised ontside of that criticism tei tl rcta oepol ipt ht

apoitd o nesigtOteTate. h cm



[JUNE 24, 1891.]

but that is not my position. Why should we fnot
learn the results of the world's experience in all
these years. What I propose is not for the pur-î
pose of shelving the temperance question or thei
prohibition question, but for the purpose of getting
information as to the nost approved, the latest,
the mnost reliable data. I propose that a Royal
Commission shall he appointed to enbody the;
results of the world's experience in regard to this!
question fron 1874 up to the present time, and to
make research and to collect all the facts and all
the experience they can get, and lay before this
Parliament the result of the experience of other!
countries and the data which they can obtain fron
them, which will be of the utmost advantage to
the menihers of this House and will be helpful to!
the country as well. That will forn a better basis1
for the consideration of this question than any-
thing we have now before us anid will enable us to
arrive at a proper conclusion upon it. I have said
more, perhaps, than I thought I should at the
heginning. What I have said I adhere to. Theseî
are mv convictions and I place them before the
House and the coitry. I move in amendnent to!
the amendment, that all the words after the word
" that - in the original motion, and all the words
of the proposed amendment be struck out, and the
following words added instead thereof

In the opinion of this House, it is desirable, without
delav, to obtain for the information and consideration ofi
Parliament, b means of a.Royal Commission, the fullest
and înost rElle data possible reqpecting-

a1. The effets of the i(juor tramiupon all interests
affected by it in Canada.

" 2. The measures whieh 1>ve been adopted in this and
other e untries with a view to lessen, regulate or prohibit
the tramec.

" The results of these measures in each case.
"4. The effect that the enactmient of a prohibitory

liquor law in Canada would have,in respect of social con-
ditions, agneultural business, industrial and commercial
interests. of the revenue requirements of municipalities,
provinces and the Dominion, and also, as to its capability
of efficient enforcement.

o'. Ail other information bearing on the question of
prohibition."
And it is only fair for me to state before sitting
down that this resolution is drawn out very largely
on the lines .of the amendment of my lion. friend
from Ottawa (Mr. Mackintosh), widened and
broadened considerably mn the scope which lie had
arranged for m his amendment ; and, although, as
he stated, there was no knowledge and agreement
between myself or any member of the Government
and hiuself in regard to that matter, his plan, in
its essence, recomnended itself to the Government,
and this is simply a little widenig and broadening
of the principles on which he base his amnendnent.
I hope that the House will adopt this amendnment,
and that good results will cone to the cause of tein-
perance and sobriety in Canada fromn the work of
that commission.

Mr. LAURIER. It seems to me that if ever a
conclusion on any subject was at v-ariance witi theJ
proposition itself, the conclusion which the han.
gentleman hasoffered tous in hisamendmentis such;
it is totally opposed to the principles he has just laid
down. The hon. gentleman stated that he was a pro-
hibitiouist at heart, and stil believed in prohibition;
he was not always required, as he said, to defend
hinself against the charge of inconsistency. Well,
I will not go over his record to charge him with
inconsistency, I will be satisfied to take his speech
to- night and the conclusion at which he has arrived,

because if ever two things were inconsistent, it is
the proposition laid down by the hon. gentlewan
in his speech and the conclusion to which he has
arrived. He stated that lie was a prohihitionist at
heart. that he still believed in prohibition, and
that he would he ready to enforce it, but for one
fact as to which he was not quite certain, and that
was whether the public opinion of this country was
ready to sustain and iaintain a prohibi-
tory law, if a prohibitory law were passed. In
lofty language the hon. gentleman said that he
would not hold a piece of gold against a ray of
light, not even a handful of golit against a ray of
light ; but he said that judging from the experience
of the past lie had reason to believe that if a pro-
hibitory law was passed to-day, it would not
be enforced, and that the country would reap no
better results from it than it is reaping to-day.
What, then, would be the conclusion at which one
would expect the hon. gentleman to have arrived ?
That we should have information as to whether
public opinion is ready or not to sustain a prohibi-
tory law. That would be the natural conseq uence.
The hon crentlenan is ready to-day to ta-e the
responsibilities of raising a revenue, without the
revenue derived froum the liquor tratiie, and lie is
eady to undertake the task of tinding other

sources whereby our coffers could be kept full-he
would be ready to undertake all that if he could onàly
know this day that there is in the country such a
prohibitory sentiment that a prohibitory law would
not remain a dead letter upon the Statute book.
This is all the information the hon. gentleman
needs, before he asks Parliamnent to pass a proliii)i-
tory law. Now, Sir, this being the fact-and I

p ut the case fairly, I put it in the very words, I
believe, which the lion. gentleman lias just used,
that is the only proposition u ln which lie wishes
to be informned, this is the onlylight which h alsks
for now. Now, let us look at the conclusion of his
premises. Does he ask for this commission to en-
quire whether public opinion to-day is ready to
sustain a prohibitory law ? Does he ask whether
the people would vote for prohibition if they were
allowed an opportunity of voting upon the ques-
tion ? No, Sir, there is not a word of that. The
hon. gentleman reviewed alYthe methods whereby
public opinion could be tested on that matter.
There was the plebiscite, he said, but he does not
want a plebiscite, perhaps there might be
objections agaiist it. There is the old
constitutional imethod, the old British method, that
we emnploy to settle every question thiat cones up,
that is by an election every four or five years when
the people are called upon to pronounce their
jud lnent. There is force. certainly, in the remark
of t e hon. entleman that if to-day public opinion
was seriously in favour of prohibition, it is pro-
bable that the voice of the people would mnake itself
felt to that effect by sending to -Pariiament a
mnajority of nenbers ready to vote for it. But the
hon. gentleman discarded all these methods, and he
wants information,sohesays, as to whether the people
are ready, as to whether public opinion is in favour of
prohibition. Let us look at what he proposes. He
asks for a Royal Commission to investigate what ?
To ascertain what is to-day the public sentiment in
regard to prohibition? To ascertain whether the
people, if consulted, would give their decision in
favour of prohibition? Nothing of the kind, but
only, to ascertain "the effeet of the liquor traffhe
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upon all the interests affected by it in Canada."
That, Sir, is the conclusion of the hon. gentleman
who, a moment ago, said would not hold a piece of
gold in comparison to a ray of light. Does he want
to know what would be the effect of prohibition
upon the material interests of the country ? He
would not be in doubt as to where he would get the
revenue.

Mr. FOSTER. That is for your information,not
so much for ine.

Mir. LAURIER. Oh, that is too charitable, and
too thin at the sanie tine. I do not ask for infor-
mation; I an ready to vote on the propositions
which are before the House. The lion. gentleman
said a moment ago he did not want any information
unon that subject, he was ready to find the revenue.
Now, lie wants to be inforned:

1. The effècts of the liquor traffie upon all interests
affected by it in Canada.

"2. The measures which have been adopted in this and
other countries with a view to lessen, regulate or prohibit
the traffic.

"3. The results of these measures in each case.
"4. The effect that the enactment of a prohibitoryliquor

law in Canada would have in respect of social conditions,
agricultural business, industrial and commercial inter-
ests, of the revenue requirements of municipalities, pro-
vinces and the Dominion, and also as to its capabihty of
efficient enforcement.

" 5. AU other information bearing on the question of
prohibition."
Sir, this is only an unmnanly attempt to shirk the
question.

-Mr. FOSTER. You have not given us your views
yet.

Mr. LAURIER.
anendment.

I have given my views on this

,Mr. SCRIVER. It has been said that history
repeats itself, but if it does it affords us strange
examples of contradictions in the conduct and utter-
ances of public nien, I think if there is any one
person who listens to the eloquence, the very
eloquent and forcible speech which the Minister of
Finance made this evening and who heard the
equally eloquent and forcible speech which he made
sonie years ago, but who will admit that the hon.
gentleman sees entirely new light, that he does
not at al stand, notwithstanding his profession of
being a prohibitionist still, upon the same grounds
that he did in 1884. On the 5th March in 1884, Mr.
Foster moved :

" That the object of good government is to promote the
general welfare of the people by a careful encouragement
and protection of whatever makes for the public good,
and by an equally carefui discouragement and suppres-
sion of whatever tends to the public disadvantage.

" That the traffic in alcoholic liquors as beverages is
productive of serious injury to the moral, social and indus-
trial welfare of the people of Canada.

" That despite all preceding legislation, the evils of
intemperance remain so vast in magnitude, so wide in
extent, and so destructive in effect, as to constitute a
social peril and a national menace.

" That this House is of the opinion, for the reasons
hereinafter set forth, that the right and most effectual
legislative remedy for those evils is to be found in the
enactment and enforcement of a law prohibiting the im-
portation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors
for beverage purposes."

Mr. FOSTER. Those are still my sentiments.
Mr. SCRIVER. The hon. gentleman had no

do.ubt at that time as to what the country requires.
Mr. FOSTER. Now show the inconsistency.
Mr. SCRIVER. I have some more quotations

to make, and I prefer to make these quotations
Mr. IAURIER.

rather than to give any utterances of mvown.
They are altogether more forcible and powerful as
arguments in favour of the imediate enactmtet of
a prohibitory law, than any considerations I am
able to present.

