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and ask Parliament to consider it as well. It wiill
then be for this Parliaient to say whether or uot
under all the circunistances it considers that the
case is reasonable upon which the construction
may be undertaken.

Motion agreed to.
Mr. BOWELL moved the adjournment of the

House.
Motion agreed to : and House adjourned at 12.30

a. m. (Thursday).

HO USE OF COMMONS.

TiiUisDaY, 2nd JuIV, 1891.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYVERS.

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE.

Mr. BOWELL moved :
That the niames of Messrs. Desjardins (L'Islet) and

Masson be substituted for those of Sir Hector Langevin
and the late Sir John A. AMaedonald on the Committee
of Privileges and Elections.

That the naie of Mr. Hodgins.be placed upon the Com-
mittee of Railways and Canals in lieu of that of the late
Sir John A. Macdonald.,and that the.name of Mr. Henry
Corbv be substituted for that of the late Sir John A.
Macdonald on the Conmittee of Publie Accounts.
He said: The House will understand why these
changes are proposed. I niay say, on behalf of Sir
Hector Langevin, that, under the circumstances,
lie desires to be relieved froi the responsibility
attaching to his position as a member of the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections.

Motion agreed to.

SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Comnittee of
Supply.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. FOSTER. Before taking up the items, I

may state what I propose to ask the House to do,
under present circuistances, which course I have
talked over, in part, with the hon. niember for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). I propose,
if the Committee will help me in it, to pass as soon
as possible the Supplementary Estimates for the
past year ; to pass, i addition to what we have
passed, in the main Estimates, the items for pen-
sions, which involve no discussion, as a rule, and
those for the Post Office service, which it is
very important we should pass in order to provide
money for current expenses, and to ask the House
to concur in these items, after they are passed ; to
put then in one Bill, send it to the Senate, and
have it passed as soon as possible. I believe
arrangements have been made to give assent to
some 3ills during the early part of next week. I
ask the co-operation of hon. members in endeav-
ouring to have this programme carried ont as
rapidly as we can, consistently with fair discussion.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I did not
understand, when the hon. gentleman spoke to me
on this subject, that he proposed to include the
Post Office service.

Mr. FOS•rER.

Mr. FOSTER. I did not at that time, but it has
been represented to me that, if possible, these items
should be included, as the operations extend over
the whole country.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It would be
a very fair course to adopt to take a proportionate
vote for the Post Office. We do not, of course,
want to interfere with its operations ; but as to
passing all the items in bulk-

Mr. FOSTER. I would not ask that to be
done. We will have tine to have the usual dis-
cussion on the Post Office items.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should
have supposed that it would have been better to
have adopted the course followed on sinilar occa-
sions in England, and that is, to take a proportion-
ate vote of one-tenth or one-twelfth of the total
ainount required. There are certainly some items
in the Post Office estimates which will be likely to
involve some discussion, and these might protract
matters.

Mr. FOSTER. We will see when we come to
them ; sonie inight be omitted, if there is not suffi-
dent time. But during to-day and to-mnorrow we
shall he able to consider theni and give thein a fair
discussion.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is a
vote of want of confidence pending, but that stands
over, I suppose.

Canadian Pacifie Railway-Construc-
tion......................... .

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
explanation of this item.

Mr. BOWELL.
the expenses and
Canadian Pacifie
on.

$13,000
I desire

This amount is to pay part of
salaries iii connection with the
Railway arbitration now going

Sir RICHARI) CARTWRIGHT. Then this is
really for legal expenses ?

Mr. BOWELL. It is in connection with the
salaries of those connected with that staff, and also
other expenses attending the arbitration. I will
give the hon. gentleman some particulars if he de-
sires thein. This sum is to pay salaries and
expenses in this connection to the extent of $10,000,
and to pay claims and salaries and expenses con-
nected with some old claims under the original
contract.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In that con-
nection it will, no doubt, be of interest to the Con-
mittee to be advised, first, as to when the present
arbitration is likely to close; and second, whether
the award is likely to be final, and whether further
and ulterior legal proceedings will then be in order.
Seeing what that arbitration has cost us and how
long it has continued, I have no doubt it would in-
terest the Coxnmnittee and professional men to know
what probabilities there are of further proceedings
in that direction.

Mr. BOWELL. I an informed that the arbi-
tration is likely to close very early, and it is anti-
cipated that that will be the end of it-that is, at
least, our hope, and I am informed there is no pro.
bability of an appeal from the award.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should like
to know from the Minister o! Justice whether the
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award is likely to be final, or whether, if either of
the parties is dissatisfied, the inatter is likely to go
further and the case be reopened l

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The arbitration is
practically concluded ; the investigation and argu-
ments are concluded, and the arbitrators are
deliberating on their award. An award may be
expected in a few weeks, and by the terms of the
reference the award is to be final, saving only, of
course, any errors or misconduct : but in other
respects it is final. It is ntot final in this respect,
however: that there is one claini which wvill not be
adjulicated upon, I understand, at the tine when
the award is made. That is a minor claim arising
out of the Pembina Branch, and I believe it has
not been iivestigated at all. The award, which is
expected to take place iii a few days, is upon the
investigation as to the British Columbia section of
the Canadian Pacific Railway, and it will finally
deteriine that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And the
amount stated ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Both on questions of

fact and law ?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It seems to me that the

tern "construction" is hardly the expression to use
for this appropriation of $13,(K0. Part of it is for
legal expenses, and it seeis to me there ouglit to be
two items instead of one.

Mr. BOWELL. My connection with the Rail-
way IDepartnlent has been of very short duration,
as the hon. gentleman knows, but I an informed
that any arbitration or any expense incurred in
connection with contracts is always considered as
in connection with the construction of the road. I
can see no objection to putting in the words " con-
struction, and for expenses of arbitration," if the
hon. gentleman wishes.

Mr. FOSTER. It lias gone under the appellation
of construction for a number of years.

Mr. BOWELL. I believe that other arbitrations
of this character in connection with contracts have
been charged to construction.

Intercolonial Railway - Increased
accommodation at Moncton......-$12,500

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Whatwasthe
cause for that demnand; you have increased accom-
modation there every year, I think.

Mr. BOWELL. Up to the 3lst December, 1871,
there lias been expended on the erection of a house
and round-house, $7,405. 19, and up to the 31st
December, 1890, there has been expended on the
extension of the freiglit sheds, S1,831.04 ; nachinery
for hoisting cranes, $1,250 ; nut tapping machine,
$500 ; drilling machine, $150; machine for grinding
plane knives, $60 ; amount due upon ground rent,
$1,305.17, making a total of $12,500.

Mr. McMULLEN. What is the machine for
grinding plane knives ?

Mr. BOWELL. I suppose it means knives in
connection with the planers in machine shops for
planing iron.

Mr. LAURIER. For grinding axes.

3Ir. McM ULLEN. I cannot understand how
items of this kind should be charged to capital ac-
count.

Mr. BOWELL. It lias been the principle in
the past that all new naterial added to the
road is charged to the capital, but that which is
purchased to supply material which lias been worn-
out, or repairs to machinery, would be charged to
revenue account. That is the principle on which
these estimates have always been prepared.

Mr. McMULLEN. Has there been anything of
this kind used before in the workshops ?

Mr. BOWELL. I have no doubt there Las, but
this machine is charged on the principle of a new
englie or an additional engine to the present ones
on hand. If an engine were destroyed and another
purchased to take its place that would be charged
to revenue. I have sent for the engineer for in-
formation with regard to these minor details.

Rolling Stock. ................. $43,000
Mr. BOWELL. This $43,0X0 is required to pay

for three parlour cars purchased under a contract
fromn Mr. Crossen, $29,400 ; steamn-heating appa-
ratus, S600 ; electric lighting, $1,800 ; buffet
outfit, $1,200 ; total, r33,000. The appropria-
tion last year was only $27,000, and there is
now available for this purpose, 810',000. The
balance is for air-brakes on freiglit cars, fitting up
of twenty locomotives with steamn-heating appara-
tus at $60 eaci ; forty-four cars with fixtures for
heating with steai from engpine, .200 eaci ; being
$8,800 for this purpose ; ma-ing a total of $43,000.
I iay add, that the expenditure up to the present
time lias been, on the air-brakes and the locomo-
tives, S;24,00, and the balance is to pay.

Mr. McMULLEN. What number of cars of this
kind are now on the line?

Mr. BOWVELL. I cannot give that information
to thelion. gentleman just now, but if lie will call
attention to it oi the main Estimates, I will let him
know.

Mr. McMULLEN. What quantity of ro1ling
stock of this kind lias been worn-out and replaced
by new rolling stock within the year?

Mr. FOSTER. I will make a note of that and
give the information later on.

Mr. MeMULLEN. I do not wish to detain the
Comnmittee, but I must point out that last year
wlien we lhad a discussion on the increase of rolling
stock and other matters connected with the Inter-
colonial Railway, we tried to get sonie informa-
tion with regard to the principle on which that
road is operated. We know perfectly well there is
a heavy loss on the running of the Intercolonial
Railway, and while anxious to facilitate the Finance
Minister, yet the responsibility rests upon the Oppo-
sition to get all the information on this matter. I
renember very well that Sir Charles Tupper said
that, in every instance when a car was worn-out
and a new car put in its place, that the charge was
added to the capital account. While we add to
the capital account by adding new rolling stock,
we would like to know what bas been put on in
the place of the worn-out stock. We should know
the quantity of rolling stock on that road in the
past, we should know if it is kept up to its proper
standard and efficiency in point of repair, and if a

0
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car goes over a bank aud gets smashel we should
know if the new car put in its place is charged to
working expenses or capital account. We want to
know if this principle is carried out.

M r. BOWVELL. The hon. geitlemuan mnust have
miîsunderstood the renark of the Minister of
Finance. We have no objection whatever to give
the information lie has asked, and I will take a
note of it and answer huim later on.

St. Charles Branch.... ............ $14,146.37
Sir RICHARD CARTWRBI(GHT. What is this

for?
Mr. B)OWELL. Up to the 30th of April there

has been expended for land laiages, 812,0)0.29,
anad in legal expenses iii connection with land
claims, $2,1.36.08.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRI(HT. What is the
total cost of the St. Charles branch up to date ?

Mr. BOW ELL. $1,6,86.743.91.
Mr. MULOCK. To a question I put yesterday,

in regardl to the carrying of freight over the Inter-
colonial Railway, I received only a partial answer.
Is it customîary for the (Governmnenit to carry freigit
below cost ?

Mr. BOWELL. Not that I an aware of. I
have not yet investigated fully the working of the
road.

Mr. MULOCK. Could the lion. gentlenman say
iwhat is the lowest cost of carrying freigit per ton

per mile over the railway ?

Mr. BOWELL. i shall have to ask ny lion.
frienid to defer tiese questions until the chief en-
gineer cones. I will accept the questions at any
tine.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What wý%as
the estinated cost of the St. Charles extension ?

Mr. BONVELL. I have not got that. I will
endeavour to obtain it.

Incrcase( accommodation at St.John. $,092.50
Mr. McMULLEN. What is this ?
Mr. BOVELL. This is for land damages, $4,-

355.17, and legal expenses $737.33. I am informued
that the total expenditure fron the commnienceient
of the works at this point bas been $998,412.95.

Mr. McMULLEN. Can the lion. gentleman
give us any idea of the freigit tonnage at this
point ?

Mr. BOWELL. Icannot. On page41 of theannual
report, however, there is a stateient showing the
toal nunber of locomotives and the variou.s classes
of cars on the 1st July, 1889, and on the 30th Juie,
1890.

Mr. FOSTER. And on page 23 the hon. gentle-
man will find the answer to his first question.

" Y " at Truro.......................... $1,500
Mr. McMULLEN. Why is this ?
Mr. BOWELL. This is for the construction of

a " Y." I can give the hon. gentleman the items.
The land cost $4,318; surveying, $143.40; track
labour, $644.56 ; progress estinates, $300.58 ;
legal expenses, $49.60- ; masorrÿ, $30M ; total,
A5,757.64, and S1,500 will be required to complete.

Mr. McMULLEN. What was the necessity for
that " Y ? "

Mr. McMLTLEN.

Mr. BOWELL. The lion. gentleman will see on
page 20 of the Railway Report tlhat theI " Y " was
required on account of the increased tratfic, and
tiat wien coipleted it will facilitate the amount
of traffic.

Mr. MMULLEN. Was there a turn-table at
tis point before the " Y " w.as put in ?

Mr. BOW7ELL. There was. This "Y " was
put in for the accommodation of the Mulgrave train.

Cape Breton Railway-Construction and
equipment... ................ 39,700

Sir RICHARD CARTW RIGHT. Does this close
the expeiditure*?

Mr. BOW'ELL. No: there is an item in the
main Estimates amounting to about 830,00).

M. M MULLEN. Whiat is the entire length
of this le ?

Mr. BOWELL. Niniety-eigh t miles.
Mr. McMULLEN. What proportion of rolling

stock will this give to thei mile?
Mr. BOW ELL. About eiglht engines and tenders,

six tirst-class cars, four second-class cars, and three
or four baggage cars.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRI(HT. Whiat is the
to)tal cost ?

Mr. BOW ELL. $2,973,042.41, exclusive of the
Grand Narrows bridge, which amounts to
$525,365.02.

Mr. CHARLTON. W ill thiat leave tie road fully
equipped with rolling stock ?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes.
Mr. MuMULLEN. Whiat is the cost of construe-

tion per mîile ? It appears to have cost an enormîous
amlount of·imoney. Wiat is the cost witlout rollinîg
stock?

Mr. BOWELL. The engineer infornis ne that
lie lias not the figures witloutit the rolling stock, but
that it costs between $.29,000 and $30,000 per mile,
including the rolling stock. He will endeavour to
lhave a separate statement for the Commnittee whien
we reach the main Estimates.

Mr. NMcMULLEN. Are tiere any claims along
the lie renaining unsettled ?

Mr. BOWELL. There are a few siall claims;
nearly all the claiis were settled as the work went
on.

Mr. McMULLEN. At the inception of this
scheme what was the estimnated cost ?

Mr. BOWELL. The original estimnate was about
820,000 per mile, but the calculation was based on
wooden structures, whici were afterwards changed
to iron or steel.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
clude the bridge over the Narrows'?

Did that in-

Mr. BOWELL. No; as it was at first intended
to use a ferry. That was found impracticable, and
it was thougit better to have a permanent
structure.

Mr. McMULLEN. This is a very large increase.
I remember that when the Bill was introduced, it
was stated that the cost would be something in the
neighbourhood of what the lion. gentleman men-
tioned. It appears, however, to have cost $10,000
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a mile more than that. I cannot understand what
changes could be made in the construction which
would entail this iicrease of 50 per cent. over the
estimated cost. Unfortunately, it appears that all
the lines we build cost twice, adid, in sorne cases,
three tines the first estiniate. This was the case
in connectioii with. the St. Charles branch and the
Oxford and Glasgow and the Pictou branch. All
those lines appear to have been launched with the
uiderstanding that they would cost within the
limits of a respectal)le sain, but when we come to
settle up we find them overrunning the estinate 50
per cent. on an average. The St. Charles branch
cost treble the amount anticipated when the schene
was first presented. Surely that cannot rest with
the engineer. If it does, it reflects seriously on
the engineering skill of any man who would pre-
pare statements authorizing any Minister to say
that a road can 'oe constructed at $20,000 a
mile, when it turns ont to cost $30,000 a mile.

Mr. BOWELL. I anm a.ware of the enormous ex-
penditure which was incurred in connection with
the St. Charles branch, though I do not think it
can be attrilmted to the engineers who made the
first calculation, as a large portion of the expendi-
ture was unforeseen, as far as the Government and
the engineers were concerned. The cost of the
right of way was enornious and far beyond what
was expected. Referring to the Cape Breton Rail-
way, I find that the original design was for wooden
structures, culverts, bridges, abutments and piers.
The culverts have been built of solid stone, and the
road has been ,made a first-class road. It was
found that the cost of introducing steel bridges
and stone culverts would not at the outside exceed
the cost of renewing . wooden structures, when
worn out, and that the changes would practically
make the work permanent, and a first-class road
in the first place.

Mr. McMULLEN. Wa.s the contract let in the
first place on the understanding that the bridges
and culverts were to be wooden?

Mr. BOWELL. The engineer informs me that
the decision to change the character of the road
was made before the contracts were let.

Mr. McMULLEN. In that case, there cannot
be any serions clain for payments ù-* consequence
of a change in the plans and specifications. There
is nothing of that kind now pending, is there ?

Mr. BOWELL. I understand that there are no
claims consequent upon the charge of the specifica-
tions.

Mr. McMULLEN. Then we are to understand
from that, that there are no claims at all pending
upon any contracts in connection with that road?

Mr. BOWELL. I did not say that.

Mr. MMULLEN. Tiiat is what I want to
know.

Mr. BOWELL. What Isaidwas, thatIunderstood
there were no clains arising out of a change in the
specification or the contract. There are clahns in
reference to the classification of some of the work,
that is, as to whether some material should be
classed under one head or under another, which is
now under consideration.

Mr. McMULLEN. What is the claim presented
under that head?

Mr. BOWELL. I an not able to give the hon.
gentleman the information on that point just now,
but before the House rises it will beI fully informed
of all the facts, that is, if any claim is recog-
nized; as in such case we will have to ask Parlia-
ment to sanction it.

Mr. McMIULLEN. Was the work all let to
one firmn?

Mr. BOWELL. No, it was let to two different
contractors.

Mr. McMULLEN. Will this cover the cost of
the railway ?

Mr. BOWELL. Everything but the rails and
the rolling stock.

Cape Breton Railway - Bridge over
Grand Narrows..... ........ --.. 8,0

Mr. McMULLEN. What is the total cost of
this bridge?