Mr. FOSTER. What a public benefactor I have
been.

Mr. SCRIVER. I thiik you were, or aimed to
be at one time, but I an afraid you have sadly
fallen from grace. Referring to two or three points
which the Minister of Finance has urged this even-
ing as constituting a reason for taking very (ifer-
ent ground fron that lie took in years gone by, I
propose to read two or three quota:ions froiî the
speech the hon. gentleman made on that occasion,
and no one within the sound of my voice will fail
,o understand how strangely different his present
position is from his position on that occasion, and
he has laid hinself, at least, open to the charge of
inconsistency, if not of want of strict candor. The
hon. gentleman, after speaking at some length of
other aspects of the question, went on to say:

"There is another question which has agitated the
minds of a good many, and is Iooked upon as a very serious
objection to the passing of a prohibitory law. I allude to
the loss of revenue to the country in consequence of this.
I will not go into the moral question as to whether this
revenue is obtained in a legitimate manner, as to whether
it is right or wise for this country to batten upon the
proceeds of this traffic, but I will simply quote the
authority of a gentleman whoma I am glad to see sitting in
his seat opposite to me to-night, a gentleman whom a
large majority of this House consider to be a very high
authority upon financial matters. I allude to the bon.
the Finance Minister, who last summer, on August 9th, at
Westminster Palace Hlotel, in London, made a speech
upion Canadian liquor legislation, and in that speech he
said:

" It has been ny misfortune. or fortune. having been a --r-at iiany
Vears in the Government of muy native ProIvinc.e of New Brunlswi-k ;iud
in the Government of the Dominion, to hold the post or Finan.:t Muister
in al these Governinents. and I have never heani but one opinion atout
the revenue question. namiely, that it Lq of quite secondary iiiaj.rtaine.
though It is. I admit, a more tiffuult thing with ylou. Tie revenlnel we
obtain in the Dominion of Canada is protýably tive or ix millions of
dollars a year, and it costs 2.O00)L) In providing it for us. No Firmnee
Minister would remain long in offilce who would. in this dus3. propose a
seheme for raising a revenue of $5t>,)00 that would cos E, 0.00 to
conect-

" Mr. Speaker, I think that, coming from such an
authority as this, this fouse will accept the view I have
propounded, and I do not believe that there are a great
many people in this country who would not be prepared
for the statement, that the hon. Finance Minister there
made. There are not a great many people in this country
who would not fully understand, that although direct
receipts from this traffic wou'ld certainly be expunged
from our revenue, still the improvement in the general
commerce of the country, the improvement in the general
welfare and weil-being of our community, would be so
great that the receipts in all other branches of our
revenue would be increased correspondingly, and there
would, practically, after the first year or so, not be any
diminution whatever in our revenue from our tax-payers.

The hon. gentleman did net seem to have any
doubt on the financial question at that time.

Some hon.
dispense.

MEMBERS. Question ! question !

Mr. SCRIVER. We cannot possibly dispense
with these quotations. It is only fair to quote the
utterances of the member of Parliaumeat against
the utterances of the Minister. I really thiuk the
hon. gentleman's speech in 1884, was more con-
vincing than his eloquent speech to-night. He
proce4ded to say :

" There is another point which I now come to, and that
is, when we ought to prohibit. It is generally said that
we should not prohibit until the country is quite prepared
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for that action: until there is not ouh an pvident desire
on the part of the country for prohibition. but also that
the country should be.prepared to sustain the prohibitory
measure and to assist in carrying it out. I beheve this is,
to a certain extent, true : but I believe also, that one of
the verv best means of obtaining that happy period
in the country's history is to commence by prohibit-
ing. I believe that the very fact that a prohibi-
tory law is in existence is one of the very best educating
pwers iu the community. I believe that by the legis-
lative action of the Parliament, we may have a better
influence upon the people of the country to bring them to
that opinion than we can in any other way whatever."

Whtt then is the use of a Royal Commission ? The
hon. gentleman continued:

"It is true that in years past moral suasion has been
tried. and moral suasion bas accomplished a great deal.
Far be it irom me in anyway to detract from the noble
efforts of those who have spent their time and labour i
tryirg to improve the principles of the community upon
this question, but I believe that,in conjunction with morl
suasion, as an assistant and help to moral suasion, it is
absolutely necessary that the Government of the country
should propose a law, and should assist those who are try-
ing this moralsuasion to carry out that law and toenforce
it. What has been the result in those countries where we
have a prohibitory law ? We find universal testimony to
the fact that in those states and countries where the pro-
hibitory law has been in existence the people have found
the education which it exerted upon the communty was
the very greatest possible to be imagined.'>

Tie hon. gentleman then went on to speak of the
etfect of the prohibitory laws in some of these states.
However, I will venture to give only another ex-
tract froi the hon. gentleman's speech delivered in
1884. He said further:

"But there is another argument which we may fairiy
adduce. It is very inconsistent for the Government of
any country to license people to sell intoxicants, and
thereby encourage intemperance, while at the same time
they pretend to be educating people in favour of temper-
ance. Certainly it is a very ineffeetual mode of educating
people in favour of temperance by precept, when by prae-
tice the Government educate people in favour of mntem-
perance. So long as we may be told that the liquor
trafic is perfectly respectable. that it is acknowledged
and fostered by the Government, that traffie cannot
t ossibly be considered disreputable,or immoral, or wrong.
Itis very difficult for us to preach when we do not prac-
tice, and I think, Sir, that it is the duty of the represen-
tatives of the people to take the first step in pructsmug
that which they are endeavouring to preach to the Ipeople.

"Now there is another objection very often urged agamust
prohibition. and that is that probibitory legislation can-
not succeed, and must necessarily be ineffec ive, and,
conducive rather to evil than to good. I believe we bave
not to go outside the limits of our own country to see the
ftllacy of this argument. I come from a county lu which
a prohibitory liquor law has been in existence for a long
time, and I can emphatically say that, while it has not
accomplished ait that we desire it should accomplish,
while it has net been absolutely and entirely enforced,
sili i has accomplished so much good that the Tast mass
Of the people in that county would regret exceedingly.to
see it repealed. Nay, more. they would strenuously resist
and forbid the repeal of that law, and any agtation in
favour of such repeal would meet with a most determined
opposition. I think I am justified in saying this when I re-
cail the fact that the other day I pre-ented to this House a
petition signed by1,200 or 1,50Fof the electors of my county,
asking that this resolution, mn favour of which I am now
speaking, should be passed by this House. .If the Dunkin
Act. which has been for many years in existence in my
county, had been inoperative, if it had produced more
evil than good, if it had not, at all events, accomplished
some of the good which was expected of it. it would have
been quite impossible that so large a number of the most
intelligent electors in my county should have asked for
the passage of a resolution lu faveur of prohibition. In-
stead of that, they would have sent petitious here askiug
that the resolution be re'ected, pointing out how prohibi-
tion had failed in its eèet. W e know that in a large
number of counties in this Dominion the Scott Act also
bas been in force, and although, no doubt, there are con-
flicting opinions in regard to its action, still the simple
fact remains, that in every district I know of wherethisl
law is in force, the liquor-sellers and those who wish to
obtain liquor, together with the manufacturers of such
liquor, are opposed to such law, is to me a convineiug

argument that that law bas done harm to the traffie. I
believe if we could obtain evidence from these counties
where prohibitory laws are in force, the evilence would
be overwhelmngly in favour of prohibition."

I beg to remind the House that it was after such
utterances as these that the hon. gentleman gave
the vote he did give in favour of Mr. Robertson s
resolution. He says he gave it in a moment of
weakness. Well, he does not d(o justice to the
powerfuil arguments he used as a reason for giving
the vote he did give. Those arguments, I an sure,
were convnemg to a great nuniber of hon. mem-
bers who listened to them. and would be equally
convincing if repeated to-night. I have felt it to
be my diuty, as well as my pleasure, to quote the
utterances of Mr. Foster, M. P., against the utter-
ances of the Hon. Mr. Foster, Minister of Finance.

Mr. FLINT. We have heard from the Minister
of Finance probably one of the niost extraordinary
confessions ever made in Parliament y a pulic
man, that he voted on an important publie question
in a moment of weakness and in consequence of
appeals made to hum by certain parties outside
of this Legislature. Is the time coning w'hen we
will have another confession fron the Minister of
Finance, that·the resolution nowi moved by hima in
this House, was moved by him uin a moment of
weakness also ; that it was the result of a lash of
some kind; and that threatened with penalties
inside of this louse or outside of this House
he has put forward this motion ? Comparing
the motion made by the Minister of Finance
on this important subject with the speeches with
which he lias ornamented the question of prohibi-
tion during the last fifteen or twenty years, I
think that we will see that a great change has
cone over the spirit of his dreai and that some
motive-I will not attribute any improper motive
to him-but some motive of an extraordinary char-
zicter niust have influenced a man of his character
and position in this country to take the extraordin-
ary stand he has taken on this question to-night ?
What are the conclusions the Minister of Finance
lead us to ? We find the country agitated from one
end to tihe other on a question of great economic ane,
moral importance; we find the Table of.this House
overwhelimed 1 and overburdened with petitions up-on
this question, asking the fouse to take ceram
action with regard to the passage of a prohibitor'y
law ; we find certain amendments suggested to
the flouse by representatives of the people, one
looking to a vote of the people on this question andi
another looking towards ar . uiry upom the

subject. And, fte the able speech, t'uc eioquent
speech, and th 1pwerfi speech delivered >y the
hon. Minister of Finance, as that hon. gentleman
is always able to deliver, and for which he lias no

greater admirer than myself, we f1i lie las simply
adopted in another form an amendment of one of his
supporters and looking to the same end. I will nmake
sonie practical criticisma upon the speech of the Mi-
nister of Financewhich I subnit to the consideration
of the Ilouse. In the first place, we are to be treated
to delay, we are to be treated to a costly commission
to gather facts which have already been gathered,
facts which the hon. gentleman himself has given
to the public, facts which are within the reach of

every member of this House who wishes to make
any effort to gather them, facts which are well

i known from one end of the country to the other,
and facts upon whiceh tI whoie prohibitory agita-
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tionwhichlhasled to this discussion have been based.
The country is well aware of the effects of the
liquor traffie upon all the interests conccrned in
Canada. We require no expensive Royal Commis-
sion to sit one or, two years to lay these facts be-
fore the Legislature; the country is well aware as
to the measures which have been adopted in this
and other counitries with a view to lessen,
regulate, or prohibit the traffic. An expen-
sive Royal Conimission paid by the people of
this country to gather facts already in their pos-
session -will not add anything to the educational
influences which are already before the people in
connection with this subject, and so every conclu-
sion which bas been suggested by the mover of this
anudmeint lias already been settled by commnitteès
of this Legislature, by the able addresses which
have been delivered iii Parliament during the past
fifteen years, by the vast ainount of literature which
bas been ipoured forth by the press of Canada dur-
ing the past quarter of a century on this subject
and which is within the reach of every person
witliiii this Dominion. But, Sir, assuming that we
have an expensive Royal Commission, that we have
half a dozen gentlemen roaminng throughout this
country and other countries, we have at the end
of this period a bulky report circulated at immense
expense, interesting I grant you and replete with
valuable information-but the main question is left
precisely in the position it is now in after the lapse
of two or three years. The Government will still
be groping in the darkness for somie practical means
to carry inito effect the will of the people, and to
pass a prohibitory liquor law which, according to
the arguments of the hon. the Minister of Finance
himself, will be of incalculable benefit to every man
and to every interest in this country. I say, Sir,
it is a lame and impotent means of evading a direct
pronouncement upon this question, and if it is
carried into effect we will be in precisely the saine
position two years hence as we are to-night. The
q uestion of a plebiscite will still be open for dis-
cussion and consideration, the probability of a pro-
hibitory liquor law being enforced by the people of
the country will still be open for debate, and after
years of delay and a heavy expenditure of public
mnoney we will not have advanced one step in the
matter. I think it would be more manly and more
iii accordance with the disposition this Parlianient
bas manifested in treating other subjects, that the
representatives of the people in this House should
vote at once either for or against the principle of
prohibition. As there are large nuibers of mem-
)ers in this House who have some doubts as to
whether the electorate of the country is in favour,
by a large majority, of prohibition, the Legislature
to-night, or as soon as practicable, should come to
a conclusion as to whether they should submit
this question to a plebiscite or otherwise. Per-
sonally, I an opposed-and chiefly for the reasons
given by the Minister of Finance-to the idea of
putting this question before the people by a plebis-
cite or refetendun. The reasons I have given against
the appointnent of a Royal Commission will apply
to this also. After having placed the question
before the people, after having referred it to the
people at the polls, suppose the people have given
a substantial yea to the question thus submnitted to
them, the Legislature wilI find itself in precisely the
saine position it is in to-n ight, as to how best to deal
with this question, and the personal feelings or

Mr. FuISr.

political proclivities of some lion. gentlemen will
still be bound to interfere with the carrying into
effect of a strong and reasonable and practical
prohibitory law. I think it would be far better
than all ulterior questions should be laid aside and
that Parlianient should, at asearly a date aspossible,
decide on the principles of prohibition and leave in
the hands of the Government or other competent
authority the framing of a prohibitory law. I agree
with what has been well said by the hon. mover of
the resolution (Mr. Jainieson), that it is not the
desire of the temperance people of this country,
who are forcing forward with the utmost energy
they can bring the necessity· of a prohibitory
liquor law, it is not their desire to bring that about
in sucli a way as to destroy or injure suddenly aiy
great interest connected with this question.

Mr. MONTAG UE. Was not that a subject of
discussion in the Alliance whose resolution this is?
iWas not the question of the Legislature dealing
witlh immediate prohibition the subject of discussion
in that Alliance, and wvas not thisresolution franed
by the Alliance as a liard and fast resolution for
imniediate prohibition ?

Mr. FLINT. I believe the resolution of the hon.
inember for North Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) was a
resolution suggested to him by the Alliance, but
even if it had not been suggested to himu by the
Alliance

Mr-. MONTAGUE. Then let me say it is the
resolution we are voting on, not the lion. gentle-
Man·s opinion.

Mr. FLINT. I an speaking now in regard to the
whole question rather than to the amendment of
the hon. Minister of Finance. I was saying that
assuming that on a -plebiscite tihe people would
show theinselves in favour of the law, we would
then be in precisely the position we are in at the
present time with regard to taking any practical
steps to carry out the willof the people; and I
think that, even -at the expense of some delay, it
would be better that Parlianent itself should cone
to the conclusion to enact a prohibitory liquor law;
then the Governnent would be required by Parlia-
ment and the opinion of the country to enforce it
as they (do any other law on the Statute-book. I
an not disposed to admit that the question of pro-
hibitionà is so different fron any of the other great
questions of legislation as to be treated in any
exceptional manner. However, the question has
been so fuilly dealt with by the lion. Minister of
Finance and the other lion. gentlemen who have
spoken, that it would be unfair to the House for
me to dwell any further upon it at this hour, and
I will only conclude by saying that I trust that the
resolution of the hon. Minister will not be accepted
by the House, but that we shallreach sone definite
conclusion on the main question, or on sonie collat-
eral question more closely connected with it than
is suggested by a proposal for a plebiscite, a con-
mission or anything of that kind. I an strongly
opposed to the anendment.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I wish to say a word
or two before the motion of the hon. Minister of
Finance is voted upon by the House. With regard
to that motion, I entirely concur in the remark of
mny hon. friend beside me, that it is wholly beside
the speech which the hon. Minister addressed to
the House. That hon. gentleman proposes that the
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House shall recommnend a Royal Commission on this
subject. W hy should the House take the responsi-
bility of recomnending a Royal Commission to His
Excellency the Governor General out of the hands
of his constitutional advisers? We may appoint a
committee in the promotion of public business,
or to investigate or obtain information on a
subject requiring the action of Parliament ;
but the appointment of a Royal Commission is
entirely in the hands of the Administration, anA it
is usually employed for the purpose of getting in-
formation for the Government to enable them to
subImit to the House soine proposition relatiug.to
the administration of public affairs. Now, the
hon. gentlemen on the Treasury benches do not
require a vote of this House to euable them to
appoint a Royal Commission. But, Sir, the appoint-
ment of a Royal Commission, under*this motion, as
my hon. friend the leader of the Opposition has
most conclisively pointed out, is for the purpôse of
getting information which will not in the smallest
degree assist us in dealing with this question. I
apprehend that a large majority of the members of
this House are in favour of prohibition. The only
question upon which the friends of prohibition are
divided is whether such a ineasure can be made
practically operative in the country. Upon that I
have already expressed my opinion. For the
reasons that I gave at an earlier period of this dis-
cussion, I an of opinion thaît such legislation should
be preceded by a proper ascertainment of the opin-
ion of the country on the question, which can be
most readily and most effectively had ,by a plebi-
scite. Now, I do not agree with the hon. Minister
of Finance, that this would be in any degree a de-
parture from the principleof responsiblegovernment,
or would in any degree weaken the practice that
has heretofore prevailed on the part of representai
tives of the people, of assuming the largestpossible
degree of responsibility in dealing with public ques-
tions. The object of obtaining a vote of the people
upon the question is to ascertain whether thçy
really desire a ineasure of prohibition or not. I
believe that such a neasure, if carried into opera-
tion with fair efficiency, would be of very great ad-
vantage to this country ; but I am of opinion that
a measure which would simnply close the houses
now licensed to sell liquor or the places licensed to
manufacture it, and leave every person free to
engage indiscriminately, without any fear of the
law in the sale, with which it is proposed to do
away, would be a worse state of things than
that which we undertake to remedy ; and I would
like sone assurance tha;t there would be an efficient
enforcement of the law before I would undertake
to put such a measure on the Statute-book. The
diflerence between a neasure of this sort and
ordinary measures which the representatives of the
people are called upon to enact, is that there is no
constant, active public opinion required in order to
make ordinary laws efficient. If you put on the
.Statute-book a law against forgery or anst
theft, the number of offenders 8is very snali, and
the immense mass of the people, the entire com-
mnunity I may say, are in sympathy with the enfor-
cenent of the law, and are altogether against the
offender. That does not hold good in the same way
with regard to sumptuary legislation, and you must
have a healthy, active, strong public opinion behind
your law in order that it may not be inefficient.
.For that reason I an desirous that there should be