Mr. BOW ELL. The total cost of the construc-
tion of the Grand Narrows Bridge was $525,365.02
up to the ist June, 1891.

Mr. McMULLEN. What is the length of this
bridge ?

Mr. BOWELL. 1,800 feet.
Mr. McMULLEN. What is the height of the

bridge?
Mr. BOWELL. It is about 75 feet fron the

mud bottom to the lev el of the water, and 11 feet
above that, with a draw.

Oxford and New Glasgow Ra-ilway-
Construction and equipment.... $23,O00

Mr. McMULLEN. What is the total cost of
that road up to date ?

Mr. BOWELL. The total ainouit up to 30th
June, is $1,768,027.96, including the amount for
which a vote is now asked.

Mr. McMULLEN. What class of road is it ?
Mr. BOWELL. This also was intended in the

first place to be built with wooden structures, but
the Government, on the advice of their engimeers,
decided to build the bridges of steel and the cul-
verts of mnasonry. In fact, they made the same
change in connection with this as they did in
regard. to the road under discussion a few minutes
ago.

NMr. McMULLEN. Was this change made
before the contract was let?

Mr. BOWELL. Y es, before the contracts were
let.

Mr. McMIULLEN. There have been no serio'us
changes made i the plans and specifications since
the contracts were let?

Mr. BOWELL. The engineer inforins me that
there have not been any.

Short Line Railway-To payjudgment
of Court............ ...... $24,563O2

Mr. BOWELL. This line was orig'nally subsi-
dized for $3,200 er mile, and the ontreal and
European Short e Railway Company entered
into a cotract under the Subsidy Act to build the
road. They commenced the work, and after doing
some grading and mnasonry, and providing a large
quantity of timber and ties, theyfailed to carry on
the work and left large bils unpaid. These

1657 1658



[4J0 LmoNS]

were adjudicated on by Judge Clarke, and under
his ruing, $149,233.09 was paid by the Govern-
ment to the creditors of the coimpany. The Gov-
ernment passed an Act expropriating their pro-
perty, and the company brought action against the
Governuîent and received in addition to the sui
mentioned, the sum of 8100,777.68 principal witli
interest at 6 per cent., from July, 1887, and costs,
$2,363.04. So that the payments were made of the
following anounts: Under Judge Clarke's adjudi-
cation, 8149,233.09; paid to company, $80,000; to
the lawyers and creditors, $24,563.82, n.aking a
total of $253, 796.91.

Anmapolis and DigbyRailway-Con-
struction.................... $108,002

Mr. FLINT. I do not see any appropriation
placetd in the regular Estimates for this railway, ant
I would ask if this is the final appropriation to pay-
for the so-called niissing link? Are there likely to
be further appropriations for that purpose ?

Mr. BOWELL. The engineer informs mue that
he is not aware of any claim that will necessitate
asking for a further appropriation.

Mr. FLINT. I understand the road is almost
conpleted, and there is, of course, a general desire
and anxiety in the western portion of the province
te enjoy the facilities which it will afford. I would
like to ask the Governnent what progress bas been?
made in concludinîg an arrangement between the
Government, the Windsor aud Annapolis Railway,
the Western Couinities Railway a nd the contractors
for running trains over the new line? Is it likely
that conclusions can be reached at an early date se
that trains can be run over the road?

Sir JOHN THIOMPSON. There is nothing
pending w'ith regard to that. The Western Cou n-
ties Railway will be permitted to run their trains
as soon as possible. The Windsor and Annapolis
Railway Companîy have nothing to do with it.
There is every desire on the part of the Government
that that road should be afforded facilities as soon
as possible.

Mr. BOWERS. I would like to call the atten-
tion of the Governiment to an act of injustice which
this railway lias done to the inhabitants of Bear
River and Smith's Cove, and to the inhabitants of
Hillsburg, in Annapolis County. The country
around Bear River is a very hilly section of country.
The inhabitants had a ilce level road for teaning,
and the Government, or the contractors, I suppose,
of the company who built this line, have taken this
road froin the people and have forced them to go,
up over two steep hills to get to the depot at
Smith's Cove. They ha'.e spent something like
$5,0o, I an informed, to enable them to get to the
depot, aud now they find that when they get near
Smith's Cove, they have to go over high hills,
where they cannot haul over half a load. They
have to discharge half the load and come back half
a mile or more to get the balance of the load. This
makes it very inconvenient for the people. I would
like to know whether it is the Government's fault,
or whether it is the fault of the contractors,
anji whether any arrangement is going to be
made whereby the people can be accommrodated.
in this inatter. I think they sent a petition about
this natter a year ago, and they feel deeply hurt.
They think the Governmeut or the company have-

Mr. BowE'LL~.

treated thein with great injustice, and caused them
large expense. It must be renembered that the part
of the county I anm speaking of is not such as most of
us live in, but it is very hilly, and the company have
taken the level 'road away froin theni and forced
them to go further inland, and they want the
Government or the coinpany to make this road as
good to thei as the old road was. In this connec-
tion I wish to mention the bridge that crosses Bear
]River. It is always usual to build piers on the
outside and on the insile of the bridge, so that
vessels coming through the draw may be able to lie
alongside of this pier until the bridge is open.
Now, there are no piers built where the draw is to
enable vessels tO warp through the bridge, and when
there isany wind blowing vessels are apt to be driven
ashore on the rocks and danaged. I would like to
know when the Government is going to build these
piers ?

Mr. FLINT. I have had correspondence on this
subject, and the difficulty seems to be this : Bear
River is a deep and at times rapidly-rushing stream
between very higli hills, and vessels going down the
stream or conming up the streaim, canot count on
finding the draw open at the precise moment when
they arrive in the vicinity of the draw. As there
is a large anount of trade here and a great nunber
of vessels, comuparatively speaking, there is a strong
demand that in order that the public be accommo-
dated in this respect the Governinent should pro-
vide piers or other conveniences so that vessels
nay attach themselves while waiting, and save

themselv-es fronm heavy currents, squalls or gales,
or during a period of detention, so that they may
pass through the draw-bridge at their leisure and
with complete safety. The danger is inuch more
inminent than to a stranger would at first appear.
I an informed by parties familiar with the trade
that this is a mnatter of great importance. Have
the Government had any information on the sub-
ject; and what are their views ?

Mr. TUPPER. I am aware that applications
have been made from different localities with res-
pect to "walking piers " or buoys, but on enquiry I
ascertained that while there are a great many of
these in Canada, in no instance bas the Marine De-
partment ever paid the cost. In some cases they
have been supplied by the railway corporation
owning the bridges, and in others by the munici-
palities interested.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. I desire to call the atten-
tion of the Government to the damage done by the
construction of a railway bridge across the Rivière
du Sud, in the County of Montmagny. I.think the
works that are necessary in this connection should
be carried out while the water is low. I hold in
my hand a report from Mr. Coste. After visiting
the spot lie reports :

"In conclusion, I must say, that, in my opinion, the
railway bridge, if not the absolute cause of the damage,
hlas without doubt accelerated the weariug away of the
bank above the railway bridge."
Mr. Perley says in his report:

"dI agree with Mr. Coste in bis conclusion that the
wearing away of the bank has been caused by the railway
bridge."
This subject has been before the department for
four or five years, ant we have never obtained satis-
faction. It has been stated that the ainount re-
quired for a wharf was aboutt $3,000. I think the .
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department knows all about the matter, but I an
compelled to say that it is the ill-wil of the chief
engineer that prevents the work beinr done. In
his own report, he estinates the cost of protecting
the road immediately above the Intercolonial Rail-
way bridge at $3,000, and although the Governient
expend large amounts on other works, yet when we
ask for the expenditure of the aimount estimated, no
steps are taken to carry out the work. I do not
understand why we do not have the work carried
out, and at all events if it is not to be carried out,
let us know it, for I do not like to be waiting month
after nionth. This work should be done while the
water is low, for a few ionths hence it will be too
late and great damage will be done next spring.

Mr.' BOWELL. The only information I ain able
to give the hon. gentleman is- and I must say it is
very inconvenient to discuss every railway question
on a special item-that a report was made on the
subject, and the hon. member for Montmagny (Mr.
Choquette) has quoted from it, to the effect that the
Government are not responsible for the damages to
which he refers. The hon. gentleman isaware that
I informed him that as soon as I had time I would
look more closely into the claini lie made; but the
information I have received is that alIthe engineers
who have considered the question have declared
that the Governnent are not in any way responsi-
ble for the damage done. It is true Mr. Coste
made the report to which the hon. gentleman refers;
but as to the wording of it there is nothing posi-
tively stated. It is very objectionable for members
to animadvert on an official who can have no per-
sonal interest either for or against the parties nak-
ing the claim. His duty is to make an investiga-
tion, to report fully to the departnent the facts
as presented to him, irrespective as to how they
will affect the Government or any individual. I
cannot believe for a moment the insinuation of the
hon. gentleman that the officer who made the re-
port was actuated by any personal feeling against
that locality. If a statement of that kind was made
it was unworthy of any hou. gentleman.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. I admit that the hon.
Minister has done his best to give me justice. I
f uly expected the answer he bas given, and here
is my answer to his reply. The first report was
made by Mr. Mackenzie, who was sent to the local-
ity in winter when there were two or three feet of
snow on the ground, and when it was impossible
for any one to know how much damage would be
done at another season of the year. More than
that : this officer went to Montmagny and took the
evidence of witnesses, and he made a report on the
information of some parties interested as to what
had been done. I subsequently went there with
Mr. Coste to ascertain what those people had
stated, and lie said to theni: Last winter you said
so and so; and they replied : WMe never said that.
The former engineer, who could not speak French,
went there with several gentlemen, among them
the leader of the Tory party, who aeted as inter-
preter, and the witnesses then said quite the con-
trary to what they stated to Mr. Coete. When I
went there with Mr. Ceste I asked those people if
the statementsthey were reportedte havepreviously
made were true, and they said quite the contrary.
I am compelled to say, and I am sorry to have to
say it, that I believe it is bad will on the part of
the chief engineer. Last summer hie passed

through my place with his employés in a special
car, very comfortabie indeed, but I am not jealous
of that. He stopped for a while, about an acre
froni the station ; he was not in a hurry, as lie lad
a special car, and I asked him very politely to stop
for a minute and coin and see the place. I said
to him : You are an engineer, and if you say upon
your authority as an engineer that tiere is no
dainage done and that the bridge is not the cause
of this damage, I will take your word for it. I
believe that no man of common sense could view
that place and say that that bridge was not the
cause of the injury. The chief engimeer refused
positively to stop for a minute, and he said lie
nust at once go to Quebec. I said to him : Yo are
paid to look after the road, and surely you can
stop for a minute to see if this dainage is being
done ; but lie positively refused to look at ýthe
place, and that is the reason I say there is bad will
on the part of the chief engineer. I sugested to
the chief engineer that as lie said Mr. ïÎackenzie
had reported agaiust me, and as Mr. Coste had
reported in favour of my contention, that I would
agree to take the opinion of an independent engin-
eer, not under his control nor under the control of
the Governrment, and I would accept his report as
correct. That proposition was refused also, and if
that does not show bad will on the part of the chief
engineer, I arn very muchi mistaken. I must say
that the acting Minister has always accepted ny
suggestions with the greatest kindness, and I am
obliged to himi for that. When the chief engineer
was in my constituency, I, as a member of Parlia-
ment and as one interested in the county, asked
hin, as a favour, to wait there for a moment and
look at the place, but he refused to do se and con-
tinued on to Quebec in bis special car. I told hin
that lie was paid to look after the road, and that,
as he was on the spot, he should do so, and I told
hin that I would bring the matter before the House,
as I do now. I ask the Governuient, as a favour, to
name a third engineer,- who is not under the con-
trol of the chief engineer, to make an impartial
report, and I am ready to accept the report. I
uaintain that this bridge is causing great danage
to the people in the neighbourhood, and it is just
the time now to have the work done, if it is to he
done at all.

Mr. BOWELL. My information is that Mr.
Mackenzie, Mr. Archibald and some other engineers
have made reports on this inatter.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. What are they ?

Mr. BOWELL. I (Io not know what they are.
Mr. CROQUETTE. I would like to know, be-

cause I was told in the departnent that Mr. Mac-
kenzie was the only one who reported against it.

Mr. BOWELL. Mr. Mackenzie reported against
it, Mr. Archibald verified that report, as did another
engineer also whose name the chief engineer does not
now remember. As I understand, in the winter
the hon. gentleman referred to, there was nothing
done except the taking of evidence. Of course i
the hon. gentleman impugus the honesty of the
examiner, who he says happens to be a Tory, and
apparently in his estimation nust be a perjurer-

Mr. CROQUETTE. Not all.

Mr. BOWELL. I am much obliged to the hon.
gentleman for mnaking some exceptions, but hie im-

1C61 1662



[COMMONS]

pugned the honesty of this gentleman because he
said lie happened. to be a Tory. I would be very
sorrv to attribute that character to all the party
to which ny hon. friend belongs. 1 an quite sure
the Governmnent could have no possible object
in depriving these people of any just rights or of
any just claiis for damages which mnay arise. The
chief engineer tells nie that at the time the hon.
reiitlenan asked im to wait at that station he

had already examinued that locality and examined
the effect which the water was supposed to have on
the land, and he did not deem it necessary to go
again. I an stron;gly reminded in this connection
of the constant applications I have in mîy own
department when a. decision is given against a man,
and I fear mny aiin. friend partakes of that par-
ticuiare haracter. Somie people are never satis-
ied unless the decision is according to their own
wishes. aud if the decision is against them they
bring it up next yeari aind the year after, and if not
decided in their favour hefore an election then
the claim will be sent to the representative of
the constituency who is elected, and that unfor-
tunate member has to go through the sanie ordeal
as his predecessor in trying to get the penalty,
or whatever it inay Ue, reversed. I do not find
fault with the action of my hon. friend. I rather
admire the interest he takes in bis constituents,
but I do not think it is fair to attribute motives to
the engineers. If the hon. gentleman will promise
me to say no nore about it, and if I reniain
acting Minister for any length of time so as to
enable me to select sonie man in whom the hon.
gentleman will, I h>pe, have confidence, I will see
that even another investigation is made, and if
the report of Mr. Coste is verified I wil try to
do justice to the h>n. gentleman and to his con-
stituents.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. I will try and explamn iny-
self.

NIr. BOWELL. Remember it is on condition
that you say no more.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. I wish to say that I have
nothing to say again.st Tories, but w-ber his
engineer came 1owvn there-

Mr. BOWELL. Reniember you are going to
break my offer.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. One of the Tory leaders
who is revising officer ini ny county, and who has
been disqualiied by three judges of the Superior
Court, when asked 1y the engineer, said there is no
damage done there. When fr. Coste came to my
place we went specially to these gentlemen, and Mr.
Coste asked themn if last winter they said such a
thing before Mr. Mackenzie and Mr. Hebert, and
they said, "'No: we never said that, we said quite
the contrary." Am I to judge of theni that they
made a mistake or t3at Mr. Hebert made a mis-
take ? I did not say auything against the Tories.

Mr. BOWELL. Those people who denied that
were interested, and, of course, it was to their
interest to do so.-

Mr. CHOQUETTE. I beg your pardon ; somne
of the people whoem Mr. Mackenzie asked were
adversaries of mine, and they did their best to get
the Government not to do the work, so as to be able1
to say : You have a menber of the Opposition i
representing you, put a good Tory in his place and

Mr. BowELU.
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you will get the work done. That was the position
they took. I am glad that I brought up this inatter,
because I have now the word of the acting MNinister
that a third enginîeer will be sent to report, and that
has been refused nie by a letterfromthe departnent.
I will stand by the report of any impartial engineer.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is
another interesting inatter in connection with this.
We would like to know homw long the hon. inember
will be acting Minister of Railways, as he has inti-
mnated it will be for some time. Now, the House,
in passing supplies, would like to know who will
administer the votes they are giving. I think the
hon. gentleman, having excited our curiosity, ought
to satisfy it by giving us some notice as to how long
he will be acting Minister of Railways.

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). Referring again to the
item under consideration, I would like to enquire
whether in this appropriation is included the cost
of station houses hetween Bear River and Anna-
polis ? In the construction of this missPing link

tween Digby and Annapolis. I understand that
station houses have been erected at Bear River,
Clemnentsport and Smith's Cove. Vhen the right
of way was paid for some twelve or fifteen years
ago, the County of Annapolis paid for ground for
station houses, not only at Bear River, Clenents-
port and Annapolis, but also at Deep Brook anti
Upper Clenentsport. As I understand, no station
houses have been erected at Deep Brook and Upper
Clernentsport. I would like to know whether, in
connection with this item, the necessity of these
station houses has been considered ?

Mr. FORBES. I would like to ask the hon.
Minister if he can give me the total length of the
line fron Annapolis to Digby, and the total cost ?
I would like him also to say whether the cost in-
cludes rolling stock, whether any is to be provided
by the Government, and whether, when the line is
conpleted, it is intended to hand it over to the
Western Counties Railway Company ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. $620,000 is the actual
cost. Rolling stock is not included, there is noue
to be provided by the Government, and the road
beiengs to the Western Counties Railway Con-
pany

Mr. BOWERS. I would like to know whether
the Government intends to (do anything in regard
to the injustice I conplained of, that an important
road has been diverte from the side of the river
and carried over two hills, to the detriment of the
interests of the people who have to use it. The
Minister said he did not think it was necessary to
build the piers which I spoke of in the Bear River.
When the Western Counties Railway built the
bridge across the Sissiboo River, they also buiit
piers, so that vessels could pass through without
trouble, and if the Government have obstructed
the navigation of the river by the construction of
this bridge, they ought to remove all impediments
and leave room for vessels to pass through the
bridge. It is utterly impossible without these
piers for vessels to get through the bridge.

Mr. BOWELL. In addition to what my hon.
colleague the Minister of Marine has stated, I am
informed that everything has been done at that
bridge that was recomnmended as necessary to the
safety of shipping, by the harbour master, who the
departnent supposed would know what was
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actually reqiuired. I ain no»t acquainted with the
locality, nor do I know vho the harbour master is ;
blut that is the information I have fron the chief
engineer. In regard to the road to which the hon.
gentleman has referred, I an also informedl that
the grades upon it are easier and nuch safer than
they vould have been had the old alignment been
continued-that, in fact, a change was made to
avoid wvhat are termied two-rail erossings, in order
to avoil accidents which very often occur at these
erossings. If anything further is found necessary
to facilitate the passage of boats, it will be the
duty of the Railway Depart.ment to see that it is
provided. If an additional pier is necessary the
departmnent will see that it is bIuilt.

Mr. BOWERS. I anm satisfied with the hon.
Nlini'ster's explanation, for I know that the piersi
will be bulilt if he makes enquiries. As to the
road the hon. «Minister is mistaken. Every per-
son knows that if you.carry a road aiong the edge
of a river bank it will be level. This road lias
been diverted fron the edge of the river and forced
to pass up over two hills. I have a diagram iere
showing its position.

M r. M ULOCK. I would like now to ask what
is the cost per ton per mile for carrying stone from
Newcastle to Quebec?

Mr. BOWELL. I an inforied by the chief
engineer that the actual cost is half a cent per ton
per mile.

Mr. MULOCK. Then I would ask whether the
stone referred to in ny question of yesterday was
hauled over that particular portion of the road?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, 411 miles, the engineer
tells me.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. May we
take half a cent per ton per mile as roughly re-
presenting the minimum cost of the haulage of all
goods?

Mr. BOW ELL. The engineer says yes, ap-
proxinmately.

To rebuild pivot pier for swing bridge
at Hastings. ................ S1,000

For iron swing at Hastins............ 430
To complete dry dock at Bobeaygeon.. 1,250

Mr. BARRON. I undIerstood the hon. the Fin-
ance Minister the other 'night to say that these
estinates were only for work that had been done.

Mr. FOSTER. This is a liability which was
ineurred during the past year.1

Mr. BARRON. I hold in my hand the reporti
of Mr. R. B. Rogers, superintending engineer, and;
in that report he refers again, as he lias done fre-
quently before, to the fact that the bridge north of
the lock at Fenelon Falls is still an impediment to
navigation. He says this part of the route cannot
be used till the swing bridge is placed in the rail-
road bridge above the upper entrance to the lock.
It has been in that condition ever since that loek
has been built, and the Government are paying a
lockmaster $250 a year, although nothing can go
through the lock by reason of this bridge being
there an imnpedinent to navigation.

Mr. FOSTER. The Trent Valley Canal will
come up in the main Estinates, and then we will
have an opportunity to discuss the whole matter.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What mneans
this item to complete the dry dock at Bobcaygeon ?
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Mr. POW FLL. That is to be dropped out, the
lock being, 110 douht, completed.

Towards filling a pond at St. Catha-
rines ........... . . . . . .. . . .1»

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
total cost of filling that pond It looks like a sink
hole. Will this ill it?

Mr. BOWELL. I suppose so. This pond was
created by back water fron Lock No. 2 of the canal.
It was a public nuisance, the main sewer fromi the
town of St. Catharines emptying into it. The
work executed has abated this nuisance.

Rideau Canal, lands and damages...... $1,000
Mr. McMULLEN. {How longhasthisbeen stand-

ing? I have noticed that every year there is some
little item of (laimages in connection with tiis canal.
What is the cause of this even sumn?

Mr. BOWELL. I remnember asking the sanie
question when considering the estimnates with the
deputy, and it appears that in all our public works,
though they may have been built for years, there
are d amages arising every year in some form or
other. This was paid oun the report of the engineer
sent to examine into the claimus made.

Mr. MULOCK. It appears there has been some
expropriation or acquisition of land.

Survey above Kingston Mills...........$1,20
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What was

the necessity for this?

Mr. BOWELL. The work has been performed
and paid for. A number of claims were made for
compensation for wash of shore, extending a con-
siderable distance-the contour being abut 50
miles. It was thought advisable to have a survey
mnade in the winter, so that the contour of the land
might be ascertained and fixed by a plan.

Mr. MULOCK. Who was the surveyor ?

Mr. BOW ELL. Mr. Wise, the 4overnment
surveyor.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I only called
attention to this because I have observed that, by
some curious phenomenon, regularly, before a gen-
eral election, a survey is nade above Kingston
Mills. I think this is the third or fourth tine that
such a survey has been made just before a general
election, and I have noticed that sundry parties
have come to nie and said that a survet was about
to be made above Kingston Mills, an. therefore,
we were sure to have a general election.

.Mr. FOSTER. That was valuable to keep as an
indicator.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes, and I
did not forget the pointer.

Towards deepening the Basin at Ottawa.. 80

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is this
for? Is this to clear out sone more sawdust ?

Mr. BOWELL This sum is to pay the balance
due on the final estimate for the deepening of the
basin above the bridge in Ottawa. The hon. gentle-
man will remnember that the work was done last
year.
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Mrs. J. B. Courville, gratuity equal to
two mtonthq& pay of lier hIte hus-
band, in his lietine mLIoekma:ter
on the Lachine Canal... $ 76

Widow of late Narcisse Bosquet, in his
lifetine Ftireman Carpenter, St.
Ours Lock, gratuity equal to two
nionths' puy........... m0

Jose h Daoîîst. fornerlv Locknan,
1eauharnois Canail. gratuity equal
to two Inonths' pay, he having been
incapacitated by siekness resulting
t'roui expostire while on duty...- 7

Grattiity equal to to iniont ia' pay to
the representative of P. Rvan,
forme ny assistant Bridge-keeper,
Lachine Canial..........>

J. V. Callaerts, compensation in fuil for
injuries reeeived whilst employed
on the works of the Chambly Canal. 400

D. Stark, Engineer, enployed on
works in Canada for the period
of 4S yeirs. of which 25 wrere in
the (overnment service. gratuity
equal to one vear's salary, on leav-
ing the service.................... 3,00

Mr. BOWELL. This first gratuity was paid to
the widow of Mr. Courville, who lied from blood
poisoning, the effect of an injury which lie received
when ie was assisting in the repairs of the break
iii the Cornwall Canal. The huîsband of Mrs.
Narcisse Bosquet was canal forenian for twenty-
three years, and lie contractei a disease in the
service, fron which lie died. John Daoust. formi-
erlv lockmnan on the Chambly Canal, was injured
hy the full of sone frozen earth while working
there, and died from the exposure which resulte
fron his injury.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Interrupting
the hon. gentleman, I nay say that I have no oh-
jection to the paymnent of two mîîonths' salary to
any otfier who died in the service, but I think
this was one of those items for which the vote of
Unforeseen Expenses was expected t-o serve, and,
uînless you are going to introduce the practice of
introducing all these details in the Estiuates in
futut e, I would suggest that it would be better
that they shonld be paid out of Unforeseen Ex-
penses.

Mr. FOSTER. This requit-es a vote of the
House, because these are not permanent otticers.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. My impres-j
sion is that a lockmaster is a permanent officer.

Mr. CURRAN. No ; the locknasters are aniy
enployed by the season.

Mr. FOSTER. They do not corme under the
clause of the law whieh allows us to puy the
gratuity, as they are not appointed by Order ni
Council.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I will not
dispute the position of the hon. gentleman, and,
of course, no one will dispute the items.

Mr. FOSTER. If it were possible to charge
these to Unforeseen Expenses, they would have been
charged to that item.

Mr. McMULLEN. I should like to ask if D.
Stark, engineer, who is said to have been employed
for forty-eight years on works in Canada, of which
twenty-five years were in the Government service,
contbuted to the superannuation fund?

Mr. BOW ELL. He did not. He worked on
the Trent Valley Canal and on the Ottawa River,
and, as I an informed, he was first employed forty

Mr. BowmeL.

years ago on the Lachine Canal, aud has been con-
stantly iin the employnent of the Govermnent

Mr. MULOCK. When did lie leave the service?
M r. POV EL L. A very short time ago, and this

gratuity is given to lhi11 on accorut of his failing
liealth, as lie could not avail hujînself of the super-
anuation fund, to whichli e never contrihuted. I
am infornied that searcely any of the engineers are
on the permanent statf. There are a few, but not
mlianv.
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Mr. McMULLEN. Does he reside in Ottawa

Mr. BOWELL. He has been a resident of
Ottawva during his illness for soie time past, but
lie has left. the city since lie hias been relieved fro>m
dutv. Where he has gone, I do not know.

SMr. CURRAN. I would ask the Minister to
aIend the itelu granting two mnonths' pay to P.
Ryan, so a.s to allow the Auditor (General to pay tie
aiounut and to iake it payable to Helen Ryan, wife
of P. Cassidy, daughter of the late P. Ryan.

Mr. M ULOCK. Is she the person to receive it?
Mr. CURRAN. Yes.
Mr. MULOCK. Is she the only child?
Mr. CURRAN. She is the person with whom

lier father resided, and all the others are satistied
she should get the noney. She naintained her
father in her own house, anid there is no trouble
about it.

Mr. BARRON. Perhaps the Miniister of Public
Vorks will be kind enough to say, if it is possible

to grant compensation to the widow of the late Mr.
Streng, who was an engineer at Kingston. He was
required to prepare sone plan for a dry dock at a
tiie when lie was ill, and lie had to leave his siek
bed, and subsequently le died, and the doctor at-
tributel his death to having left his bed in that
coniditioi. I understand the widow has been left
alhnost destitute. An application has been made
for simiply a year's salary, if I an not mistaken.
Thei matter has already been brought to the atten-
tion of the Minister, and I would like hin t-o say
whether there is any likelihood of her getting a
pension.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This mnatter was
brought to the attention of the Governument, and
the hon. gentleman will do well not to persist in his
question niow, because I think he will see that this
case lias not been forgotten when further Estiniates
are brought down.

Im!Provement of ship canal between
9uebec and Montreal-Governor(;eneral's warrant............ 20,000

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In the beginning
of April of this year, the de rtment found itself
with only $4,000 left. Dred ges had to be put in
order, and as the nioney to be voted by Parliament
would not be available, we asked for a Goveruor
General's warrant, in order not to stop the work
until the 1st of July. This $20,O0 is a portion
of the $100,000 that I stated last year would be
required to complete the work which the Harbour
Commissioners of Montreal had determined to do
when theise works were taken over by the Govern-
ment. In the ordinary Estimates we shall ask
Parlianent to divide into two parts the balance of
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There were two
large vesels, one of them the Ci/ola, which could
not enter the dock, and it was enlarged a little to
accommodate thenm.

MIr. MIULOCK. Are we to understand that the
contract has been in no way interfered with, so that
no question can arise of increased charges or dam-
ages on the part of the contractor ?NHas the con-
tract been carried out strictly in accordance with
the plans and specifications, without any alteration ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No. It was stated
at the time that these representations had been
made by the owners of these vessek, I do not
know how nany months after the works had been
going on. Then we stopped them in order to have
a decision of council as to whether the enlargement
should take place. It was stated at the time what
the enlargenent would cost, but I do not renem-
ber now what it was.

Mr. MULOCK. Was there a.schedule of prices
agreed to with regard to the increased size of the
locks, or was the contract let hefore the increased
sizewasdecàded upon? Now, when the increased size
was decided upon, was there a schedule of prices
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Mr. GIBSON. I still adhere to my statenment.
It will be renembered that 48 feet was the original
opening for the dock, and it was recomnended by
the engineer that it should be enlargei to 60 feet
without any cost to the country. In twenty days it
was changed to 55 feet, at an additional cost of $35,-
000. There is less masonry for a 55-foot opening
than for a 48-foot opening---an( I know what I am
talking about.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot give fur-
ther information at this monent, but I furnished
all the information last year. When we come to
the ordinary Estimates I will then be ready to give
all the information the hon. gentleman requires.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In asking a
vote the hon. gentleman should be ready with the
information.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I could not ex-
pect, in view of the fact that I gave ail the infor-
mation last year regarding the enlargement, that I
would be asked to give it again this year. When
the ordinary Estimates are takenup, I will be
ready to give the information requred.
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the 880,000 which will be required to complete the agreed to by the contractor for carrying out this
work uiidertaken bv the Harbour Conimissioners. increasedsize?
Hon. gentlemen wil'l see that S-0,000 are asked for Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, it was accord-
that purpose, and the lialaice of $30,000 will be ing to the sane schedule, because they were askingvoted next 3ear. on one item something more, and council said :

Kingston Graving Dock -Goyernor No, we will stick to the item in the original con-
General's warrant.............6,00 tract.

Sir HECTOR LANGCEVIN Thi8 sum was re- r. hen the contract wu irst let
quired in order to go on with the works on that the openiug was 48 feet, and it was afterwards
dock. According to the reports submitted by the1recomieiudeded hy the chief engineer that, owing
chief engineer on the 16th March last, the balance to the large size of the vessels plying upon the
then available of the appropriation of $160,0M lakes, the opening should be increase to 60 feet.
nade by Parliament during the session of 1890 for Accordingly. an Order in Council was passed that
the construction of the Kingston dock, was only Ithis opening should be made 60 feet without any
$4,000, a saim quite insutlicient to carry on the!additional cost. In the course of twenty laya,
work up to the 0th June. Besides the contract after it was discovered by the engineer in charge
for the construction of the dock proper, contracts i that there was no necessity for making the opening
had also been enterel into for furnishing caissons' 60 feet, that 55 feet would do, it was ascertabled
for closing the dock. " It is further contemplated1that $.15,(*) would be required additional to nake
to erect an engine house by contract. Moreover, it the opening 5 feet less. 1 should like to know how,
was ex ected that the caisson and pumping plant if 60 feet would cost nothing, an opening of W) feet
would completed by or before the 30th June; involved atiucreased cost of $35,00 I1was one
therefore, though this sum of noney has been of the contractors who offered to do the work.
asked, it will be applied towards the same work, According to the calculation I made in regard to
and so nuch less will be required for the year that the openi of the dock,instead of an increase heing
began yesterday. unade to t e contract, with the exception of the

Mr. MULOCK. Vhat progress has been made folding part of the casting8, there should have been
in the construction of this dry dock ? a reucti3n of >24,000 n the estimate.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. We believe the Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. -
coutract work will be conipleted in September or man is quite mistaken about the report t tat 60
October of this year. feet.woul cost uothing.

Mir. MULOCK. Have there been any changes Mr(USON. I read it from the docunents
made, either in alterations or specifications, with sent fron the deprtrent, which were i the hanls
regard to its size? of the hon. mer for Bellechasse (Mr. Aniyot).

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No change has Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That was never
been made sirce last year, when the whole matter intended by the engineer, as isquite eident. The
was before the House. Perhaps the hon. gentle- enlargement of the work must incur additional
man will be glad to know the dimensions. Length, cnst, and the eugineer at first. reported 60 feet, and
280 feet ; wi-Itb, 4, feet ; width at coping level, 2afterwars, before the work was given out, he re-
feet ; depth from eoping to floor, 26 feet ; depth of ported that after making minute calculations he
water on sill at low water, l5ý feet ; width of thouglit 55 feet would Uc sufficient, and that reduc-
entrance,, 48 feet. to ol oehtcralteepne h

Mr. GIBSON. Did not the chief engineer re- resuitwasthe engineer reported accordingly. It
port that the entrance ahouïd ie made 5 feet! j was worth the nOney t get the dock so witened.
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Mr. NIULOCK. Will the Minister state the
contract price for the work as originally entered
into. as the resuit of advertising for tenders ?

ir HECTOR LANG;EVIN. About $261,000.
Mr. .IULOCK. There lias been no change in

the speeitication or contract price with the excep-
tion of meiireasimig the openilg to a.» feet, at an in-
creased cost of 8'.,00 ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. S35,000.
M-r. M ULOCK. Is that all the change nade in

the sneeitication for the work and in the contract
price~

Sir HECTOR LAN(EVIN. So I am infornmed.
Of course. tlhere are other works not included in
the contract.

Mr. .\lULOCK. I an speaking of the contract.

Sir HECTOR LANG.EVIN. No; :1 do not see
anythig else.

Mr. NIULOCK. What other works at Kingston
were there connected with this work, which foris
the subjeet-iatter of this vote ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There were the
wrought iron eastings, hauling gear, pumping
plant, engine and boiler house, tools, coal shed,
fencing and gates, shores, wedges and blocks,
storehouse, residence of the dock master and en-
gineer, dock office, plant, expense incurred for the
site, &c.

Mr. MULOCK. Without referring to the land,
and confining myself to the work, I should like to
know if all these works enunerated were let after
the publication of advertisenent for tenders ?

Sir HECTOR LANG EVIN. Some of thenm.

Mr. MULOCK. Will the hon. gentleman say
which ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Pumping plant;
contractors, Inglis & Son, Toronto. W rought iron
castings ; contractors, Dominion Bridge Company. I
thiîk there is another contract with respect to the
engine and boiler plant.

Mr. MULOCK. I understood you to state that
the contract for that work had fnot been let

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think that is one
of the works to be let.

Mr. MULOCK. What have been let?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Those I have men-
tioned.

Mr. MULOCK. Will the hon. gentleman state
the names of the contractors for works not let by
public tender, and the anounts of the contracts?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have not the
names of the contractors here ; I have only an
estinate of the aniount for each work.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. gentleman will see
that tenders were invited for certain publie works
at Kingston, and, subsequently or contempor-
aneously, a lae number of other works were let,
for which pubic tenders were not invited. It is
important to avoid such a systen as that, and I
should like to know,.if poible, the amounts of the
contracts that were let at Kingston to private con-
tractors, and the na mes of the contractors. I ask
that these contracta be laid on the Table of the

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.