ascertained in the simplest possible way, that is,
by popular vote, the opinion of the country on this
question. What the hon. Minister of Finance bas
proposed does not bring the House any nearer
to a solution. It does not enable us to ascertain
what the opinion of the country is. These hon.
gentlemen may appoint a commission.; they
may summon witnesses ; they may take evidence·;
but what is it all about ? About the evils
of intemperance ? Wlhy, Sir, we know them.
About the amount of noney that is obtained f rom
licenses? That can be easily ascertained ; it is a
matter of no consequence. About the amount of
revenue that would be displaced? We know that
already. About the appliances that are to be emn-
ployed for making good any deficiency that would
arise from the adoption of such a measure? That
is the business of the Minister. He lias all the
mneans of obtaining information now, without a
commission at all. A more inconsequential propo-
sition than that which the hon. Minister of Finance
lias subnitted to the House could not well be con-
ceived, so remote is it from every practical consi-
deration which it is possible to give to the question.
Now, the Minister of Finance said that the former
Administration had not gone as far as the petitions
desired it should go. Well, the G4overnment of
that day did assume the responsibility of dealing
with that question. We lad a majority in Parlia-
ment, and we did not seek to shirk the responsi-
bility of dealing with a question upon which pub-
lic opinion was being agitated.

Mr. BOWELL. How?
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). We introduced what was

called the Canada Temperance Act, which is an
optional law. It is a law which nay be brought
into operation anywhere, wheneèver public opinion
chooses to bring. it into opération. The Canada
Temperance Act is rightly styled by the Judicial
Comnmittee of the Privy Council in the case of the
Queen- against Russell, in which their lordships
said: It is a measure of prohibition for the whole
country, but it is a mneasure which is left in abey-
ance until public opinion in the various localities
chooses to bring it into operation.

Mr. BOWELL. Was not that after this House
Shad authorized the Government to appoint a conm-
mittee to travel through the United States and
obtain information ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). If I remenber rightly
the House appointed a comnittee, and the coin-
mittee conducted the enquiry, but the Government
themselves appointed a commission.

Mr. BOWEL4. The hon. gentleman does not
go quite far enough. That conimittee reconnitnded
certain action to be taken, which is almost in the
line of the motion made by my hon. friend on my
left, and the Government acted upon it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Certainly, at that time
we made enquiry, and were largely influenced by
the opinions of our friends in New Brunswick, who
had tried a prohibitory law which was made uni-
versally operative over the entire province. It was
however inefficient, and in the vast majority of
places it was not enforced at all. In two years it
was repealed, and nearly every one who had assisted
in putting the measdre on the Statute-book was de-
feated in the elections. We were all of opinion, after
very carefully considering the subject, that legisla-
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tion in advance of public opinion would do more
harn than good : and it is because I still hold that
view, I am anxious to know precisely what ie the
state of public opinion in this country upon this
question ; and that can ibe ascertained by plebiscite
more accurately than by any other method ; and
that being the case, I am opposed to this proposi-
tion for delay. I am opposed to this proposition to
obtain information which bas been alreadyobtained,
and I an in favour of a referendum in order that the
opinions of the people of the country may be ascer-
tained on the suhject, The proposition which the
lion. Minister submits has no relevancy to the ques-
tion before us.

Mr. LANDERKIN. We have learned to-night
that the Finance Minister in the past has had
moments of weakness. He has told us so, and in
one of those moments he voted in this House for a
prohibitory resolution. I wonder if the hon. gentle-
man has one of those weak fits upon him now.

Mr. FOSTER. No ; I feel quite strong.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I wonder if the resolution

which has emanated from his brain is the result of
weakness or of power.. He was good enough to
tell us to-night that in the future·he would be
more honest. Had he not done · so, some of us
mnight have had some suspicion about the honesty
of his course in the future. After I had in a playful
manner said, when the hon. gentleman asked the
lion. menber for Lambton to read all his speeches,
that life was too short, was the Finance Minieter
in a moment of weakness when he indicated that I
was not in a condition to understand them if I
did read them. ' The hon. gentleman may have.
thought that I who am always in a condition to
know what is said in this House, would tolerate an
impertinent and false charge such as that. My
position is so secure, wherever I am known, that
the imputations of such a man as he will not be
listened to by any hon. gentleman in this House. I
have been in this House for a good many years, and
during all that time hon. gentlemen know well that
I have never been in other condition in which I
was not able and ready to attend to legislation,
when the Finance Minister, from the position he
has attained, casts, after the playful exclamation I
made use of, an imputation of that character upon
me, I would perhaps be justified in not replying to
it and may be now demeaning myself by noticing
a statement of that character coming from the
source it did. It may be possible that 1, who
never, in the discharge of my public duty, referred
to the personal characteristics or to the frailty of
any member in this House or out of it, I may see
fit, on some occasion, to serve back to the Govern-
ment the meed and measure that they deal to me
on the other side. I may yet be.obliged to do it,
and I think, if I invite a comparison to be made
between my record and that of the hon. gentleman,
I have no reason to blush either for my friends or for
my record. I listened on one occasion to the
M4inister of Marine, when.he made a statement of
the sanie character as that to which I have just
referred. I considered the impertinence and the
source it came from so contemptible that I did not
reply, nor would I reply to-day did I not think it
possible my silence might be construed into an
assent. But I tell the inance Minister and every
other gentleman in this House that I am prepared
to discuse my career and record, either as a temp-

Mr. Mnæ.s (Bothwell).

erance man.or in any other relation they choose,
and if the Finance Minister will throw down the
gauntlet and will give opportunity for a discus-
sion

Some hon. MEMBERS. To-morrow.
Mr. LANDERKIN. That is the policy on the

other side, but I am here to take it up to-night. I
have tolerated those calumnies, and have lived
through them. The hon. Minister of Finance says
that public men are liable to be misrepresented.
The best evidence that the charge made hy the hon.
Minister of Finance was false, was the fact that it.
was made by him. Take his record on the tem-
perance question. The first session he came here
he delivered a lecture on prohibition* which lasted
some six hours. He was then prepared to sacrifice
everything in order to secure that boon. At that
time, the Minister of Finance was enjoying his in-
demnity here, and he was enjoying a large source
of revenue from his temperance lectures. His
sources of income were well known to the people of
this country, and I do not object to his obt'.ining
his livelihood by those means. At that time he
thought.prohibition was a necessity, and by advo-
cating it he reached the Treasury benches, and, after
he reached the Treasury benches, not one word,
not one act, nothing does he do but to discourage
the measure upon which he rode into power. . That
is the gentleman who tried falsely to impute to me
to-night a statenient which he knows to be false
and to be a calumny and a slander. I will not
imitate him by investigating his career further than
as a public mnan. I wil not be drawn out of my
course by any scandalous imputation he may make
upon me, a false and scandalous imputation wvhich
every meniber of this House knows, and which the
hon. gentleman himself knows, to be a false and
scandalous imputation.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I must call the hon..
gentleman.to order.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. SPRoruLE). I
think the hon. gentleman is violating the rule which
says that no member should use offensive imputa-
tions against another.

Mr. LANDERKIN. If the Minister of Justice
is just, why did he not call the Minister of Finance
to order when he made that imputation against
me?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, you
have ruled the hon. gentleman out of order, and
he must withdraw the expression.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I am going to withdraw. I
said he made a scandalous and a false statement
aainst me. He made both, but I withdraw them
boh.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is an evasive

statement and is out of order.

Mr. SPEAKER. When unparliamentary ex-
pressions are used, the member who uses. them
muet withdraw them absolutely, without any qua-
lification whatever,

Mr. LAURIER. My hon. friend has objected
to most offensive language used by the Minister of
Finance against him, and he has protested against
an imputation upon bis character. If he is not
allowed to refute and deny any such imputation,
there should be some change in the Rules or in the
fair-play allowed in this House.
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Mr. SPEAKER. If the expressions of the
Minister of Finance were unparliamentary, lie
should have been called to order at the time.

Mr. MULOCK. That is not the point.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The question of order

is before the Chair.
Mr. MULOCK. I wish to speak to the question

of order.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No one denies that

the lion. gentleman has a right, as the leader of the
Opposition has said, to defend himself, and to deny
and refute any insinuation made against him in
strong ternis, but he inust keep within parliament-
ary language. He has just admitted that he said
that the Minister of Finance made a scandalous
imputation which is false, and that he knew to be
false.

Mr. MULOCK. As I understand the point upon
which your ruling is asked, it is this : The Minister
of Finance made a statement reflecting upon the
character of my hon. friend fromn East Grey--

Mr. LANDERKIN. South Grey, if you please.
Mr. MULOCK. My hon. friend from South

Grey. He denies that, and says that the imputation
was false and scandalous. If an imputation is made
against a member of this House, surely he has a
riglit to say that it is untrue.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think, Mr. Speaker--
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The Chair has not yet

decided the question.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). We are discussing the
question of order. I think the well understood rule
is that you may characterize a statement as being
untrue and false, but you cannot charge the mem-
ber who made it personally with being a liar, or
say that he is stating what he knows to be untrue.
You can characterize the statement as untrue, but
you must not accuse the person of stating what he
knew to be untrue.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The hon. member said
both. He said that the statement was untrue and
scandalous, and that the Minister of Finance knew
it was so.