House, and perhaps the hon. gentleman, at
the sane time. will bring down a copy of the
report of the Minister to Council on which
the Governor Geners warrant was issued.
The Governor General's warrants are not forth-
coning in connection with all these special items,
and, as I have menitioned before, I think the time
has arrived when attention should Le drawn on all
occasions to the exercise of this extriordinary
power by the Governor in Council. in passing war-
rants for noney not having previously been
sanctioned by Parlianment. Here we find that on
the 16th of March last, at a period when apparent-
ly it was impossible to make any reaserable us e of
the noney, an Order in Council was passedl for the
expenditure of'$60,000, aportion of whieb, at kast,
hiad never been sanetioned by Parliament. I think
that the report and the argument upon which thiat
warrant was issued should b*e laid on the Tahe. I
would like to ask who is the local engineu at
Kingston in connection with al these works ?, I
May say, for the hon. gentleman's information,
that the report of the previous vear gives the naine
of George F. Perley as engineer at Kingston. I
would like to know if lie occupies any ottice other
than that of assistant engineer at Kingston in con-
nection with these various works?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No; he is une of
the assistant engineers in ny departient and he
was sent up there, and is paid only for the work
he is doing there.

An hon. MEMBER. Is he a relation of the
chief engineer ?

Mr. MULOCK. I should have said that the
gentleman's nane is George E. Perley. I an asked
if he is a relation of the chief engineer?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.
Mr. MULOCK. If it were not urgent to have

these items passed, I think it would be only right
that the whole of those items should stand over
until all this information is before the House. The
hon. gentleman has statel that there have been
somne contracts entered into in connection with this
work without being put up for tender, and I think
we should not dispose of this item until we have all
the details. I would not wish to delay the progress
of the Estimates if we are allowed to discuss the
subject at some later stage.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I will bring down
al the details on the main Estimates.

Mr. MULOCK. That will be satisfactory. It is
understood we will have the sanie freedou of dis-
cussion on the items as we would have now?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

Mr. GIBSON. I would like to know if the
Minister would lay before the House a detailed
statemeut of the quantities and classes of each
kind of extra work enbraced in the suin of $23,253
that were paid for the altering of the opening of
the dry dock at Kingston. I find there is only one
item of 2,500 cubic yards of extra rock excavation
given in that estimate, and that was put in at a
sum of $2 per yard, which the Council saw fit to
reduce to the original price of $1 per cubie yard. I
would like to know how many yards of concrete
were put in for the 81,50; how many yards of
masonry and pounds of *iron in the caisson for
$3,300,and in the chamber for $1,500? I find they
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were allowed for the coffer dam $10,000, for
unwatering S1.170, for loss of tine using contrac-
tor's derrick 5 for cribbing K3,250, for cutting
the criLs S750, for removinig plant k600, and for
caisson rollers $7O. Now I tind there were
$1ti,52< allowed for this extra dam which the
contractors of the original dam put in at *23,O0-:
or, in othter wonrds, there were paid for extras to the
contractors t wo-thirds of the original price. I
would be glati if the Mlinister would give us the
information as to the quantity of concrete, the
nuiber of pounds of iron in the caisson, the
quantity of inasoury in the extra walls he speaks
oî, and. al the other items included in this charge
of $2i32-;t

lie gave as his address a certain post oflice box in
Kingston. I do not now reniember the number :I
think it was 24. I say that I have reason to be-
lieve that Bancroft has never haidi any post office
box in Kingston., and I want to know who was the
proprietor of that box. That will give us a clue
to the fraud which, I think. has been perpetrated
upon the country. I want that information, atnd I
do not intend to let the i%'tter stand until I suc-
ceed in my efforts, in whici I an ainiated by
nothing but consideratious of public mîorality.

Sone hon. IEM BERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. AMIYOT. If the word morality does not

express my feeling, I nean the safety of public
m11loneV and the protection of the pubhlie agamnst

Sir H ECTOR LANG EVIN. lost likely the fraud's. If the tGovernîîent eau find anygood rea-
hon. gentlenum will give a list of what he wants, son for withholding thait information, let thei at
and he will le put in possession of the iiformaîtion. least have the spirit of justice to say so : but for

Mr. I1$ON. I will give the hon. Minister a the present they caunot plead inpossilbility. They
menorandin of the information which I want. cannot say that their postmiîaster at Kingston has

destroved his loks : or, if lie lias, he should be at
Mr. AMYOT. I noved yestertay for papers tismissed from the service. Thev cannot sav

concerng this very sane work. We want to that he and all the otficers of the Kingston post
understand thoroughly the work done there, as well office have forgotten the namne of the person who
as the extra work, and I hope this report wil be eased that box. We have a right to know it, and
brught down i tie for the tseussion on the the iteet I am
Estinates. I may say that we have tried also to uncharatitewith.
find ont who that Mr. Bancroft is who was the sue- cttehetu.geilha
cessful tenderer. Ve cannot find any trace of his Mr. HA(G(ART. I gave t the hon. gentleman
existenee. and I have asked aiready for the name the fullest information that was in the hands of the

of the lessee of a certain box in the post office at department. I, of course, did nt know for what
Kingston, and Parliamuent has been refused that in- object the lion. gentlenan asked the naues of the

formation. I now protest against that refusa]. I lessees of the ditferent boxes in the Kingston post
have been answered hy the Postnaster General office. I told my deputy to enquire for thel hst at

that these boxes in the Kingston post office belong Kingston, anid I will give the hon. gentleman the

to the country, they are rented every year, the whole of the return mîîade by mîy deputy to nie:

postmnaster keeps a list of them, ant I have ap- " The postmasters of the city offices do not report to
plied to know who was the lessee of a certain box the department the naines o' the lessees of boxes, and
in a purticular ear. We are toli that annual eonsequently it is imapossible to give the information

a bn na required with reference tob the Kingston post office. The
reports are made, but we cannot ewd who was the statements furnished by the postnaster at Kingston
lessee of that box for that year. This is a very contain only the number of boxes let and the amount
extraortlinàary state of things, and I draw the atten- coilected,eopies of which statements for the year 1S9
tion of all t iinembers îf the Executive at present are hereath appended.
in the House to it. I would like to know what is We (id apply specially for the names of the
the reason this information is refused to the House: lessees at kingston, and the postmasters answer
are we not entitled to know who was the lessee of was that lie did not keep a list of naines after the
the post office box for that year at Kingston, and year expired.
whv does the Governmenit withhold that infona' Mr. AMYOT. In the first place. lie should
tion fromi the public? It has a direct bearing keep a list : but will hie say on oath that he does
upon the dock under construction at Kingston.ner
Ihope that when the Government will see the un'- ber, who ia n the box Wheh n a person has a box in
portance of the question they will try to put them- who pae boxr are ever onsan
selves right before the country, and not make the pe bytetiers in e dos ota lo
petople believe that they participate lu what we are: canit b tonielge mntt every one

afrad laait botom abu e faud.Mi- Banrof eau it lie saiti to au intelligent main that. every oneafraid is atottom a huge frasd. Mr. Banro of themî has forgotten whose box it was It ls
says, ink his tender, that lus addiress is such a Post peotrous. There muiist be somne initerest in
otice box at Kngston ; he is perfectly unknown at pid e te The peson sorha tat xf
Kingston, and I want to know who was the pro-hidig th e naine of he person wbo bad that box for
prietor of the post office box he indicates at that yMrH
time. The question is a ver proper one, Paria- -Mr. ih e-( A r e a nouetleman
ment lias a right to know b-vo has furnished the aware of in the department. The hon. gentleman
money belongin to the country, and who has been must understand that the party may have rented

the proprietor o fthat box for the year. I do not that box for that particular object and ouly for
think that the Governmnent is justified ln withhold- that particular tine, and may not bave used it
ing that information from the country. I hope afterwards.
that I ain heard and understood. I will repeat it Mr. LAURIER. Are we to understand from
again, in order that I may get the attention of all what the hon. Postnaster General says that at the
the members of the Executive in this chamber. I Kingston post otfice no record is kept of the leases
say that Rancroft, who was one of the tenderers for boxes entered into between any individual and

for the Kingston dock, is a person perfectly un- the post office there? It seems to me that a record

known ait Kingston and in the country. I say that , ouglit to be kept, and if no record is kept, the
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Postnaster General ought to see that the oflice is
not conducteti as it ought te be,

Mr. HAGG<7ART. The hon. leader of the Op-
position is mistaken about m»y answer. My answer
was that the postnaster kept a record each year of
parties who leased boxes for that. year : but his
infornuiation to the departient is that after he
m1ade his return to the twovernient at the end of
the year, he destroyed the documents, having no
further use for theni-

Mr. LAURIER. That is a very strange practice.

Sir RICHARD CARTVRIGHT. Surely the
books of the department would show who paid for
the oox. The lion. genitlemans inspector would
have had to inspect the vouchers with regard tot
all such iatters,

Mr. HAGG.ART. Here are the vouchers fur-1
nished from the pos office everv ionth. Theyl
ouly show the total anounts received; they do not
give the naies of the lessees.

Mr. AMYOT, When I gto the Quebee post
office tO lease a box, I pav or it and get a receipt
on an official form, anid the postnaster keeps the
stub of the receipt. Surely, if he destroys the list,
he mst keep the stiubs of the receipt.s.

Mr. LAURIER. But I understand that at the
end of the year these vouchers are destroyeJ.

Mr. AMYOT. That is !otYwhaît the hon. Min-
ister said. What he said was that the list is
lestroved at the end of the year. f course, that
is the information given tO him, but it is impro-
bable. and if it is correct, the practice is blameable.
You will not find any such thiug done in any pro-
perly organized establishment, Ut there is another
sour'ee a mnformation. When uthe money is paid,
there mnust be entry made of the paynent; how,
otherwise, could the Governmient verify the return
to the department of the proper amnount of money ?
A third source is the memory of the living witnesses
of the part'y who rented that box. Under the cir-
cumstances, I do not think the Government would
be justitied in withholding any longer this informa-
tion.

Mr. HAGGART. I will make further enquiries
and find out whether any of the clerks there have
any recollection of the party who had the drawer
in 1887. The request made to the department in
Kingston was to send down the nanes of parties
who were lessees of the different boxes in 1887. The
answer to that was that they had not kept any
record of the names, as they were in the habit of
destroying them at the end of the year, and the
information never came to the departinent here.
I suppose these vouchers are checked over by the
inspector in the office at Kingston to see that the
returns are correct,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, Would not
the cash book at Kingston poat office show what
sums were received and froin whomn?

Mr. HAGGART. My deputy informa me that
often the sanie box is let three or four times during
the year, and the boxes credited with the amount
paid, and not the lesees. Ido not know that the
names are kept at ail.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who is Mr.
Bancroft, and did he get the contract? The De-

Mr. I% UIR.

artmient of Publie Works ought to know all about

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. t is Baneroft &
Connolly.

Mr. AMYOT. I know all about them. Mr-
Baneroft, who is a perfectly unknown party, was
one of the teuderers, and Larkin, Connolly & Co.
were other tenderers, Vhen Bancroft was found
to be the lt>west tenderer, a letter reaehed the
department stating that he had formed a partner-
ship with Larkin, Connolly & Co., for them prposes
of his tender. Larkin & Connoly's tender w.s
higher than Bancrofts, which was the lowest, and
Mr. Baneroft got the contract betase he had
joined with L'rkin & C-onnolly, who were sid to
have vast experienîce in those contraets. as I believe
they had. After that largé extras were granted,
nider circunstances into which I wil! not go uw ;

but I had hoped to be able to tind out who Mr.
Bancroft is. Iwainted to know who was the lessee
of the post office box which he had given as his
a&ddress in Kingston, and this information we are
refused. This infonnation should be given us,. a
the Kingst.In post office is a braîeh of the Post-
master General's Department, and undkthe een-
trol of this Parliamnent. Not that
iuformation we arei n o heevte there is some
reason for n iing it. I hope the (overment
wiil not expose this House to anv further enquiry
or trouble in the matter, anti i1at they willdo
their best to find out who was the proprietor of
this box. That might be one of the elements of
their defence later on.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What does
the hon Minister of Publie Vorks know about
Mr. Bancroft ? Is he one of the parties now carry-
ing on the contract t

Sir. HECTOR LANGEVIN. Al I can say is
that the contract was given to Bancroft & Con-
nolly, and that it is that finn which is building
the doek.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRI(HT. The contract
is given in the name of Baneroft & Conuolly T

Sir HECTOR LANGETVN. Yes. The tender
of Mr. Bancroft, which was the lowest, was the
tender accepted.

Sir RICHARD CARTW RIGHIT. But the con-
tract was, as I understand, subsequently assigned,
in part or whole, to Mr. Connolly.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
in the name of Bancroft & Connolly,

And is now

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, Baneroft &
connouly.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
Minister of Publie Works must be able to give my
hon. friend the information he wants as to who Mr.
Bancroft is? He can say if the contract is now
being carried out by Mr. Bancroit in connection
with Mr. Connolly.

Mr. AMYOT, We might learn if he is a China-
man, or an Indian, or an African, or what he is.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Is it not the practice to
requre each individual party in a firm to sign the
pontr.et! And does this contract show the signa-
tures of the parties ?
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Sir HECTOIR LA1EVIN, I have no doubt extras that mnade up for the loss of teude ring too
the contract is signed by the two parties, low, and if he akes besides a large profit, it i

MPrb e-rk h Vayd te on t Minister ofnot oiv unfair t the o tenderr. but iPubk, OTks h We and<te tihna, b~ e-ois unfairt, u), hepuIbliex ami neither t his Ilouse
inembers of the House to see to-morr nor the
the original tender of -Mr. kaucroft so thatwetg
imlight enjoy the pleksure of seeing his written
signature, Bogus numes inay be -sent in to a de-
partinent so important as that of Publie Works to
give fielities to other tenderers to come in and
frustrate the regular and honest tenderers, who
wotud do the work at ltter prices in the end. If
that lie allowed, the publie have a right to know
it. When tenders are sent in they should ibe
houest, hoi*'d e tenders, andl not tenuiers sent un-
der Iogus names, It will be readily undeirstood
how easy, under that practice, it wou}d le to
defraud the pubie, Here is a man who sends in a
tender under a false naie, and at an absurd price,
anîd he knows the tender will be accepted, because
he will formt a partnership with a well-known con-
tractor. H will have taken the contract at a
very low prie. but wil make up by extras, He
will make ît up by changes, additions, by enlarg-
ing or dùuîinishing the work, and thus will obtain
undue preference-.

Mr. WOOD) IBroekville). If Mr. Bancroft got
the contraet at the lowest tender ant Larkin &
Connolly camte in aud assumed it with him, the
country gets the benefit,

Mr, AMVOT. The departmnent says : I give
Vou the contract for , but I will grant you
$iO,t)t0 for extra work, whieh will cost you $10.000,
ant in that way the country is defrauded of

Mr. WOOD (Brockville) That is your view of
the matter.

Mr. AMYOT. That has been doue in this in-
stance. If ny hon. friend would read the in-
complete report whie is before the House, he
would not lose his time by making the remarks he
dit. Ho does not know the facts, because his in-
telligence and devotion to his country are to great
to allow hlm to make the renarks he has made
had he known the facts,î

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). It is not given to the
average uember of this House to know as much as
the gallant Colonel who has just spoken. Never-
thelesi, the House will agree with me that what
I said was perfectly right. The country bas got,
the benefit of the action taken by the Department
of Publie Works, notwithstanding anything the
hou. gentleman bas said. If the department al-
lowed these extras afterwars, any person, I care
not how little intelligencelhe may pSesa, must
see that ihas nothiug wlatever to do ith gmnt-
ing the contract in the first instance.

Some hon. MEMBER& Oh, oh.

Mr. WOOD (Broekville). Well, just be good
enough uow to explain where I ani wrong.

Mr, AMYOT. The hon. gentleman has not pro-
perly understood the question. If a bogus tenderer,
under a false name, obtains the contract at an
ondue price, as was the case in this instance, it is
unfair to the genuine tenderer. Let us understand
that point, first., If, after he had obtained that
contract by means of a bogus nane, he obtained

Conuittee rose :-and it being six 'xlock, the
Speaker left t iChair.

~~ ~ A terReoess. »îîitoof

S(ln the Committeedý
Mr.iMcMULLEN. I want to say somethiug in

reference to this item of *M>.k0tA I think some
very decided changes must have beeu tmade in this
graving dock tmfter the contrat was let, The facts
presented to the H use by the hon. nimember for
Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) this afternoon seemed to
prove that there was collusion between the eon,
tractors after the work was let. Ido not blame
the Minister #f Public Works for this, but there
seens to have been a deided change maie in the
work, whieh resulted in a very increased eost.
Whether that was necessary or was by agreement
we do not know. We do not know whether the
work was changed from the original contract, or
what necesitated the inreae expenditure, or
what caused the generous dealiUg of the Minister
of Public Works with the conractors. I am not
disposed at present to insinuate that there was
anything of that kind, but we know that in the
Eauitmalt graving dock very serions changes were

large sunis were aigreed to le
pand and were paildI. lu no single instance
does it appear that any contract has been
carried ont under thec departmerit in aci ordane
with the specifications prepared or the cotmaiet as
it is tirst made., The first eontract always appears
to have been a fictitious contraet and ot intended
to be carried out according to the speciiations,
but that the contractors should have a new price
made afterwards. This has principally been doue
by a firm that has been doing a large aiount of
this work under the Minister of Publie Works, I
do not say that anything of this kind has taken
place in regard to the Kingston graving dock, but,
n view of all the insinuations thatt have been made,
I think the Committee should have laid upon the
Table, first, the contract itself, and secnedly, the
easons why the (ovemnment decided to change

from the original coitract to au altered contract,
the schedule piees which were arranged and all
the factsand figures conneted with the whole work,
before we are requilred t» ive consent to ithe pas-
sage of thi iteu. I thin it would be better to
allow this item to stand over.