Mr. LANDERKIN. In order to stop any further
discussion on that point, I will bow to thewish of the
Speaker and withdraw the statement, and I suppose
that is all that is necessary. I do not know that it is
necessary, but, if the Minister of Finance will see
that he has done me an injustice and will have the
manhood to get up and say so, the discussion will
end, and I wili give him the opportunity of doing
so.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Withdraw.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. If the hon. gentleman

has finished, I desire to make a few remarks on the
subject now before the House.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I have the floor still. I
only asked whether the Minister of Finance had the
manhood to withdraw that statemeut or not ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. What is the statement?
Mr. LANDERKIN. He knows very well the

statement he made.

Mr. FOSTER. I really do not know what
all this is about. If the hon. gentleman or any
hon. member on that side will mention the state-

ment i used against the hon. gentleman which was
false and scandalous, I will withdraw it.

Mr. McMULLEN. I heard the statement.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The hon. gentleman

is out of order.
Mr. EDGAR. The Minister of Justice cannot

have the floor the whole tine.
Mr. SPEAKER. I think the member for South

Grey (Mr. Landerkin) would have the riglit to
refer to what the Minister of Finance may have
said in respect to him, but it is rather late to call
the Minister of Finance to order for what he mnay
have said, and to which attention should have been
called at the tinie, if it were necessary.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I bow to that decision, as
I do to all the decisions of the Speaker.

Mr. CHARLTON. I think the member for
North Wellington (Mr. McMulien) has risen to give
the information asked for by the Minister of
Finance from any niember on tiis side.

Mr. McMULLEN. The hon. gentleman has
asked any hon. member on this side of the House
to state the words used by the Minister of Finance
in reference to the hon. mnember for South Grey
(Mr. Landerkin). I was here at the time, and the
words he used were: "the lion. gentleman is not
in a condition to be quiet." I would like to know
what the hon. the Finance Minister meant by that?

M'r. SPEAKER. I nust say that this question
is exceeding all bounds, If the expression used hy
the Finance Minister was an unparliamnentary one,
the attention of the Chair should have been called
to it at the time. We cannot discuss à now,
whether it were uuparlianentary or otherwise. I
did not hear the expression used by the hon. mem-
ber for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin), but if, as
stated by the Minister of Justice, it was that the
statement of the Minister was fLise, and lie knew
it to be false, it certainly was unparliamentary,
but I suppose I aum to understand that the meinber
for South Grey withdraws that expression.

Mr. LANDERKIN. That question having been
solved and the Minister of Finance hatving screened
hiinself behind the ruling of the Chair and allowed
an imputation like that to rest against me, I will
conclude that he has taken another of his weak fits,
lias got one of his parliamentary fits-if it were
in order I would say something else ; and the
Speaker, and the Minister of Justice, and sone other
members on that side of the House might come to
his rescue. Now, I could carry this case further,
I could reason it out with him in its entirety, I
could go along his career since lie entered the
House, and I could consider his position, his va-
riety of positions on this question, ever since lie
came to this House and some time before ; I could
follow him up and down the lines when he went
around with his carpet bag and when lie was lec-
turing on this subject. I will not do that, I am
not going to do anything of that kind, nor do I
impute anyfault tohim for that. But when he makes
a specialty of this subject, gets into the House on
this subject, gets into the Government on this sub-
ject, and just as soon as he gets into the Govern-
ment, then he shelves this subject, and puts his
prohibition into the pigeon holez of the department,
and never nentions it again ig.the House, then, I
have a right, as a publie , and he being iu the
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Ministry, to criticize his conduct, and I will do so.
It appears to me that it is a proper question for
me to discuss, and it is a proper question for this
House to discuss, and I tell him that it Rnatters
not to me what opinions he may entertain of me or
of my course in the House. But there is this
about it: I believe the people will think that these
monentary weak spells which he lias are not
always momentary, and that they will last for a
consilerable season ; and there are some people in
this country who will believe that these weak
turns will last as long as he is in the Dominion
Cabinet and gets his salary. A great many people
will believe that. I think I an quite parliament-
ary when I say that. He chooses to make impu-
tations against me, I an not going to mnake impu-
tations against him ; but I believe there are sone
people who will take that view of the case. As to
the language in which lie refers to the press, as to
the sneers that he mnakes at the Montreal Wlitn.s
which tried to impress this truth upon the country,
as to his declaration that he would not allow the press
to dictate to him, and as to the terms in which he
speaks of the press that endeavours to carry out the
principle which he says that lie admires, I will
leave that with him and them to settle ; but I will
not allow him, nor will I allow any other member
of this House, to get up and make statements about
me which are false, which are not correct, as long
as I an lu this House.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I want to say a few
words on the subject which was before the House
an hour ago. As regards the question which has
just been under debate, I confess I was not able to
follow the argument if any, and I shall not attempt
to reply. I will only express my regret that the
lion. member for Grey (Mr. Landerkin) should have
indulged in. language which seems to me entirely
uncailed for by anything which transpired this
evening. I think that lion. member will be willing
to admit himnself that he is in the habit, I willi
not say in the habit, but that he occasionally
indulges in the practice, of throwing remarks across
the House in a loud tone of voice while members
on this side are speaking, in a way that is rather
disagreeable to a gentleman who desires to carry -on
his argument to the House without interruption.
He did so while the Minister of Finance was
speaking, and the Minister of Finance made a
retort at the moment which I may not have fully
heard, but which I certainly did not interpret in
the offensive sense in which the hon. gentleman
seems to have received it. I-think the hon. gentle-
mnan might have regarded it-I certainly did at the
moment-as a playful answer to playful badinagei
on his part, wbich is very often rather a rough
kind of play. I do not intend to say anything1
more upon this subject than to express regret that
this episode lias taken place, and that the
lion. gentleman has seen fit to resent what wasj
said to him in answer to his interruption in a way1
that seemis to me to have been quite uncalled for.d
1 want now, Mr. Speaker, to say a few words upon1
the subject under debate, and but a very few words«
considerimg the lateness of the hour. For the greater
part of th.e evening, since the Finance Minister'
resumed his seat, the question which ias been dealt
with by hon. gentlemen opposite who have endea-i
voured to answer hii, 'has not been at all pertinent1
to the resolution moved by the hon. niember for

Mr. LANDERKIN.

Lanark (Mr. Jamieson), to theanendmentmoved by
the lion. member for Ottawa (Mr. Mackintosh) or to
the sub-amendnent moved by the Minister of Fin-
ance ; but the all important question, it would
appear from the hon. gentlemen who have spoken,
lias seemed to be not the merits of prohibition, not
the merits of a proposition to make a public enquiry
for the information of the people who are even-
tually to decide this question, but the more impor-
tant question, overshadowing all others, seems to
have been whether inconsistency can be found
between the speech of the Minister of Finance thii
evening and some speech he made at some other
timie. The first hon. gentleman to criticize his
consistency was the leader of the Opposition,
against whose reniarks I have nothing to say
but this, that the friends of the Minister of
Finance are quite willing that the contrast shall
be 1made between the speech of the Minister
of Finance, which was frankness itself, which
stated the views that lie held on this question from
the time lie entered Parliament down to this
moment, and admitted an error lie had nade once,
and the speech of the leader of a great party who
resumed his seat without daring to express his
opinion on this question. I also think we are
willing, if I may pass now to one of his supporters,
to contrast the record of the Minister of Finance
upon this question with the speech and the record
of the lion. member for Huntingdon (Mr. Scriver),
who resumed his seat after occupying the time of
the House, agreeably it is true, because he was
reading eloquent passages from the speeches of the
Minister of Finance, but who lef t us in such doubt
as to where he was upon the question, that I had
to ask three or four members beside me whether
he was a temperance man or a friend of the liquor
traffic.