Mr. FOSTER, I will take theb on. gentleman a
suggestion, ant will allow this item to stand.

Mr, AMYOT. This aftemnoon I spoke of the
firm of I&kin, Connolly & CO,, but I see that in
this case Larkin and the fint of the Gonmolly's did
not tender together. They made separate tenders,
Nick and, Mick Conomlly in one tender and Larkin
another. I may cal the attention of the Minis-
ter to some infornation which we will require, By
the first report of the engineer, it was stated that
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t Ite ýxk-iii f4S îIe~t f" r he dod w s u>t su*1i i-, get the tti~*trat,. and if tbey ambe to býti
c acille vks s*>t wtdd haxet*> 1ogoùit(> it etratheY eau iiâe pfor th~e-, of i e

whiidk ' >u be I -ead it wais then stiggeet*d1 i igher priee, zukd they êuý till h ix-e a v"
tItZit tllekpenilg 14 ttC- d0ek Zho>Ulttb k*.u- e~r~ We wsz sste our way it o;ugh alt th~ee

as, to w4keit M*tOiinstt-ad tof 4S féet a OriginanUv t!ines, aud Mwu~wst "ni ~ho>w the eutesart
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Sir-HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentle-
man is perfectly right in putting those questions,
and I will take a note of them. No doubt hou.
gentlemen understand that members cannot be
exactly au fait with the dimensions of that dry
dock ; however, we know that if we enlarge the
entrance of the dock in order to admit a larger
vessel than was intended in the first instance, the
consequence is that you muet enlarge the dock
iteslf. If you do not enlarge the dock you will
not be able to work on the sides of the vessel,
because some space will be required between the
side of the vessel and the aide of the dock. This
is a matter I have obtained from the engineers,
and I mention it that hon. gentlemen may see that
if we enlarge the entrance for larger vessels, we
muet enlarge the dock itself.

Mr. AMYOT. I do not so understand the
-natter. It was stated on the 2nd July that it was
necessary to enlarge, àbt the dock, but the en-
trance to the dock-that is a great difference. If
you diminish the entrance te a dock you increase
the length of the walls, and the expense will
increase. The recommendation te enlarge was in
these words:

" To accommodate all the steamers andpropellers ply-
ing on Lake Ontario and the River St. Lawrence, and
which will hereafter use this dock for repaire, some of
which take a breadth of beam of nearly 55 feet."
It is recommended that the width of the entrance
be made at least from 48 te 60 feet. This was on 2nd
July. In the report before the House the Order in
Council is not included, although it was asked by
the motion. On 2nd July it was declared that this
alteration will not entail any modification of the
present contract so far as prices are concerned.
On 22nd July another report was sent in. The
Cibola has not diminished in size, but etill existe.
It was, however, fouid necessary, instead of
having a 48-foot opening, as originally proposed,
instead of having a 60-foot openng, according to
the amended proposition, and which would entail
no extra expense, it was found advisable te make
it 55 feet for $34,000 extra. That is the position
in which the matter stands. .I ani accused
of unfairness for having stated that. On the
contrary, it would have been unfair on my part,
knowingthese facto, not to have warned the Minister
so that he would have his explanation ready when
the whole matter came up. He should thank me
instead of blame me. I would be very sorry te be
unfair towards him. It is true the Government
were not fair te me when they refused te let me
know who vas the lessee of a certain post office box
in Kingston. They took my enquiry in a very
joking way, laughing at my request, and the r-
sistence with which I sought the information. They
did not show much fair-play then. I asked the.
Minister this afternoon a very simple question: He
should give hon. members permission te go early
to-morrow, before any mysterious angel could do
anything, and see the writing-

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That is an insinu-
ation the hon. gentleman should not make. It is
not worthy of the hon. gentleman te make an in-
einuation of that kind. There is no one te inter-
fere with the papers. The papers I promised will
be brought down. I will bring down the original
tender of Mr. Bancroft. I will bring down the
contract as signed. I will not have copies of them,

but I will bring down every paper connected with,
the matter, and I think the hon. member should
suspend his remarks until then. The papers will
speak for themselves. The hon. gentleman wishes
te appear te be very fair towards me, but it is very
unfair te act in this way. The papers have been
promised, the papers will be brought down, and
brought down here, not te be seen by one meni-.
ber but by all members of this House, and the
House cannot ask more than that.

Mr. AMYOT. I would be very sorry to in-
sinuate anything against the hon. gentleman, but
when I sec that papers in connection with the post
office at Kingston have disappeared, I have a right
te entertain some suspicion. I do not throw the
blame on the Postmaster General, but if he
thinks that they are te be allowed te make papers
disappear in the departments connected with
the Government, and we are not te be allowed te
resist it, he is mistaken. I said the hon. Min-
ister of Public Works had not been fair
te me when he would not answer the question 1
put te him, whether or not he would permit us or
any member te see the papers to-morrow morning
early. He has not answered that question. He
now says he will bring down, not copies, but the
originale. I am very glad te hear it; I have not
heard it before. After all, when we see we cannot
reach the bÔttom of things we have a right te cer-
tain suspicions. I do not want te throw any doubt
on the h on. gentleman personally, but there are
divers parties concerned in these contracts. If you
take them as exteuded now and as they existed in
the beginning, they are of a very suspicious nature,
and the quicker the Governmen will throw light on
the whole matter the better for the hon. Minister and
for the reputation of the department and for this
country. We are playing with millions of dollars
and with thefortunesof the people, and wewho have
been chosen by the people at large te watch public
affaire are entitled to receive the fullest informa-
tion. It never came into my mind that at this
period of Confederation the Government would
stand before Parliament assembled and would deny
the information we have asked to-day. The in-
formation I ask may have looked simple, but when
I am told that Mr. Bancroft never existed, and
when 1 find that his address is Box 524 Post Office,
Kingston, I ask, who was the lessee of that box?
Was Mr. Connolly the lessee ? I am refused the
information. When we are told that we ehould
not have the permission te state what we think,
and when information is refused to us, we are
being treated in no fair way and the Government
dare not admit-to the people the facts as they exist.

Mr. FOSTER. Are we really te have a long
discussion on this matter,? Hon. gentlemen on-
both aides of the House know the purpose for
which we wish te put through these Estimates. If
I had asked the Committee te pass this item with-
out sufficient information, there would be very
good cause te protest on that side of the House. I
did not do that. Al the information asked has
been promised te be brought down, and I myself
stated that the item would stand over until the in-
formation was brought down, and I did that for
the purpose of facilitating our purpose of getting
through these Estimates. I think the hon. member
for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) is not quite fair in this
matter; he does not intend te be so, but te one
who is simply an oulooker and watches the pro-
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ceedings, it does seen lie has been unfair. He was
told this afternoon with respect to the name of
Banroft-

Mr. AM YOT. If the hon. gentleman intends to
go on with the discussion we must reply to him.

Mr. FOSTER. I would not have spoken on this
question at the present timne except for the fact
thut the hon. gentleman, taking advantage of this
discussion, has left a very unfair impression not on
the House, but on the country, when this debate
goes o it without any answer beinig made to his
assertions. He has intimnated that the Govern-
ment stands between hini and a laudable and proper
claim for information. For a purpose not known to
the Government aud not known to the House, lie
'slhed to get the name of a certain lessee of a box

in Kingston post office. He received the informa-
tion which the Postmaster General had at his com-
nand, and the facts as brought out this afternoon

were these : that the. post office boxes are let by
boxes, that is by nuimbers, and that the postma8ter
keeps his accounts by the numbers and not by the
naines, and therefore he lias not sent to the Post-
master General a statement of name, and it is not
in his power to say who was the lessée.of that box.
After having obtained that return the Postmaster
(eneral stated that lie had. asked his deputy to
conmunicate with the postmaster at Kingston
and tind out if he could from his personal
knowledge tell the name of the lessee of that box.
W hen all that is considered and taken into account
it dues not seem quite fair for the lion. member for
Bellechasse to state that thec Government is stand-
ing between him and proper information. With
respect to this question under debate is it not
more fair, as certain challenges have been tihrown.
out and certain information;applied for, when the
Minister las declared that the 6riginals of all
papers will be brouglht down ain laid before the
House, to suspend the discussion under the cir-
cumstances until that information is liere? I am
not looking at this matter from a partisan stand-
point or anything of that kind, but simply as to
the fair, honest treatment that should be shown by
man to man, and for the purpose of facilitating the
work we have in hand.

Mr. LAURIER. The remarks just made by the
Ministet of Finance conpletely justify and vindi-
cate the course followed by the hon. member for
Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot). Within the hon. gentle-
man's own lhearing this afternoon, within my hear-
ing, and within the hearing of every hon. gentle-
man, the lion. meiber asked for the production of
a certaùi tender and contract. An answer never
came. Not one word was said that the papers
would be laid on the Table of the House.

Mr. FOSTER. It has been stated since dinner.
Mr. LAURIER. It has been stated just now,

when my lion. friend lias asked the Government
again and again. Now the Governnent lias said :
Very well, we will bring down the papers. If that
answer had been given this afternoon, probably ny
hon. friend would have been satistied and would
not have nade his attacks. But the hon. gentle-
man must hinself feel that the Government have
no right to make the complaint they arenowunaking,
since it was simply after the persistent attacks of
my hon. friend that the Government thought proper
at last to give hin the information which lie had

M1r. FOSTER.

been seeking for during the last few hours. Why
did not the Governmnent do that at first ? If they
had done so I would understand the complaint now
made by the Minister of Finance. I am quite sure
that after the promise, which I must say lias been
extorted-I cannot use any other word for it-after
the promise extorted by the repeated attacks of my
lion. friend a promise was giveu that the.contract
would be bronglit down, and certainly ny lion.
friend is satistied because lie lias gained his point.
But that is not all. Are we to understand from
the Governmîent that they have no power in their
hands at this moment to let us know who was the
lessee of box 524 in the Kingston post office ? Are
we to understand that the post office at Kingston
is kept in sucli a loose manner that it is impossible
after a lapse of two years only to obtain sucli infor-
mation as that. I do not know, nor do1 I care how
the books are kept at Kingston post office, but if
I am told by the Postmaster General that it is im-
possible to tind out by auy records in the Kingston
Post Office who was the lessee of that box in 1889,
then I must say that the post office at Kingston
requires some reform.

Mr. FOSTER. Not necessarily at all.
Mr. MULOCK. My lion. friend who last spoke

referred to the production of the contract; and in
order to prevent any nisunderstanding arising out
of that renark, I would say that Iunderstaind that
the Ministpr intends to produce a great deal more
than the tender and contract.

Mr. LAURIER. That is certainly understood.
Mr. MULOCK. I would suggest, so as to pre-

vent any nisunîderstanding, that all the papers in
the department, fron the very commencement to
this present moment, should be produced. I mean
all the specifications and conditions that were re-
ferred to in the original advertisement for tenders,
the tenders thenselves, all the correspondence and
all other papers of any matter and kind connected
with the contracts, whether let by tender under that
advertisement or otherwise, and also a statement
showing the changes in the contracts. That is
what I understand by the papers to be proiuced.

Mr. LAURIER. Yes, that was understood.
Mr. MULOCK. Would it be possible to have

these papers laid on the Table, at least P, day
before the item is to be considered, so that we may
have an opportunity of looking over thei ?
' Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Before six o'clock
I answered the lion. genitleman, and a couple of
other hon. gentlemen, that I would bring down
the papers, and I meant by that all the papers.

Mr. MULOCK. Would it be convenient to have
them down before this item is brought up ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I will take care of
that.

Mr. GIBSON. There seens to be a misappre-
hension as to the length of the dock

Mr. FOSTER. If this is to continue, the Con-
mittee had better rise, and we will go on with some
other business.

Mr. LAURIER. I would advise my hon. friend
fronm Lincoln (Mr. Gibson) to defer his remarks for
another occasion.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Sproule). The question
is not before the Committee, because the item has
been dropped.
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Mr. AMYOT. Do not put it on that ground.
We consent to let the item stand for the moment.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Sproule). The hon. gen-
tlenan will remember that I only used the words
used by the Finance Minister, that the item stands
for the present until these papers are forthcoming.

Huil Post Office.......................... $105

Mr. DEVLIN. What about this item?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That is for an ex-
penditure for small works, such as painting.

Mr. DEVLIN. Does that complete the expen-
diture in connection with the Hull post office?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

Mr. DEVLIN. Have you an idea what the Huill
post office has cost up to date?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.
$30,000.

A little over

MNr. DEVLIN. I merely invite the attention of
the lion. Minister to the item because I wish to
suggest that since something over $30,00 has been
expended on the building, another small amount
might be provided to place a clock in the tower of
the Hull post oflice. I called attention to this
question in the early part of the session, and I
recei ved for reply that itwvas not the intention of
the Government to complete this work. Consider-
able merriment at my expense was provoked at the
tirne in the columns of the Montreal Gazetie, which
said that I got for my reply that the clock would
not be placed there, and that when I wanted to
know what hour it was I could either buy a watch
or consult a policeman. I intend now to consult
the Minister of Publie Works, who is more
affable, and I intend asking hin to see that
the building shall be properly completed. If he
crosses the river, and if he looks at the- build-
ing, he will find that such is not the case,
for the tower is there, and a place for the clock is
there, but it is boarded up, although I believe the
original intention was to place a clock. This is an
eyesore, and it (leteriorates from the appearance
of the post office, which is perhaps one of the finest
buildings in the County of Ottawa. The edifice re-
flects credit on the Goverinent, but as it stands at
present it cannot reflect all the credit it should.
The cost of a clock would bhe very small, and I can
assure the hon. Minister of Public Works that dis-
cussion on this subject may cost more to the Gov-
ernmnent than the placing of a clock in the Hull
post office would cost to the country. At all events,
Iask that the building should be completed, because
as it stands now it is not perfect. At the present
timne great improvements are being made in the
neiglibourhood of the post office, and handsome
buildings are going up in its vicinity, the appearance
of which willnot be added to by this incompleteness
in the post office building. If the Governmnent do
not intend placing the desired improvement in the
tower, perhaps they wouild give permission to the
citizens of Hull to put a lock there.

Mr. FOSTER. Perhaps the hon. nember for
Ottawa (Mr. Devlin) would put a clock there.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It would keep Grit
time.

Mr. FOSTER. That would be an objection.

Improved vault accommodation in
Eastern Block for Finance Depart-
ment (Revote of lapsed amount-
Governor General's Warrant)......$8,990

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What does
that vault cost altogether?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. $42,698.

Walkerton Post Office, Custom-house, &c..$7,500

Mr. LANDERKIN. What will be the total
cost of this building?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. With this vote it.
will be about $17,500.

Mr. LANDERKIN. What was the contract
price ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. $14,560. That is
only for the building. In addition, there are the
fixtures, the furniture and the fence.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Did the building exceed
the contract price ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. About $3,000.
Mr. LANDERKIN. How was this?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That comprises the

inspector's salary and the architect's work. Then
there was some extra work on account of the foun-
dations.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Who was the inspector?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot give the

name of the inspector.
Mir. LANDERKIN. You have not an inspector

there, but a clerk of works ; so you informed me
soie time ago. I asked at that time what his occu-
pation was. One would suppose that a gentleman
appointed to inspect % public building, to see that
proper naterial was used and that the work was
properly done, would be a mechanic. In this case,
the clerk of works is not a mechanic ; he has been
engaged in buying grain. It woutld be alnost ini-
plied that no inechanic couild be got in %etlkerton
or that part of the country, and that a layman had
to be employed to (o the work of a qualified builder;
and he gets $75 a nontl, I think.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. .2.50, I think,
working days.

Mr. LANDERKIN. When did he begin ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot give the

date, but lie began as soon as the work began.
Mr. LANDERKIN. He has been on continu-

ously since ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, until the work

was completed.

Mr. LANDERKIN. He lias also been engaged
in other employnents ; he does not give his whole
time to.this work. I know that lie spent about a-
month last winter in the electioin. That very fact
had a tendency to open the ey es of the people, and
it did not result in very nuch good to the Govern-
ment. Probably, if the Governmîent would take
the hint and call off these officials in some places,.
it night be better for the Government and for the
country, too. If lie is employed to do work for the
Government, the Government ouglit to see that he
does that work, and I do not think he should be
paid when he is not performing the work for which
he is employed. If the Minister will say that he
was employed as an election agent,. then we wilR
know.
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Cobourg Post Office, Custom-house,
&c.-Balance due contractors for
new wing, & . .......... $1,152.75

NMr. HARGRAFT. Is that building completed?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes; there is a

balance of $1,202 due on the final estimates.
Mr. HARGRAFT. What was the cost of that

building ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. When this is paid,

it will be about $53,700.

Winnipeg Immigrant Buildings......2,000

Mr. McMULLEN. What is the extent of ac-
commodation there now?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The building nea-
sures 126ï by 30ï. It is all wood. Above ground
is two stories, and a kitchen to the rear, the whole
standing over a basenment. and store.

Mr. McMULLEN. How many emigrants can
be accomodated there.?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I ean only give
the dimensions, and I nust refer the hon. gentle-
man to another departnent for the information he
requires.

Regina Industrial Sehool.............. $5,400
Mr. McMULLEN. Was this put up last year?

,Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No ; it began in
1889, and a much larger sum was voted in 1890.
The cost altogetheri will be about $50,000. That
will nearly complete it.

Mr. MULOCK. To what use is it put?
Mr. DEWVDNEY. It was finished, I think, the

end of last year and opened early this spring. It is
a school under the supervision of the Presbyterian
denomination, and is one of the largest schools we
have in the territories. It is exclusively for the
Indians. I think there are now some forty or fifty
pupils in it, and we expect in a short time it will be
filled to its greatest capacity. We teach farming
.and different trades there.