Mr. SCRIVER. You wvill have no doubt when
he votes.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I will have no doubt
after he votes, and I hope that hon. gentleman who
threw a taunt across this House about history
repeating itself, will not repeat his own history
when I remind him that in 1877 lie was afraid to
vote that a prohibitory law w as the true remedy
for the evils of the liquor traffic. A member of this
House, in 1877, moved that a prohibitory law was
the true remedy for the evils arising froin the
liquor traffic-that was the first part of it, and the
second part of it was that it was the duty of the
Government to bring in such a measure. The
member for Huntingdon shirked behind the pretext
that there was a question before the Supreme Court
as to who had power to legislate on the question of
prohibition, and he voted that the words "a pro-
hibitory liquor law is the true renedy for the evils
of the liquor traffic " be struck out of the resolution.
He promises us that we shal know more about how
he will vote, so that we shall know more about
how he feels than we have ever lone since 1877. I
desire to offer a few observations with respect to
the remarks of the lion. memnber for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) as regards this question. I entirely agree
with him that on a question of such great impor-
tance we ought to be certain before coming to
a conclusion as to whether public sentiment •has
reached that point of determination, assuming it to
be li favour. of prohibition, as tor 'ensure the fuIl
enfor-cement of te Act after it is passed. I agree
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with the hon. meinber for Bothwell too as to the i1and also the loss to the men engaged in the industry
propriety of passing laws of this kind, sumptuary that will be put out of existence by the adoption of a
laws as he designated thein and as they are generally . prohibitory law. Moreover, we have had no
designated, as to which public sentiment may not information within the last 17 years as to the
be in full accord. But where I differ from the hon. working of prohibitory laws restrictive of the sale
member for Bothwell, and where it seems to nie of intoxicating liquors in other countries of the
the argument obliges us to part is on this point: world. If it was riglit, as I suppose it was, as I
The lion. ienber for Bothwell says that with a have no doubt it was, for the Government com-
view to ascertain that he desires at once to test posed of hou. gentlemen opposite in 1874, under
public opinion by a vote. Now what is the logical the report of a joint Comrittee of both Houses,
conclusion of the hon. member for Bothwell to issue a Royal Commission and send their
on this point ? It is this, that althougli he commissioners tlroughout the Upited States to
has been a mnember of Parlianent for a long get information on this point, surely now-after,
period of years, a leading and fully imforned as the Minister of Finance lias said, new states have
nieniber of Parliament, better informned and better been addcd to the roil of prohihitory states. after
experienced than the great majority of us here, 1î years have eiapsed, is there aqny impropriety,
after all his experience, his reading, his contact any unconstitutionality in making the saine enquiry
with the people and the study of this question, yet now, ani even eniarging the bounds of that enquiry,
lie, a public man, is unable at this moment to come so as te ascertain what, under the altered conditions
to the conclusion as to whether public opinion of of our country, the effects of a prohibitory nieusure
this country is strong enough to warrant the pas- would lie upon our own people? If the (overnment
sage of this measure, and lie proposes to leave it now is the best quatified body te get this informa-
without information to the electors, not one in a tion ani lay it hefore the buse, I presume it was
thousand of whom has the information and know- so lu 1874. . But in that year the course now pro-
ledge lie lias on this question. What is the differ- posed was a(oited. I wili not detain the buse,
ence between that proposition and ours? It is that at as I miglit have donc at an cariier hour in the
everyphase of this d ifficultquestion weshallgatherin evcning, in slowing that time after time in Great
the nost authentie way the largest and fullest in- Britain, not oiy on kindred subjeets te this, but on
formation that can be obtained in this country and this subjeet ieif, enquiries bave been made ycar
everywhere else, not for the purpose of inforning after year as to the working of lws to rcstrict the
the Minister of Finance-and that sophistry was in sale of intoxicating liquors even in the British Isies
all the arguments we had from the other side-not tlieseives. No lcss than tlrce Royal Commissions
even for the information of the Government alone, h-avep een issued withi the li its of Great Britain
but for the information of this House, as a basis for as to the working of the license laws iethat
future aetioii and for the information of the elector- country, an they have coilected information and
ate, te whomi the lion. ember for Bothwell laid it before the publie and ParliamSent for
proposes we shaleventuaily refer this question. gei purpose of inforining the public nw aes
f 'lie, with ail the stidy ami experience he lias well as the mind of Parliament, as to al

been able tebring to bear on this question, is unable the fact o and circunstances urronding the
to coic to a conclusion, sureiy lie may consider qluestion. The lion. meniber for Bothwell (Mr.
tlîat the electors camie enlighten7d by information Mils) expresse to the House a strong preference
obtained by nieans of a Royal Commission. Then for adecision of tais question y a plebiscite. For
therc was the cually illogicai straimi in the lion. a oment Iwisn wt present to the House a ew
genitleman% argument as to the unconstitutioréality, of the objectins te tlsat proposition; m1wilestate
or the iiîpropriety'froni a constitutionai point of thenu very briefly and not elaborate them consider-
view, 1I bad better put it in tliat form, of this queï- ing the hour of the nid.y think that course is
tion being investigated by a Royal Comtmission open td a very grave ojection, not oly becuse it
instead of by tUe'overnnieit. The hion. genticuan is or is supposed to ie reptgant te oue theorY of-<ar
declated that the rovernniient pas here, that it constitution, but hecadIse it pratically weakens the
shouid give the information te the public, and was power of this Parliament for ail time to coui, toSay
the constitutional committe of this bouese for tvnat it shah abrogate its functions in discussing ay
sucli a purpose. But the lion, gentleman illogically public question anid leave tdbat to Ut people to d-
thn camne to the conclusion that heicGovert- cide, instead of its being decided by the men yao
ment as qualified to deal witl this question ani the people have sent lcre t deal wit l that and evr
get the information, this Parliient, WGiich is con- other uestion tat ay reuire the action of Par-
stitutionahly bno tio olegisate on the question, was liaent. I can easioy crnceive, t say nothing of the
incoepetent and niust ask the peop e to legisate for theoretical objections, that in future yars Mien
at. There ought tobe ver litte uncertainty asfo B tel ncures may be brought forward to wnich vigorous
pro basis of a proposiionef thiskind. The reso- oppsitionwill e raised in tlis bouse or in the coun-
lution of the lion. niuenuber for Ottawa (Mr. M\,ack- try, a climour te do the samî* thing wouid Uc raised,
intoshi) sets eut on its face more fundy than the and we would ind in ail our future experience a
sub-aendment dees the nature of the iuformation Canada that the precedent set on tis occasion was
whcm is rcquired in this country. fter ail the net only a departure from our constitutional theery
discussions whicli have taken place on this question but a very inconvenient one in practice ; tiiere
it is true that nembers have been able to telius woun d be no safety, ne security, and very litte
what the loss of revenue te Canada will be, but I strength in this Parliament until that precedent
have mut beard auy view of the question as te what was virtnally wiped eut, se far as regards its
tae byovinci means of a e Ryas r soinilThenre cr .T
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I am wrong, I do believe that if this question in all
its intricacy is to be submitted in the form of a
plebiscite, then the information which it is pro-
posed to &tet by this commission and to circulate
by this commission throughout the country is more
important than ever. To coine back to the argu-
ment with which I have started ; if this inforn-
ation is needed here-and this debate shows it is
needed-for these considerations, and this evidence,
ad these facts which we desire to enquire into have
not been discussed by anyone here who pretends tO
be a master of thein, if they are needed for the
deliberations of this House, undoubtedly they are
ten times more needed by the people who are to vote
upon this question should a plebiscite be adopted.
For these reasons I trust that the amendment which
the Minister of Finance has made will be adopted. I
ain reminded by an lion. friend near me that the pro-
position to submit this question in the form of a
plebiscite, even if we are disposed to it, would
not settle the question, and that mode of disposing
of it-if it cai be called disposing of it, but I should
rather call it a shirking of the question--that
morde of disposing of it for the present has been
denounced and discountenanced by the very organ-
ization which has entrusted this resolution to my
hon. friend froin Lanark (Mr. Janieson). For these
reasons I hope that the amendment wiill be
adopted, I hope, to use a simile which I will bor-
row for the occasion, that this House either upon
the question of a plebiscite or upon the broader
question of prohibition, will not risk the safety of
the ship of State in seas the soundings of which have
never been taken. I do believe, Sir, that the in-
formation which will be asked for and obtained by
this Royal Commission will (do a great deal more to
forn and enlighten public opinion throughout the
country on this question than any member who
has spoken on the other side of the question has
been willing to admit this evening.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I beg the House to be
assured that at this early hour of the norning I do
not propose to enter upon any lengthened discussion
of the question before us. I have one or two ideas to
present and I shall present them in very few words.
I may be allowed to remark with reference to the
opening sentences of the Minister of Justice's speech
that his promise was sadly marred by his perfor-
muance. He attempted to lecture hon. gentlemen
on this side of the House because they did not
confine their arguments to the question in dispute,
that they had entered on the question as to the con-
sistency or inconsistency of the Minister of Finance
and hle deprecated that the time of the House
should be wasted with such fruitless discussion. He
had no sooner ended his denunciation of hon. gen-
tlemen on this side of the House for their supposed
breach of parliamentary rules, than he himself
entered on a criticisni to the consistency of ny
hon. friend fron Huntingdon (Mr. Scriver). The
lion. member for Huntingdon needs no defence at
my hanâs and I should imagine that the course he
took on the occasion to which the Minister of Justice
refers would need no defence in the mind of any
lawyer. The lion. gentleman knows that at that
time the question as to the powers of this Parliainent
on the liquor legislation was in dispute. He knows
that the question had been carried to the Supreme
Court of this Dominion, that it was sub judice and
the opponents of Government for the purpose of

Sir JOHNi THOMPSON.

snatching a party vote had asked the House to pass
a legal judgment upon a question which was then
.sub judice before the Supreme Court of the Domi-
nion, and my hon. f riend the member for Hunting-
don (Mr. Scriver) acting with a discretion which I
should expect from a gentleman of his prudence
and years, declined to usurp the position or to
exercise the functions which should be discharged
by the judges of that court. That is the amount
of the inconsistency of the hon. menber for Hun-
tingdon. I have to make a remark on a personal
inatter which has arisen very unpleasantly to-night.
The Minister of Finance is charged with having
used language of a most personal and offensive
character against one of the most respected mem-
bers of the Opposition in this House, a gentleman
who bas sat here for many years with credit to
himself and to the constituency he represents, and
a gentleman whom I think both sides of the House
will unite with me in saying, that, whatever may
be thought of his political opinions, there is not a
man in the House at present or a man who ever sat
in the House with him, who does not respect his per-
sonal character. I am quite sure that when party
passions subside there is no one on the other side
of t he House who will defend the unwarranted
attack inade upon him in an indirect way, and
if the hon. the Minister of Finance did not intend
to make that attack personally offensive, when
the opport.unity was afforded him by the inem-
ber for Grey (Mr. Landerkin) it would have
becoie his position and his dignity if he
disclaimed any offensive intention. This is a
matter of opinion, but the hon. gentleman knows
that if that kind of innuendo is introduced, it is a
two-edged sword whieh can be used by both sides
of the House. Now, as to whether we should vote
in favour of a Royal Commission, or vote to referthis
question to the people, I am in favour of referring
it directly to the people, because this House has
already passed its opinion upon the subjects which
yon now desire to refer'to a Royal Commission. If
my recollection serves me aright, the last tine the
House discussed and voted upon the question of
prohibition, it decided that it was- prepared to
carry ont the necessary legislation to enact pro-
hibition on one condition and one only. The
House was satisfied with regard to the information
it had, the House was satistied with regard to the
effect prohibition would have, but the House was
not satisfied as to whether public opinion was ripe
for it, and subject to that qualification, and tothat
qualification alone, the House declared, by an
enormous majority, that if public opinion was ripe
for prohibition, it was quite prepared to carry it
into effect. If the country is now ripe for pro-
hibition, I ask the House to have the manliness to
do what it said it was ready to do three years ago,
and to carry out the pledge it gave to the country.
I call the attention of hon. gentlemen to the
fact that the reference to the Royal Commission
does not embrace any mode of testing
public opinion, and that the only point
upon which you are not satiefied is the one
point that you did not refer it to the Royal Commis-
sion to decide. You refer to that Commission to
take evidence and to find out what would be the
effect of the prohibition, but you have already
determined that you know enough about that, and
the Minister of Finance in his speech to-night de-
clared that hehimself was ready to vote on the effects
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of prohibition in this country. Although one pities
the nilserable inconsistency of the hon. gentleman
which is apparent in his conduct, yet one cannot
but admire his audacity when he said that
although he once voted for prohibition he did it in
a weak moment. But, Sir, upon this point-and it
is one as to which we ought not to quibble about
consistency or inconsistency, because it affects not
one man, but the honour of the House-not only the
Minister of Finance, but the House has pledged
itself by an enornious najority that when it once
became satisfied that public opinion was ripe for
prohibition, it would e ready to enact such a mea-
sure. That isthe only question we have to satisfy
ourselves upon, and how are we to satisfy our-
selves upon it ? Simply by taking a vote of the
people, either in the ordinary constitutional way
or in the way of a plebiscite. Sir, the arguments
advanced by the hon. Minister of Finance, who I
may say holds a brief for the liquor interest to-day,
against taking the vote in the ordinary constitu-
tional way, are insuperable.

Mr. FOSTER. I desire to rise to a point of
order. The hon. gentleman has no right to state
that I hold a brief for the liquor interest.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.L1.) Well, if the lion. gentle-
man vill tell mue for whom he does hold a brief, I
will withdraw iny charge, and niake it consistent
with the facts.

Mr. BOWELL. If he were half as well paid as
you were for the short time that you held a brief,
lie would be very well paid.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) That is very pertinent
to the subject. I admire the appropriateness of the
renark made by the hon. Minister of Customs. It
is intended to be personally offensive, but owing to
the fact that it is so appropriate to the discussion,
I will forgive him the intrusion. I want to know
if we can test public opinion by the ordinary
mode---

Some hon. MENIBERS. Order.
Mr. SPEAKER. The question has been raised

as to whether the hon. gentleman was in order in
charging the hon. Finance' Minister with holding
a brief for the liquor interest. I may say that I
hope the lion. nember will withdraw that expres-
sion.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Certainly, Mr. Speaker,
if you are of opinion that that expression should
not be made, I do not need any argument upon it-
I will how to the Chair and withdraw it without
any hesitation. Sir, on the question whether we
could test public opinion in the ordinary consti-
tutional mode at a general election or not, the hon.
Minister ofFinance-who doesnot hold a brief from
the liquor dealers, but who alone knows for whom
he does hold a brief, which is on the opposite side
froni the brief which lie held when he spoke four
or five years ago-lias convinced me that we can-
not test public opinion properly at a general ekec-
tion. Every hon. gentleman knows that at a gen-
eral election there are one or two prominent
questions which divide the great politicail parties;
and he knows that nine-tenths of-the electors vote
on these great questions-questions of state,
questions of policy, financial questions such as
that which were argued at the la8t general election
-- and he knows that a very small fragment of the
people are prepared to say: Wehave no interest in

these great questions of state, and we are going to
vote on this one little question of whether we shall
have prohibition or not. Every practical politi-
cian knows that you nay go on for the next
twenty years as you have been going for the
last twenty years, and so far as the general
elections are concerned you will never be able
to deduce from their results, whether a pre-
ponderating mass of the people are in favour of
prohibition or not. Sir, I base my argument on
these two propositions: First, that you have heen
discussing for nearly a quarter of a century
whether the people are in favour of prohibition or
not, and after having held a dozen elections you
have never been able to come to a conclusion ; and,
secondly, you have declared by a resolution that
when you can cone to a conclusion, you will vote
in favour of that conclusion ; and, I now say that,
tliat-being the case, if tliere is another proposition
which holds out a fair prospect of enabling you to
form a conclusion, although open to sone objections,
such as novelty, you are bound to accept it. Vhen
I last addressed the House on this question, I stated
that if an opportunity were afforded to me, I would
nove directly and squarely that this question should

be subnitted to the people, and I iad a resolution
prepared to nove in the following words if my hon.
frieËd from South Leeds (Mr. Taylor) had not
anticipated nme:

"That ail after the word ' That,' in the original resolu-
tion, and ail the words of the amendment lie struck out
and the following substitutid:-

" l view of the large number of numerously signed
petitions presented to this HWuse from ail parts of the

ominion, praying for the passage of a law prohibiting
the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating
liquors for beverage purposes. and in view also of the con-
tinuous agitation existing on the subject, and the inutility
of passing such a law unless supported by a decided maio-
rity of the electorate, and the differences of opinion now
existig.as to the wishes of the electorate, this House is of
opinion that the question of passing such prohibitory
legisiation should be submitted directly to the electorate
at an early day in the form of a plebiscite."
That resolution has nothing vague or uncertain
about it. It leaves the question, divorced fron al
other questions, to the people, the source of power,
whose opinion we should take as our guide, and it
will enable us to carry out the pledge which we
have embodied in the resolution carried in this
House before, and will, I think, meet the wishes
of the better class of prohibitionists and the better
class of thinking men in this community.

Mr. JAMIESON. I have only a word to say.
In the first place, I must express ny regret at the
turn which the debate lias taken. It has been the
object of the temperance people of this country as
far as possible to separate this question from party
politics, and it was the desire of the temperance
people, whose spokesman I am on the present
occasion, to have this resolution discussed upon
its merits, entirely aside fron any political com-
plications. I may say further, in reference to the
suggested amendment of the hon. inember for
Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies) that as I stated
before, so far as I understand the sentiment
of the temperance people of this country,
they will not and cannot accept a proposition
to subnit this question to a plebiscite. If
that amendment were passed, I have no hesitation
in saying that the temperance people would not
fight the question at the polls, because such action
would bei n direct opposition to their sentiment onx
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the question. So that any amendment of that during the last few
kind w-ould he entirely abortive, so far as bringing for Huntingdon wil
forth any proper fruit is concerned. Now, I must so far as the Allian(
say, in reference to the amendment of the Minister lutely opposed to a1
of Finance, that I was not aware of the character sent me fron Han
of the amendment until it was read here to-night, effect passed unanin
and so far as I amn concerned, as the proposer of House divided o
the resolution before the House, I cannot at the amendnent (page I
present stage accept the amehdînent of the Minis-
ter of Finance. My desire is to get an honest and
square expression of opinion upon the question of
prohibition pure and simple. At the saine tiie, I Adame,

Baker,
an bound to say that I am not opposed, and I be- Barnard,
lieve the temuperance people are not opposed, to all Bergeron,
possible light being thrown upon the question. Bergin,
We do not fear investigation, but believe the more Bowell,Burnham,
light obtained the greater strength our cause will Burns,
have. Under other circunstances, I would not Cameron (Inverness),