Mr. McMULLEN. It appears to me rather sur~
prising that we should have spent $50,000 on an
industrial school and have only fifty pupils.

Mr. DEWDNEY. It has been open only a few
months, and pupils are cominig in froi all parts of
the country.

Three Rivers Pier-To complete.,...$2,800
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is required

becatuse there was a settlement of the work, and
there had to be built two or three tiers more.

Three Rivers Ilarbour-Balance of pur-
chase price of deep water lot...... $75

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
,cost of that lot ? Is it land or water ?

Sir HECTOR LANG EVIN. It is a property
purchased some three, e ars ago, and this portion
was left behind becaus.e we could not get a clear
title. Now that the title is declared bythe De-
partment of Justice to te correct, we will have to
pay the amount.

Lévis Graving Dock. ................. $1,000

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is to cover
expenses for indispensable repairs.

Mr. LANDRN.

Southampton, Ont.--Urgent repairs to
breakwater.................$1,600

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This expenditure
was caused in coisequence of the repairs done to
the western portion of the breakwater at South-
anpton, which was dainaged by fire to an extent
of over 20) feet.

General repairs and improvements, har-
bours and rivers, Ontario........ $2,500

Mr. SOMERVILLE. In reference to the wharf
at Big Bay, in the Township of Keppel, in North
Grey, I asked for a return which has been brought
down, but the repairs are not given in detail. I
find that the expenditure amounted to $2,065, but
there is no statenment as to wlat the repairs con-
sisted of.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As I did not ex-
pect that question this evening I have not the data
here; but, if the hon. gentleman will be good enough
to send ne a note across, I will enquire into the
inatter and give him an answer.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Where have these
repairs been made?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. We have a certain
amount to expend on these general repairs. Some-
tines it is too large, and, therefore, the balance
lapses. In other years, when there are storms and
danages are caused, the anount voted is ànot sutih-
cient, and we have to ask foi' a small aniount ad-

1 ditional to cover the difference.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I understand that,
but will the hon. gentleman now say where these
repairs were made? The reason why I ask is that
I know of several harbours in the west, which were
built by the Government, where no repairs have
been made for somue tine, the result being that
these works aLe practically useless. There are
several in the locality from which I come, such as
Goderich, Port Albert and Bayfield.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I see that we ex-
pended at Port Albert $14, at Goderich $615, at
River St. John $147, at Sault Ste. Marie $169, and
the balance on other works.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I amn afraid the
amount spent at Port Albert is alnost entirely
thrown away. The hon. gentleman lias already ex-
pended several thousand dollars there, and, so far,
the expénditure has been of very little practical
use, because every season the dri'ft of sand closes up
the channel to a considerable extent, preventing
vessels gaining access to the pier. I think that
representations have been made over and over
again to the department, especially by my prede-
(essor in the representation of West Huron, but
the Government have not seen fit to attend to
them. It is true that the hon. gentleman sent
dredges there last year, but rerhaps not one-fifth,
of the time the dredge was there was it doing work
at Port Albert. The hon. gentleman knows that we
have expended over half a million of noney in con-
structing the Goderich harbour, and yet, singular
to say, the larger class of vessels that usually navi-
gate Lake Huron cannot get into the harbour at
all times. On account of the drift down stream,
the entrance is often closed up. The town
corporation have over and over again presented
this fact to the Minister of Public Works, and
I know that over and over again the Minister
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has promised to look into the inatter, bat it
has not been attended to. It is true that
occasionally the lion. gentleman sends a Govern-
ment dredge there, but I state here, on my
responsibility as a niember, that a large part of the
dredge is there it is not working. Perhaps the
lion. gentleman could find out from the captain, or 1
whoever is in charge of the dredge, the reason of
its inaction. It is stated to nie that mnuch of the
time the dredge does nothing while it is there. The
hon. gentleman knows that $50,O0 lhas been ex-
pended by the (overnimient at Bayfield, and I tell
him that that money has been practically thrown
away. At first over Q40,000 was expended to niake
a pier on the south side of the stream. Then the
lion. gentleman has expended four or five thousand
dollars in repairing the north pier, but the repairs
were so poorly made that within 48 hours after-
wards they were made wholly uselesa by the waves.
Pine and cedar piles were driven into the river on
the north side so carelessly that within 48 hours they
were floating in the lake and were being picked
up by the farmers of the locality and used for fence
posts. If the hon. gentleman sends his engineer,
when he is up in that locality, to visit the harbour,
lie will find that what I an stating is absolutely
correct. The whole of that $4,000 was not given
out by contract, but was done by day's
work, and it was done in such a manner that
the whole of the money was absolutely thrown
away. It might just as well have been thrown
into Lake Huron, because the naterial it p urchased
went there within a very short tine. Now, it is
not riglht that the country's resources should be
wasted in this nanner. There is no use in the
country spending large sums of money on public
works unless somne attention is paid, not only to
the works when under construction, but to the
works after they are comipleted. Now, the hon.
gentleman has been in that locality, he knows the
harbour of -Goderich, probably as well as I do,
and lie knows that it is a magnificent harbour for
vessels. I think lie knows pretty well, also, that
large vessels have not been able to gain admission
to that harbour, at intervals, for several years
back. For instance, the Beatty line of steam-
ers, plying between Sarnia and Duluth, are often
unable to make the harbour, heavily laden as
they are with grain and iron, and all because a
little necessary attention bas not been given to keep
the channel and entrance to the harbour clear. If
the hon. gentleman sees that his dredge goes there
at a fitting season of the year, and is kept
occupied while it is there, lie will be doing an
immense benefit to the place and to those engaged
in carrying grain. And so with Port Albert.
The proprietor of a vessel stated to me a short time
before I came down, and has written to me since,
that lie is hardly bver able to make an entrance
to Port Albert unless upon the calmest possi-
ble day. Now, it will not take more than a month
of dredging at Goderich, and perhaps two or three
weeks at Port Albert, to accomiplish nearly all
thait is desired in those two places. At Bayfield,
unless the works are to go to utter rain, the hon.
gentleman will have to spend four or five thousand
dollars to put the harbour in repair. As I already
stated, the four or five thousand that have already
been expended there within a few years have been
utterly wasted, and the channel to the harbour is
practically blocked up. Al the money the hon.

gentlenian has expended on the north pier has been
wasted, for the drift down the lake lias filled up the
channel. Now, if the hon. gentleman will put these
three places in repair lie would be doing a service
not only to the country's trade, but to the towns
and villages where these harbours are.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The lion. gentle-
mai has spoken of Bayfield and Port Albert, but lie
lias especially (dwelt upoi Goderich. I know the
difficulty about Goderich ; it bas lasted for years
and years. There is always a bar forming there or
somne other obstacle at the entrance, or at a short
distance from the entrance ; therefore it lias to be
dredged nearly every year. This year I could not
(do that for w'ant of îmoney. The dilficulty this
year is caused by the lateness of the session, but
when the nmoney has been voted by Parliament I
will see what are the calls upon the departnment.
I have always thought that Goderich harbour bas
received a good dea of mîoney froni time to time.
We must do sonie dredging there in order to allow
vessels to coie in, but I am not in a position just
now to say how far we eau go,

Mr. CAM\ERON (Huron). The lion. gentleman
said nothing about Bayfield. Does he propose to
allow the whole expenditure there to be lost ? I
have just pointed out to hini that the last four or
five thousand that lie expended there are altogether
lost, because the work was done so inefficiently. I
tell the lion. gentleman tlhat the timber he last put
in there soon floated ont in the lake, and the
navigation to the entrance to the harbour is now
blocked up.

New dredging plant, revote of lapsed
amount, GovernorGeneral's warrant $6,O0

Mr. ALLISON. I would like to ask the Minister
whether it is the intention of the Governmnent to
place a sum ini the Supplenentary Estimnates for
dredging Napanee River ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot say that
just now. The Supplemientary Estiniates for the
present year wili be considered by Council, and
will be brought down. I cannot say whether there
will be a vote for that purpose.

Mr. BURDETT. Is it proposed that the dredg-
ing at Belleville harbour be prosecuted vigorously ?
I call attention to the fact that the spring freshets
that occur there have caused great damage at the
mouth of the river. This year, especially, many
persons have suffered to a very great extent. If
the work which has been coinmmenced is actively
carried on and properly completed I have no doubt
the current will keep the mouth of the river free,
and I hope, therefore, the work will be thoroughly
done, and done at once. I am aware that an
active interest is being taken in the mnatter, and
that it bas been broughît prominently before the
Government, and I again draw attention to it in
order that it may be actively prosecuted and faci-
lities provided for carrying it on in future. I
understand from old residents that 60 or 70 years
ago many rocks were placed up the river for the
purpose of forming a wharf, as boats in those days
went much further up the channel. In later years
the boats have been obliged to land at the lower
end of the harbour, and those obstructions which
remain should be removed. I call the attention of
the Minister to the matter, because I am aware
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that great interest is being taken in it, and it i
important that the work should be carried out.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In the ordinary
Estinates this wvork bas not been forgotten. If a
further sumi is required, the inatter will1 be broughi
before ay colleagues for their consideration.

NIr. BURI)ETT. I an lot coniplaining in re
gard to the work.-

Mr. SOMERVILLE. With respect to dredges,
do the (overnmenît ask for tenders, or purchase
theni by private contract ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. For the scows, we
ha ve asked tenders in different parts of the country
where they are required. We have also purchased
some tiiber for one built in the yard of the depart-
ment. As a mile whenever we can (do it% we call for
tenders for the scows.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. On what was the ainount
of $6,00 spent, and where was it spent ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It was to pay for
timber and lumber that had been purchased for
reconstructing the keel of a vessel 'and purchasing
a scow on Lake Ontario, and also for new dredging
plant.

Mr. FORBES. Is this amount of $6,00 to sup-
ply dredging plant for the Maritime Provinces?
Dredging is much rejuired at a number of places
in the M aritime Provinces, and the usual answer
given to enquiries is that there is no dredging plant
available.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is for plant
for Ontario. I admit that a new powerful dredge
is required for the Maritime Provinces as well
as for the Province of Ontario, but during the
last two or three years we have not felt ourselves
able to ask for a vote for this purpose. The time
may cone, but not this session.

Mr. FORBES. Is it the intention of the Gov-
ernient to place a sum in the Estinates to par-
chase a large dredge?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Not this year.
Mr. FORBES. When was this dredge destroyed

or lost ?.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Three years ago.
Mr. C AMPBELL. I did not catch from the

explanation of the Minister whether he intends to
place a sum in the Estimates to clear the mouth
of the Thanes River.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. These votes are
enl up to Ist July. When we take up the
ordiary Estimates perhaps the hon. gentleman
will renew his question.

Mr. BARRON. It will be remembered that
three or four years ago, at the instance, I think, of
the late member for South Victoria, $3,000 was
placed in the Estimates for the purpose of imnprov-
ing Scugog River near Lindsay. At that time an
election was expected, and every one pretty well
understood why the noney was placed there. Since
that time the money has not been expended, and
the Minister of Justice will recollect that I asked
a few years ago which Governiment exercises juris-
diction over those waters. The Ontario Govern-
nient has expended a large sum for the saie
purpose as $3,000 was placed in our Estimates.
The people of South Victoria would like to know
why the money has not been expended, and, if not

Mr. BURDT.

s to be expended, why it was placed in the Estiniates.
The Minister of Justice will renmenber that he
gave an evasive answer to ny question and said
that some dispute still existed as to juris(liction.

t The people are entitled to somne explanation as to
this imatter.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have heard about
this Scugog River hefore to-day. I heard it fromn
,ny hon. friend who represenited that county ; he
came to my oftice several times and was very
anxious to have the mnoney expended. The Ontario
Governnent decided to spend a large sun to in-
prove the river, and they have done so, and we
thought it better to allow the rich Government of
Ontario to expend their mnoney there.

Mr. BARRON. Do I understand the Minister
to say that because the Ontario Governiment is
spending mouney there this Government declines to
spend the noney which had been voted by this
House for that work? I do not think that is right.
The mnembers of this Hou.e somne few sessions ago

7 voted a sum of ,3,000 to spend on these waters,
and I do not think the Governneit should nowsay
that they are not going to spend that money because
the Ontario Governmnent is spending noney there.
The Minister nust rememnber that this (overnmnent
has enphasized its jurisdiction over these waters.
They have Mr. Rogers, their superintendent,
exercising jurisdiction over these waters, and they
should spend this 3,000 which the House voted.
The Minister must knîowi' that a superintendent goes
over the Trent waters perhaps two or three times a
mnonth, and yet he says that because the Ontario
Government is spending money he is not going to
spend the nioney which was voted a few years ago.
The Goverinent knew of these facts at the time
they asked the House to vote the money, and why
did they ask us to vote that sun if they are not
going to spend it? When I asked the Minister of
Justice a question in reference to this matter sone
two or three years ago, lie did not tell s that this
Governmnent did not claim to exercise this juris-
diction and lie should give us some explanation now.
I may point out that the Ontario Government assists
railways and that this Government assists thei
also, and even suppose you exercise joint jurisdic-
tion over these waters why should you not expend
the sum of $83,000, which you were told to spend by
the representatives of the people in this House ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The hon. member has
referred to me. I did not hear what was the name
of the waters he was referring to.

Mr. BARRON. The hon. mniember for South
Victoria (Mr. Fairbairu) knows all about it.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The hon. member re-
ferred to me and not to the hon. menber for South
Victoria. I do not .remember the hon. gentleman
ever asking me this question before, and I certainly
did not intend to give an evasive answer if I did
answer him. I may have been uncertain and in-
definite in the answer I gave, and necessarily so if
lie asked me about this matter four or five years
ago, because at that time it was uncertain whether
the Ontario Goverument clained jurisdiction in
these waters or not. It is not however a question
of jurisdiction, but it is a question of property ;
and it is not six months since we have ascer-
tained what the claim of the Provincial Govern-
ment with regard to these waters is. I do
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not remember the particular stream tiat the lion.
gentleman refers to having cone hito dispute,
but in the case of the Southampton River,
I think, the question arose about two years
ago. There was correspondence on the sub-
ject which evidently it was useless to pursue
because the Provincial Government were deterrmin-
ed to claim not only jurisliction over these waters,
as the hon. gentleman says they claim over rail-
ways, but the absolute property in these rivers. A
few months ago it was agreed between the Ontario
Government and this Governnient that this question
should be set at rest by an agreement for a case for
the opinion of the highest courts, involving both the
question of the property in the rivers thenmselves,
and the control over them as regards fishery, &c.
It would seen to be true that in the meantine, and
not having that question in view, Parliament has
been asked to make an appropriation for a public
work there. That appropriation by no ineans in
volves the expenditure of the money, it is siniply an
authority to the Government to expend it. Since
last session we have ascertained not only the full
extent of the claim of the Provincial Government,
but we have arrived at a conclusion with the Pro-
vincial Governmnent as to the best meians of ascer-
taining the merits of that claim. In the mean-
time, we certainly could not be expected to expend
une dollar of Dominion money upon a property
which is in dispute. The first thing is to get the
title settled.

Mr. BARRON. The Minister of Justice nust
know that the jurisdiction over the River Scugog,
running through the town of Lindsay, has been
in dispute for years. The Ontario Governient has
for years been making nirovements on those
waters, and the Dominion Governnent bas been
making improveinents alongside these, and to-day
you have your inspect-& up there exercising juris-
diction over these waters. Do I understand the
Minister of Justice to say that this Government
is not going to spend any money in vîew of the
doubt existing and the likelihood of the jurisdic-
tion remaining in the Ontario Governnent ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do say that while
we claini jurisdiction, and while we exercise con-
trol in the way that the hon. gentleman describes,
and in regard to the fisheries, 1 think it would be
most improper for us to spend a dollar Minmprov-
in the property of other people. We claim and
wi assert our rights in the meantime.

Mr. BOWERS. I understood that $8,000 was
put in the Estimate8 last year for the dredging of
the Weymouth River. Do I understand fromi the
Minister of Public Works that he found the chan-
nel so hard that he could not dredge the river with
the appliances he had on hand? I would like to
know whether the whole of this vote of $8,000 was
expended last year. I understand that a dredge
went down there last fall, at an expense of some-
thing like $75 per day, and that she could only
work a few days on account of the weather being
stormy. It is noney wasted to send a dredge down
there during the fall; she should have been sent
there in fine weather, in summer time, when she
could do work. If the $8,000 was not pnt last
year. I would ask that the balance should now be
spent in dredging other parts of the river where
the miud isa sot. Weymouth is quite a growing
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l'place, and the river badly requires to be straight-
ened and dredged.

Mr. ALLISON. It appears that this item of
$6,000 under consideration was paid for new
dredging plant. I would like to ask the Minister
where this dredging plant was inade, by whoni it
was made, and who lias it in possession now

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As these are pure-
ly and sinply the balance of accounts voted last
year, I would ask hon. gentlemen to defer their
questions until we cone to the item in the main Es-
tinates for new dredging plant for the current
year, and I will then e in a position to give the
information they require. In the Estimates for the
current year there is an item of $24,200 for dredg
ing plant, and if hon. gentlemen will be kind
enough to ut me their questions when this cones
to be voted I will give all the information then.

Indians, Ontario and Quebec .....--.- $5,24.55
MNr. MULOCK. I would like an explanation of

the vote of $w,501.62 to cover over-exnpediture in
the Province of Quebec on relief and seed grain
account.

Mr. DEWDNEY. In the Province of Quebec
there are a great number of Indians who, although
they raise a little grain, cannot be induced to save
their own seed, and when the spring cones round
it is iînperatively necessary that we should give
them some.

Mr. LANGELIER. There is a vote of $2,236.73
to cover expenses incurred in the survey of Indian
reserves. Have these surveys taken place li the
Province of Quebec or in the Province of Ontario?

Mr. DEWDNEY. In the Province of Quebec,
on the Betsiamis Reserve, the Rougemont Reserve,
and the Lorette Reserve. Thesurvey of the Rouge-
mont Reserve was paid for partly by the Quebec
Government and partl- by this Government ; it was
for the purpose of detining a boundary, because of
trespasses which had been made on the tiiber
there. The survey on the Betsiamis Reserve was
for the running of a boundary line and laying off a
portion of the reserve for the purpose of the Indians.
They surrendered the other portion of the reserve
with the request that the timber might be sold, and
I believe it is going to be advertised in the near
future. In the case of the Lorette Reserve there
was a dispute between the seignior of the surround -
ing property, Major Duchesnay, and the Indians
regarding the boundary, and the court ordered the
survey.

Mr. LANGELIER. What is the aiount for the
survey of the Lorette Reserve ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. $1,662.60, which includes
legal and other expenses as well.

Mr. LANGELIER. Iwouldliketo knowwhether
this amount includes the expenses of Mr. Pelletier,
of Quebec, in connection with the case between him
and the Dominion Government?

Mr. DEWDNEY. This includes expenses; but
I do not know the exact proportion.

Mr. LANGELIER. I would like the exact
amount of the legal expenses as distinguished from
the expenses of surveying.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I will get that information
for the lhon. gentleman.
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Compassionate alowance tinder the
authoritv of an Order in Couneil daied
the 31st lannar 1890, to each of three
children of the iate James Payne (who.
in his lifetime, was farming instructor
on the Stony Reserve, EaglecHiils,
N.W.T.. and was killed bv an Indian
of the Stony Band), at the rate per
annum of one-tenth of his salary or
.S600.froin1st March.I1885, to30th June,
1890, six years and four months, at S180
per annum......................... .,140

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Why was there so mnuch
delay in doing justice ?

31r. DEWDNEY. The reason was that '\r.
Payvne was ani Englishmnan who came out here somne
yeairs ago anid becamie one of the instructors.
After he died we heard nothing of him and did
not hear from his frieids until some time after
lie was nurdered. Then we had comlunications
froi his friends in Eugland, who applied for a
pension to his three children whomi he had left
in England under the charge of their ndmkother.
He was a marriedi man and his wife had died.
There was a great deal of correspondence, aIl of
which had to be referred to the Department of
Justice, which went into the whole matter, and we
were only in a position last year to take it up.

Mr. MULOCK. What is the amount allowed to
each child ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. $60 each, until they are of
age.

Mr. MULOCK. I think that is a very reason-
able allowance. I well remember the circunstances
of the death of this man who was assassinated.
I am surprised that the amount should be so small,
and hope the children have other means of main-
tenance.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I do not know that they
have, but they are satisfied with this, as far as I
can gather. The grandmother applied for relief as
vell, but we found she had means on her own.

Mr. MULOCK. Is this according
regular scale adopted in similar cases?

to some

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes, adopted under Order
in Council passed in 1885 with reference to families
of officers of militia. This is exactly on the same
basis.

Prelirmin arvexpenses in connection
with Mackenzie River and Peace
River treaty............ .. $3,50

Mr. DEWDNEY. I ask that this may be
dropped this year, as we have had no expense as
yet.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What is the object of
entering into treaty relations with the Indians of
Peace River district ? Surely we will not under-
take any settlement there for half a century to
corne, and there is no reason why the Indians
should be interfered with.

Mr. DEWDNEY. For several years past hon.
gentlemen opposite have been very anxious that
the petroleum interests in that country should be
developed. We cannot deal with any in that
territory until we have a surrender froin the
Indians, as we consider we are under a moral
obligation to obtain such surrender. And it was
for the purpose of quieting their minds that we
preposed to take a surrender from them next year.

Mr. DEwDNEY.

Mr.MILLS (Bothwellt). The hon. gentleman
does not suppose he is going into the mining of
petroleum two thousand miles north of any settle-
ment ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Those 'etroleum deposits
will be within eighty miles of a railway within a
week or two.

To enable the department to pay a bal-
ance due to Dr. W. F. Smaith for
medical attendaice, from lst Janu-
ary to.30th June, 1888, given by him
to Indians in the County of Halifax,
X .8.......................... ..... $71.50

Mr. McMULLEN. How is it those items are
allowed to remnain.over so long?

Mr. DEW)NEY. This is an old claim. Dr.
Sinith only presented his account last August, and
there were no funds to pay hini. We were not
aware of the indebtedness, but it was examined
into and found to be correct.

Mr. LANDERKIN. We have just d over
the items with regard to Ontario, and Iwish to re-
fer to a matter which I brought to the notice of
the Minister soie time ago. It is charged that in
the case of informations laid by the Indian agent
against people in North Bruce for selling Il u~r to
lIndians, lie keeps the whole fine. I would Iike to
know here froi the hon. gentleman what he has to
say about this.

Mr. DEWDNEY. We cannot beia-e the
charge. That is the Indian complaint, but the
department does not believe it. Ve have given
the inspector instructions to investigate into the
matter, and I hope to have his report shortly. We
cannot believe that Mr. Allen, who bears such a-
good character as an agent, has been keeping the
fines for his own profit.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The Indians say that they
were not paid the fines which the were entitled.
to. It is very desirable that the inister should
look into that matter and remedy it. If it goes on,.
it will create friction which would be disagreeable
for the departnent and for the people up there.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I cannot tell what disposition
was made of the fines belonging to the informers,
but, on enquiry, I found that all the fines belonging
to the departnent were sent in, and I hope soon to
have some information as to the others.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Then, in regard to certain
charges which are made against persons for selling-
liquor to Indians. I find that legal advice is obtain-
ed and the expense is considerable. In North
Bruce, within the last few years, from answers I
have obtained from the department, I find that a
large amount of money has been paid by the-
Government in these litigated cases, and it is hard
to estimate now the amount which it has cost the
people in these ca.ses. Sone of these are brought
against hotel men for sellingliquor to Indians when
these Indians are almost white, and some of these
are electors under the Franchise Act. It seems an
anomalous/thing and one which should not exist,
and it seems to me that there is a disposition to
unduly crowd the revenues in this way. Some of
these men, when they get out of employment, shove
some one up to lay an information against a man
who keeps a good hotel, and who is deceived
perbaps by the complexion of the Indiana, and yet
he s tried a$d fined fer giving liquor to these.
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Indians who appear to be white men. In the townt
in which I live, the agent caie with an interpreter
who apparently was not an Indian. He asked for
liquor, and the hotel man was nearly caught, as he
was scarcely able to distiuguish the Indian fron a
white mnian.

An hon.. MEMBER. Oh
Mr. LANDERKIN. The gentleman laughs, but 1

the fact is that the interpreter was so fair that it
was alhost impossible to tell thiat he was alIndian.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I an aware that there is a
difficulty in regard to that, and that in the North-
West, even amîongst the wild Indians. There is
one of the Cree chiefs, for exanple, when lie puts 1
on a black suit and a black hat and goes to Manitoba
and passes as a white man, lie can get liquor and
it has been sold to hii under the impression that
he was a white nan. W'e have a dîticulty in that
way, and we have to use everv exertion we eau iii
order to bring the whiskey seller before the courts
and punish himn. In certain parts of the territories,
;.e are calle(d upon to stop the whiskey trade with
the Indians. Of course, in an old settled part of
the country like North Bruce, I dare say there is a1
great deal of ditliculty, and I an sure the hotel
keepers are often placed in a false position, and that
it is almost impossible to distinguish a white nian
fron an Indian, and that, if people put up a job on
a nanî, they can easily carry it out ; but, when our
attention is called to it, we have to prosecute-we
cannot help it.

Mr. LANDERKIN. But you need not prosecute
if yiou see fit not to do so, and if von are satisfied
that. it is a plot. I do fnot wish to see the law re-
laxed in any way in regard to the selling of liquor1
to Indians ; but I think if a fine is to lie given to
inforners, an(d the result is to cause litigation, the
question should be investigated, because the result
is sinply that a premiumn is given for pronoting
suits, and these informers are continually laying1
traps because they get half the fine.

North-West Mounted Police, further
amount required to meet expenditure
for the year..................... 30 000

Mr. McMULLEN. Is this in addition to the
anounts paid last year as shown by the Auditor
General's account?

Mr. DEWDNEY. This is for the balance of the1
year just ended. The Auditor (Generai's Report re-
fers to the year before.

M1r. McMULLEN. What is the total cost of
the North-West Mounted Police for the past year?

Mr. DEWDNEY: The expenditure for 1887-881
was 8862,965 ; for 1888-89, -829,701; for 1889-90,
$753,000 ; for 1890-91, *739,250. The re0on for
this extra expenditure was that, on account of thel
Messiah craze to the south of the line, it was
necessar to keep the ontposts on the frontier I
during the winter, though they are usually brought i
into headqarters where the expense is of course
nothing like so much. The whole of the patrols)
were kept out on the southern boundary, and that
is the cause of the extra expenditure.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The cost of this force
is about equal to the maintenance of two reginents.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). How many men are
there ini active service ?

54

Mr. DEWDNEY. The force is 1,000strong, but
it is generally short by froin thirty to fifty ien.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Does that include
officers ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. No.
Mr. McMULLEN. What are the hopes as to

reducing that force now that the North-West is
fillingup and that there is somne settlenient scattere(d
about there ? Does the saine necessity exist for
keeping that force up to its present strength ?

Mr. I)EWDNEY. I think so. We have found
that, as settlemîent lias iucreased, the work of the
police lias very much increased. The (overn-
nient have not taken it into consideration whether
it wouild b advisable at the present tiiiie to reduce
the force or not ; but ny own opinion is that it
would be very unwise to do it, because it isa force
that does a great deal of good froni one end of the
country to the other, which gives contidence to the
settlers, and is respected and at the saine time
feared by the Indians.

Mr. TROW. What is the annual expense per
annuin for hay?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I have not the menoranduin
here, but I will give the information on the main
Estimnate. I know it is a large item.

Mr. TROW. Would it not be possible for a
portion of the Mounteid Police to have their services
utilized iii preparing hay ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Youn mean that they should
eut their own hay ? That was attemnpted at one
tine, but it was found not to be satisfactory. It
was found that the men were scattered about at
different points and it imterfered with their dis-
cipline and was altogether unsatisfactory.

Mr. McMU L LEN. Do they do their own freight-
ing in the North-West fromî one post to another?

Mr. DEWDNEY. When they are travelling
froi one post to another, they take all their
bedding and supplies with thein. But their sup-
plies are ail deliivered to the different posts by
contract.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I am sorry to heaur
the Minister say that there is little probability
of the police force being reducedi. Surely in the
year 1891 we hardly require a thousand policemen
up there to preserve the peace. The hon. geutle-
man s predecessor, the late right hon. the First
Minister, in 1884, declared ttat thereafter the
police force would be greatly decreased. He gave
reasons why, at that particular tine, the force
could not then be decreased, but those reasons have
niearly all disappeared now, andi having so disap-
peared the force ought to be decreased. Now, in
1884, the then First Minister gave as a reason for
inaintaining the force at its nunerical strength,
first, the enormons increase of the cost of transpor-
tation in theNorth- West. The second reason he gave
was the necessity of scattering the force all over
the territories in order to attempt to su ppress the
introduction of liquor from, I suppose, t he United
State8. Third, the extra cost of getting Indians
upon their reserve. That reason has surely disap-
pered. There can be no necessity for keeping the
orce at its present strength for that purpose. The
fint reason bas surely disappeared, because the
means of transportation ther are infinitely better
now than they were. in 1884. Then another
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reason the hon. gentleman gave for maintaining tlhousand nen are ail neeiied. They patrol the
the force, was to keep the peace amtiong the railwayv whole of the southern boundary fron Manitoba to
men. That reason lias disappeared. there is no the Rocky Mountains. Every forty-eight hours
necessitv for keeping a police force there to the whole of the border is patrolled by then.
suppress appreheidedý riots. The fifth reason Fveryone that crosses the border is known, and
lie gave was to prevent t he stealing of horses. thev have been the neans of stopping horse-stealing
I do not know mvself wlhether in the North-West and smîuggling along the border, which- was being
the thieves are beigger thieves now than they were carried on nost extensively, and was creating
in the etarlier days, but I should suppose there great trouble, not only aiongst our Indians, but
would not be the sane necessitv now for keeping amnoungst the white people. Perhaps we niight
tiere now as large a force for suppressing reduce the force a little if the House would agree
horse-stealing that there was then. Then, another to do away with the obnoxious prohibitory liquor
reason lie gave was. the price of food, beef espe- Law. A great nuimber of these men are engaged iii
cially, which he sait was double the price in the the service of preventing whiskey being' >rought
North-West then that it was elsewhere. That across froim nMottana and from the southern coun-
reason cannot possibly exist niow. I suppose neat ties into our Nortlî-West Territories, and theyare
is as cheap up there as anywhere else. When we also checkiiw. as far as they can, whiskev heing
consider the enormous numbnler of ranches, well taken on the Canadian Pacitie Railway into that
stocked, iii that country, we night suppose that1country.
meat would be very near1l as cheap as it is 11 i Mr. CAMERON (Huron). We îili help you
other portions of die i)oniiion ; so that reason aholislîthat.
caniot prevail, at all events, to justify the enor-Dop
mous expenditure we are making now in comparis- i- -M

vith whatwe inade then. Another reason lie gave a IHRNo r t iedT.D1under-
was the price of fuel. Well, that reason cannot
exist now. Coal is discovered tliere in almuost everv stand that te lon. gentleman desires o alolish
quarter, and the price of coal cannot be as high, Ml, est
by one-half, as it was when the First Minister gave:
bis reasous for naintaininîg the force at its then Mr. FOSTER. No. that is not the poiicy of the
strength. Now, as most of these reasons haveGoverument.
disappeared, one would naturally expect that, i lr DE N EY. 1 nust say tlat I think it
not ouly the expenditure, but the force itself, would 4 very unwise at the present tinie to attempt
would gradually decrease. After that speech(te eut down the strength of the force. Lt requires
was delivered, the force. later on, in 1885, was a large îîumher of iin to patrol that southern
doubled, or nearly doubled, for special reasons ceuntry, and there must 1e detachients kept at
known to us all. But. these reasons have ail the posts in the Nort-Vest country. %Vith regard
disappeared since then, and if the force in 1884;to the expenditure, I have not at hand the cost of
was then, in the late First Minister's judigment, a nabitaiuig 500 nin 1884, but I think the re-
force that circunstanees would. in the natural marks then mate by the First Minister were coi-
course of events, decrease, and if in 1885 we -ct. I think you will findlb- looking at the
doubled that force for special reasons which ino figures that the expense no- is very inuch ess
longer exist, one wouild naturailly expect that the.ian it%-as then, because coal is cheaper ami nîcat
force would be reduced even below the number at is e
which it stood in 1884. Yet, we are told by the Mr. CAMERON(Huron). No.
Minister of the Interior that there is no reasonable
probability that the foi-ce will be diminished. NIr. I)EWVDNEY. Have you got the cost of
Now, one would like to know the eason why the ffl men in 184
MinisteroftheInteriorso says, whyhe dissents froin Mr. CAMERON (Huron). 1 have for 1887.
the opinion that was entertained in 1884 by the j r. DEWDNEY. There were 1,M0 nien then.
late First Minister. One night well justify, in Mr. CAMERON (Huron). You have very litte
1884, the maintaining the force at its then numer. îss no-.
ical strength, soniewlere between four and five
hundred men ; but it has iow reached a thousand MI- DEIVDNEY. I want to cempare the cost
men, and we are told that it is not to be decreased. of the 1,0(» nmen non-witl the cost of 300 in 1884
I believe the North-West is as peaceable a section
of country as any other portion, and why Vou
shouldi have a thousand policemen, with officers,
up there, I cannot well understand. Why we 'NMr. TROW. It is questionable whether 1,00
should have to pay well on to a million of monéy men are neessary, notwithstauding this statement
in order to maintain this force, when the neeessity j of the lon, gentleman. A force of 1,000 men
lias so far disappeared, I cannot well understand. I1csting a per head is a great expense to this
hope the hon. gentleman will be able to give rea- cuuntr.The Minister states that there is a great
sons for the statement he has iade, because there Jeal o!ork for the force t4 do lu connection witb
is an impression abroad that the fotee at present sitppresng themof Iinor in the North-
is unnecessarily large. West. far as that is ooncerned, permitz are

continuaiiy gis-en by the Lieutenant Ciovernor, andi
Mr. DEWDNEY. This is the first time I have' - nermit for five gallons of liquor will manufac-

heard any one mention that the force i the North-l
West is unnecessarily large. I must say that noquttyi elcdaann ganonhafr
one who knows the work that force is doing, ne onemobadite qoriinretdthliee
who bas lived amongst them, can doubt that~ thme lprdc

Mr..AMERN (uron. Wewiluheloyo
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Mr. DAVIN. My hon. friend is under a
conplete nisapprehension in reference to this
force, and also in reference to the permits issued by
the Lieutenant Governor. Without giving the
exact figures, I may say that the whole police force
cost in 1884 over $1,000 a man, and at the present1
moment it costs less than .S)00 per man. The cost
hais. therefore, been reduc-l a good deal more than
the ratio of reduction in regard to food and coal.
The hon. inember for Huron (Mr. Caneron) says
the price of coal has been greatlyreduced in the terri-
tories. The hon. gentleman is quite nistaken about
that niatter. In 1884 the cost was $14 per ton. In
arguing as to the cost of the police one nust not deal
with the ought-to-be but with the fact. As a fact,
soft coal is about $1 per ton cheaper than it was in
I1884, hard coal is also about 1I cheaper : but coal
is still high in the territories. We still pay $8
per ton for soft coal and 812.50 for hard coal. The1

on. membxer for Huron spoke about the duties the
force has to discharge as though their duties are
diminishing. The late Prime M inister stated in
1884, as was quoted correctly by the hon. ieiber
for Huron, that these policemen were employed to
prevent the stealing of horses. But the number of
horses in the territory has increased certainly by
about 400 per cent. since that yçear, and bands of
horses are lifted iii those territories at this
moment, and a great loss would accrue, for those
horses would be taken across the border but for the
activity of the Mounte(l Police along the line. The
chief reason why it is necessary to have a force of
that size lias not been brought out, although it has
been alluded to by the lion. member for Huron.
The hon. gentleman spoke of 1885, when we had a
little war on our hands that cost us a large sum.
He probably is not aware that the Indians to the
south of the line in the United States, where thev
are very numerous, are in communication with
our Indians. that they are very restless, and
if we had not a suficieut force to over-
awe and watch the Indians south of the line.
as well as those in our own territory, the
chances are that we night have an Indian war on
our hands at any tinie. To preserve the peace
there and prevent an Indian war is a consunination
devoutly to be wished, and I believe the Mounted
Police do that effectually. If I saw any reason to re-
duce the force I would certainly advocate it, but at
present there is no reason for a reduction. In a short
tine, two or three years, perhaps, as more popu-1
lation goes in and as our territory is more organ-
ized, then we may have to consider this question.
but then what wiIl happen ? We will have vast ter-
ritories to the north opened up: we will have In-
dians not now under treaty brought in; they will
come into contact with civilization, and railways
will be constructed. and navvies such as the Primýe
Minister spoke of in 1884 will have to be kept in,
order, and stillit may possibly be necessary to have
the police force at the full strength it is at present.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The speech of the hon.
member for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) does not hold
out a very hopeful prospect in regard to the condi-
tion of things in the North-West. We have ex-
pended a very large sum of money in that country.
and we hoped in time there would be sone return
by having others to assist us in contributing
towards the revenue and towards the maintenance

of that country. But the hon. gentleman says that
is wholly illusory.