SCarignan,
object to that proposition, but under present 1arnn
circumstances I mnust object to it, because I Caron (Sir Adolphe),
want an expression of opinion upon the motion Cleveland,
and not upon the amendnent. But, if any Cocsrane,
rood is to be got out of the commission, if any in- Cockburn,
formation is to be obtained by it, I for one, if it Corbould,
came up in the proper way, as a substantive no- Corby,1Costigan,
tion, would not oppose it. I trust this question i Craig,
will not be indefinitely postponed, but that next Curran,
session all necessary information will be before the Daly,
House, when I, for one, if I still retain the con- Daoust,
fidence of the prohibitionists, will endeavour to Davis,
press it atgain upon the consideration of Par- Denison.
lianient. Desalniers,

Desjardins (L'Islet),
Mr. McNEILL. I just wish to say that, in Dewdney,

view of the statemnent made by the representative ugn',Dupout,
of the tenperance party mn this House to-night, I Dyer,
shall vote for the amnendment of the hon. Minister Earle,
of Finance. I stated in imy constituency to the Fairbairn,(y Ferguson (Leeds &Gre
temperance people there, that I would support a Foster,
resolution to leave this inatter to the people at Fréchette,
once, and I believed that that vould be satisfactory (;illies,
to the temperance peope ; but, as I now understand ( rirouard,

to te teilpealic peoie;Gordon,
it, it will not be satisfactory to the temîperance Grandbois,
people, and I think the proposal of the Minister of Haggart,
Finance the nost reasonable one to adopt, and I eerson,
will support bis amendmient. 1odgins,

Mr. FRASER. I do nüot wish, as the seconder utlns,
of the resolution, to be considered as agreeing in Ingras,
the statemnent made by the mover. The tenper- Joncas,
ance people are ready to have the question sub- Kaulbach,

Ke n y,
initted to the people and voted upon, and they Kirkpatriek,
want no law which will not be sustained by the Langevin (Sir Hector),
large mnajority of the people. La Rivière,

Mr. JAMIESON. I desire not to be inisunder-
stood upon this question, and if I apprehend cor-
rectly the hon. member for Guysborough he lias quite
misunderstood me. I have stated distinctly that Allan,
my desire is to have a square vote on the question Amyot,
of prohibition, and that I cannotaccept the amnend- Armstrong,
ment of the Minister of Finance. I did qualify Bain,
that statement by saying that, under other circum- Bauol,
stances, I would not object. Béehard,

Mr. FRASER. I made no reference to that at ÈBernier,
all. I only wished to state that, as the seconder of Borden,
the resolution, I (o not accept the statenient that Bors,
the temperance people will not accept a plebiscite. Bowran,

Brodeur,
Mr. JAMIESON. I may tell the hon. gentle- Brwn (Chateauguay>.

man that for the past fifteen years I have been a Brown (Monck),
member of the Dominion Alliance. That question Burdett,
has been repeatedly before them, more especially

Mr. JAMEsON. Alela ,

years. And the hon. niember
Il bear'me out when I say that,
ce is concerned, they are abso-
plebiseite. I have a resolution
iilton a short tine ago to that
nously by a thousand people.
Dn ainendient (Mr. Foster) to
32 1) :
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ES:
esieurs

Léger,
Lippé,
Macdonald (King's).
Macdonald (Winniipeg).
Macdonell (Algoma).
Mackintosh,
McAlister,
McDonald (Victoria).
McDougald (Pictou).
MeDougall (Cape Breton),
McGreevy,
McKaîy,
MeKeen,
Mei£Lean,
Mc Lennan,
McLeod,
MNeNill,
Madill,
Mara,
Marshal!,
Masson,
Miller,
Mills (Annapolis),
Moncrieff,
Montague,
Patterson (Colchester),
Pelletier,
Pope,
Prior,
Putnam,
Reid,
Robillard,
Roome,
Ross (Dundas),
Ross (Lisgar),
Ryckman,
Skinner,
Sproule,
Stairs,
Stevenson,
Taylor,
Temple,
Thompson (Sir John),
Tisdale,
Tupper,
Tyrwhitt
Wallace.
Weldon,
White (Cardwell),
White (Shelburnie).
Wilinot,
Wood (Brockville),
Wood (Westmorelaid).--107.

.Uys:

sieurs

Guay,
Ha rgra ft,
E arwood,
H y man,
Innes,
Jamieson,
King,
Laniderkin,
Langelier,
Laurier,
Lavergne,
Leduc,
Legris,
Lépine,
Lister,
Livingston,
Macdonald'(Huron),
MeGregor,
McMillan,
McMullen,
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Carroll, Mignault,
Cartwright (Sir Richard), Mills (Bothwell),
Charlton, Mousseau,
Choeuette, Mnlock,
Chnstie, Murray,
C!lter, Paterson (Brant),
Davidson, Perry,
Davies, Proulx,
Dawson, Rider,
Delisle, Rinfret.
Dickey, Sanborn,
Edgar, Savard,
Edwards, Scriver,
Fauvel, Semple,
Featherston, Simard,
Flint, Somerville,
Forbes, Spohn,
Fraser, Sutherland.
Gauthier, Trow,
Geoffrion, Truax,
Gibson, Vaillancourt,
Gillmor, Watson,
Godboit, Welsh.
Grieve, Yeo.-S.

Anendnent (Mr. Foster) to amendmnent, agreed
to.

Motion, as ameuded, agreed to on a division.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN noved the adjourn-

ment of the House.
Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 1.55

a.m. (Thursday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THUrRSDAY, 25th June, 1891.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE.

Mr. MULOCK mnoved
That it is desirable that any witness called before the

Select Standing Committee on Public Accounts, be ex-
amined under oath or affirmation touching any matters
coming before them.

Motion agreed to.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 116) further to amend the Inland Reve-
nue Act.---(Mr. Costigan.)

EXCHEQUER COURT ACT.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill(No. 117) further to anend the Exchequer
Court Act. He said : The principMl provisions of
the Bill are four. The first is that the divisions of
the Exchequer Court shall have jurisdiction to de-
cide disputes between claimants to patents of pub-
lic lands, where any dispute of the kind may be re-
ferred to the adjudication of the court, as, for in-
stance, where a deceased person has become entitled
to a patent if the patent lias not issued and there
are rival claimants to the estate. The second pro-
vision refers to cases in which a judge is disqualified
froum sitting. At present there are no means by
which a substitute judge can be appointed, unless
the judge is actually disqualified by interest. But
there happen to besome cases whe-re there are.other
reasons than actual disqualification to make it desir-
able that the judge should not ait, as, for instance,
cases in which as Deputy Minister of Justice he has
given an opinion. The object of the provision of

the Bill is to enable a judge to be appointed ad hoc
in such cases, and to make good his jurisdiction,
*notwithstanding that the regular judge may not
have the interest absolutely to disqualify him in
law. Another provision is to confer on the court
jurisdiction between subject and subject, to give
reinedies in cases under the patent law in relation
to copyrights and trade marks. Finally, the re-
naining provision is to introduce the interpleader
practice in Exchequer Court cases.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). When the hon. 3inis-
ter refers to patents in lands, does he refer to
patents that iay be issued by one of the depart-
ments here, or to patents generally ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Patents to be issued
from the departients here.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first tinie.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. JONCAS. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker,
before taking up the Orders of the Day, I hope the
House will allow me to draw its attention to an
article which I find in Le fonde of this morning,
in connection with the position which I took in
this House on Monday night. The article, as I
translate it, reads as follows:-
"MR. JONcAs VOTED WANT OF CONFIDENCE IN THE

GOVERNMENT.
"Mr. Joncas was elected by acclamation at the last

election. Until lately the member for Gaspé had almost
always supported the Government.; but lie is of Liberal
origin, and'as the herring-keg will always smell of the
herring, so now Mr. Joncas bas retained the taste of his
early years. and he now returns to his first loves, without
any ado. Perhaps the best way after all to pass from
under one flag to avother is to march off in silence."
Mr. Speaker, Le Monie, of Montreal, has always
made itself the mud-cart of the Conservative party
since it came into existence. The editors of Le
Monde, of Montreal, have made their paper the
vehicle for all the filth with which the Conservative
party wants to cover its opponents, and I an not
at all surprised if I find myself a little besmattered
with mud by the editors of Le Monde. I would
not pay any attention to this article were it not for
its giving me the occasion to explain the vote*which
I gave here on Monday night against the Govern-
ment. The editors of Le Afonde, Mr. Speaker,
have such supple spines, they are so accustomed to
crouch neathl the whip that lashes them, they are
so used to quietly and snilingly wipe away spittle
thrown in their faces, if it pays them to do so, that
they cannot understand independence of character
in other people. Mr. Speaker, I voted for the
motion of my hon. friend, the leader of the Oppo-
sition, on Monday night, because I wanted to pro-
test by my vote against the principle which seemed
to have presided at the formation of the present
Administration. I wanted to protest by my vote
against the fact that the senior Privy Councillor of
lier Majesty, the first lieutenant of the chief whose
death has left such a great vacancy anong us, the
one we are still in mourning for, and whose los
will be long and keenly felt by the Conservative
party, had been left aside. I wanted to protest
against the complete ignoring of the man who for
twenty-five years of his life, in weal or woe, fought
by the side of the chief whose loss we laiment. I
had another reason, Mr. Speaker, for ny vote, a
reason personal to me, which it does net suit me to
nake public here to-day ; but grave interest8 con-
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