Mr. DAVIN. No. I did not.
Mr. MILLS (Rothwell). The lion. gentleman

savs that when the North-West Territories are
occupied there will be a vast territory to the north
to open up, railways to build, of course at the
publie expense, and the Indians must he kept in
order by the maintenance of the existing police
force : a paradisiacal prospect the lion. gentleman
holds ont as to the future to which this country
mnust look forward. I take a more hopeful view of
things at no distant period than is taken by
the· hon. gentleman. I an astonished to tind the
hou. gentleman advocating such pessimîistic views.
I thought he was an optimist antd always took the
nhost hiopeful view of the situation ; but that cer-
tainlv is not the view the hon. gentleman has pre-
sented to the Commnittee this eveuing. Fromn 1878
to 1885 we found 50 police a sutficient force, and
for the five years preceding 1878, 300 police in the
whole of the North-West Territories when the
Indians were less civilized, and when they were
more warlike than at pre.sent, were found sutficient
to niaintain peace throughout the North-West.
W1ien settlers went into that couitrv, of course it
was desirable that the Governent should give
theni soie assurance of protection and that
protection was given by a small augmentation
of the force that had previously existed in the
territorv. But the prospect ield out to us
by the Administration for many years -was that
when settlers went into that territory, that the
more settlements becamne established and villages
and towins sprantg up a volhnteer force mnight be
organized and protection night be given in this
manner at comparatively little cost to the coi-
nunity ; and when ranches came to be establislhed
they would provide for themselves proper police
protection. In fact that amiount which otherwise
would be paid in the shape of taxes for the main-
tenauce of the Local Government would be paid by
these men exercising their own police supervision
and giving protection to their own property. The
lion. gentleman suggested to us a condition of
things to which we would not desire to look
forward, and I hohl it is desirable to maintain a
large police force for the purpose of giving adequate
prot action to our population, to protect our pro-
perty against thieves, or if I understood rightly
the contention of the lion. gentleman it is this that
there is a large population still to the south of the
border conmitting nost of the thefts.

Mr. DAVIN. A large population of Indians.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Yes, but the hon.
gentleman does not say that the Indians do the
thieving altogether.

Mr. DAVIN. If mv hon. friend will allow nie
I spke of the Indians south of the line as restless
an of the danger of an Indian war.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman
speaks of the danger of an Indian war, and of
course that is another matter. It is another rea-
son given for the maintenance of a large police
force. Well, there are a large number of Indians
in Oregon Territory and in British Columbia-
on both sides of the border-and these Indians are

1701 1702



[COMMONS] 1704

quite as warlike as those east of the Rocky Mouin. iM-r. BOVELL. The duties perforned by the
tains, andl yet the ion. gentlemuan does not fear Mounted Police for the Customns Departient are
aNy deimand on the part of the people on either additionial duties, the%- being given the authority
si-e or;C i:lne for the maintenance of a large force vested in sub-collectors ant preventive otticers,
as necessau y for the purpose of preserving the peace. while patrollinug the frontier froi the Rceky Iouni
. fa- as the exclusion of intoxicants fron the tains downto anitoba. They get no extra y for
Norith-Vest Territories is concerned, aill the coin- it, and it is simnplv additionail duty iuposeY upon
plaints that have been made during the last t wo them while they are protecting the frontier froum the
years have been rather against the Lieutenant snugglers. and raiders, and iurderers, anid horse
Go~ verno r thlant against smuugglers. The contention thieves, who aire constaîntly crossinif the border fromu
lias been that the Lieutenant Gqovernor has issuued Montana and Northern Diakota. Ç1hen I travelled
permits to anyone who asked for themi, aund through that country fron the Manitoba boundarv
thai the sale of intoxicants is not in violation to the Rocky Mount ains, as I did two years ago, I
of the law and in co:isequence of the efforts camne to the conclusion that if there was any money
0) smuîgglers to mtroduce intoxicants aeross expended to the advantage of the countrv, it wats
the boundary. It seems to me that the peace 'in maintaining the Mounted Police force. They
maay hle preserved. anid property renderied secure, aire an adhnirable force, they patrol the eountry
with proper vigilance oni the part of those about twice a week from the Rocky Mountains t~>
speciallv interested in the territories, and that a Deloraine in Manitoba, amd somnetimes down to
large reduction i ithe police force miglht take Turtle Mountains, and I suggested then to the late
place. We all know under what circuistances the First Minister who had te mana renent of the
increase was mde in thaît force. It was at a eriod force, that these patrois should b given all
of grt-eat disturbanuce aud of a civil war in the N orth- the power and authority of Custonis otticers
West Territories : that war has long silice ended, in order to relieve the counttry fromn the expendi-
peace is restored, life and property are secure, and ture wltich wouhli neessarily follow of placing
witt himlerate attention to the good governuent of Customns otlicers ail along the border. Knowing
the population, there is no likelihood that a second the extent of the country and the ditficulties of
war will occur. I apprehend that the two lessous preventing suanggling of al kinds, one ean easily
that have been given to the gentlemen on the understand how absurd it would be to place a
Treasury benehes are sufficient to prevenut a third dozen Custons otlicers a hundrd imiles apart. The
mistake of the sanie sort that occurred on two pre- smugglers would not cross where the otlicers were
vious occasions. stationed, therefore the officers would e olliged

Mr. McMULLEN. From the remarks which to have horses and conveyances to travel fromi one
have been iade byu my hon. friend (Mr. Davin) part to the other, which would entail great ex-
and other mnembers of the Houtse, including the pense. I am sure that a moments reflection will
Minister of the Interior, I think that a consider- show to the lion. nemtiber for Welliugton (Mr.
able anmountt of the expense of the Mountel Police McMullen), that the course pursued bmy the Govern-
should be charged to the Custons and hIffhnd ment in this respect was the best that eould pos-
Revenue Departmnents-. It appears to nie that the sibly be pursued in the interests of peace ant good
Mounted Police have considerable work as preven- order, and i the interest of economiiy in the a dmmin-
tive officers, in preventing liquors and g!oods of istration of the Customs Department.
all kinds being sm;uggled into the country, and in
that way they may render a very desirable service.
If it is necessary to keep a preventive force of
that kind, somte of the expense should be charged
to the Departnment of Customs.

Mr. FOSTER. That would not alter the ainount
to be paid.

Mr. Mc.MULLEN. But the expense would be
charged to the proper account. Our ranchmi
grotunds in the North-\\West Territories are rented
to people who only pay about two cents an acre,
andi do not think that we should pay a large
amiount at the expense of the country to guard the
property of those who only pay us two cents an
acre. My hou. friend froin Assiniboia (MrI. Davin)
iays that the m-:imber of horses has increased

4X) per cent., anid that is no doubt because
ere is sulhu an amount of ground used for ranch-

ing p'urpose. It is not right that we should keep a
Mouited Police Force toprotect the property of pri-
'-ate iwvidualis; they oLld protect themseIves,

Mr. TROW. The suggestion iwde lby the last
speaker would niake no difference in the total
anount. If the expenses of the police were sub-
divided, it would sl. have to be paid by the cou-:.
try in the end, and it woult cause considerable'
more book-keeping. The system he advocates would
entirely ruin us.

Mr. Mu1ra (Bothwell).

MIr. SOMERVILLE. As the Minister is speak-
ing of economly in the Custoums D)epartmienut, I
would a usk hum if it would not Ibe proper to exercise
econoiny in the service in the Province of Ontario
as well as im other sections of the lk)iminion. I
would bring to his attention, and to the attention
of the Couniittee, the fact that for, I think, two
years, one of the principle otfices in the Custons
Department was left vacant at the commauM of a
gentleman who occupied a seat in this House. I
would like to ask the Minister-

Mr. ROWELL That item will come up in a
few minutes and we will discuss it then.

-Mr. McMULLEN. Is it the intention of the
Minister to keep the Mounted Police torce up to
its ordinary number ? You say it is tifty or sixty
below ; do you intend to refill the ranks as these
fellows drop off ?

MIr. DEWDNEY. The force generally kee at
about that number. Unless you keep the re
above the nunber it is impossible to keep it up to
exactly 1,000 men. There is no particular pressure
used to keep it up to the maximum number, but as
a trooper cones along and there is a vacancy he is
taic in.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Are supplics, such as
coal, and coal oi, purchased by tender?

1703



[JULY 2, 1891,]

Mr. DEW)NEY. Yes ; there are tenders for
all the supplies, I believe,1

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I do not propose to
diseuss the question just iiow, but I find in the
Auditor (Genera's Report that coal cost $15.50 per
ton at Regina, ant only $10 at Morden.

Mr. DE1)WDNEY. Is that for hard coal
Mr, CAMERON (Huron). No; the hard coal is

put down at $20 a ton at Regina.
Mr. DEWI)NEY. I think that is a mistake. I

cannot give the hon. gentleman the explanation at
preseut, but I ami quite sure that hadn coal does
not cost more than $12,50 or $13 at Regina ; it has
been at that price there for the last seven years.
However, I will niake enquiry on that point.

Mr. MULOCK. The Mounted Police ivere
originally organized for the purpose of preserving
the peace. If it is neeessary to keep it up to a
certain extent to protect the revenue, that portion
of the cost of maintenance shoultd be charged to
the Custonis Department.

Mr. LANDERKIN. That would be another
argument for lowering the tariff to prevent smug-
gling. The force, I understand, is considerably
engaged in overeoming the operations of the per-
mits which, it is charged, are indiscrimainately
given for the sale of beer in the North-West.

Mr. WATSON. I find an item in the Auditor
General's Report for 177 tons of coal for store pur-
poses, at $15.0 per ton. I think the reasons for
this high price was given in this House some years
ago. The further you go fromn the coal mines, the
cheaper the coal becomes. This is because the
Government have practically given the Galt Con-
pany a ionopoly of the coal supply in the west.
The prie is regulated1 by the competition of the I
eastern coal. The result is that you can buy coal
cheaper in Winnipeg that yon can at Calgary.

Mr. DEWDNEY. This is not Galt ceai.

Mr. WATSON. If it is not Galt cail, and if we
have good coal in the west, I think the Govern-
ment should use western coal. It seenis strange
that the Government will purchase coai at $15 a
ton when good coal should be got at Regina at one-
half that price,

Expenses re surmey Burrard Ilet, B.C. $2,500
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is this?

This amount will not cover the cost of surveying
Burrard Inlet,

Mr. TUPPER. The hydrographic survey is not
large. In consequence of the undercurrents there
having, it is supposet, created obstructions at eer-
tain points, the original chart became exceedingly
misleadine. Arrangements were made with the
British Al1miralty for the correction of the survey
by the Marine Department here, and ,5 was
Commander Boulton's approxinate estiniate of the
cost. The portion to be surveyed was compara-
tively smnali.

To pay 'Wnm. Glddon for special services
as expert in preparation of vouehers
for arbitrators in case of MeLean,
Roger & Co. v& the Queen.. -,,,,--.. $300

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Perhaps the Minister
would give us some information as to the position
that matter is in now?
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Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is still in the Ex-
chequer Court. It was originally comunenced b\y
airbitration, but there having been a disagreement
upon the terns of the referee, it -was sent to the
Exdhequer Court, which appointetd as referees the
two entlemen originally selected as arbitrators,
vith % r. Cassels as the third. I presumne this vote

is for the purpose of preparing the papers for them.

Mr. McMULLEN. Who is this Willian Glid-
don ?

Mr. FOSTEBR He is ai accountant in the De
partment of Stationery. It was necessary in this
arbitration that the Grovernmuent shouli produce
all its vouchers, showing all its transactions, and
Mr. (liddton was appointetd to diseover and produce
theim. This involved a greal deal of work, Mr
Gliddon was the proper officer to do .it He did
it all out of hours. He wzas paitd at the rate of 50
cents an hour.

Mn. McM ULLEN. What is his salary ?

Mr. FOSTER, Ne is a first class clerk, I think.

Mr. McMULLEN. Was this work in connee-
tion with the duties of the oftice in which lie is
engaged ?

Mr. FOSTER. It is in connection with the
arbitration we have been speaking of,

Additional plant for Printing Bureau. ,

.Mr. FOSTER. This is required to meet two
paymîeits not foreseen last year, the one b ing for
an engine to run the dynamo for the electrie light,
anid the other to provide tools for the repairing
sh inwhich minor repairs to maehinery are

Mnr LANDERKIN. Would it not be better toSgi'ee up the practice of voting contingencies, ani
allow all these thingIs tolx settled by Governor
General's warrant. '1 see all along the paper cou-
tingencies without numiber paid in that way,

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Was the engine bought
by tender or contract ?

Mr. FOSTER. I am not aware.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Is it the case that the
voters' lists are aot being printet at the Bureau ?

Mr. FOSTER. I think the hon. gentleman has
had the inforiation before that they are to be
printed here.

Mr. BARRON. Is the lion. Minister sure about
that, because my information is that the voters'
lists are to be printeti now in the respective towns?

Mr, FOSTER. The lion. gentleman's informa-
tion is altogether incorrect.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. menber for North
Victoria refers to preliminary lists, which is a very
small mnatter.

Amount required to reimburse Mr. J.
L Dufresne, B. L. S., for expeuses
incurred by him in ceusequence of
the loss of one of his limbs while in
the service of the Government-3'.
G.Warrant.. . ... ,25.3S

Mr. DEWDNEY, Mr. Dufresne has been in the
service, off and on since 1883. In the fall of 1885,
while in the service of the Government in tha

1705



[COI~LMONS]

distrit of 1rince Albert, he eut his foot badly, aud
in conseuece of the great distance at whieh he
was from umedieal aid, the accident resulted in the
l)oss of one of lis feet, He is incapcitated frou
working li the field, and he is uow working in the
survey branch This aumount is that presented to
us by that gentleianl as the eost (f medical treat-,
ment, both lu the North-West and after he came to
Montreal or Quebkc.

Mr. WATSON. Does the Governiîent make a
habit of paviig surveyors when they get hurt i
Was this contract work or day Niork?

-Mr, DEWDNiEY. I aim not quite sure, but I
fuey it was contract work,

Mr. WATSON, It appears to me if a surveyor
takes work by contract he takes all the risk, and I
do unot think it is right to vote mîoney for av person
who iay get hurt while in the Governmen employ,
No doubt this gentleman got fair pay for his work.,
and had to run ius chance of meeting with accidents,
Mv hon, friend besideI me savs le is a cousin of the
hon. member for Assinibola, but I doubt that as
the naime is not the saie. If it were a case of day
work, the case might be dif'erent,

Mr, McMULLEN, I aum not going to find fault
with this iteum, because I hope the hon, iMinister of
the linterior will not forget mny friiend who lost his
thumb.

Mr, D1AVIN I may say this gentleman is no
cousin of mine. I have no relatives in Canada, and
if I had, I would not use any influence to have thenm
appointed,

Expenses of Litigation, --- ,,,,80
Sir JOHN THOMPSON, It was necessary t

institute proeeedings inu oneetion with questions
arsing in Behring Sea, ai this sun iwas required
for the purpose of carrying on that litigation, The
case would havYe been argned but for the illness of
mne of the judges, and it now stands for argunent
early in October,

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). id it require the
whole of this amlout to pay the charges so far in
coniection with the litigation then pending ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It has not been fully
expended yet, but the'greater part has been; it is
all intended for that service

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). 0f course, that item
is not objectionable standing ly itself, The Gov,
ernment are eugaged in the ltigation and must
paV for it, but it does appqar to me that the cost
of litigation every year is very high. I fuid in the
Auditor General's Report about $100,000 paid in
law costs to varions lawyers throughout the Douii-
nion, and among the items we have passed this
evening, manày embrace costs of litigation, and i
venture te say that, excluding the amount we
are now asked to pass, the whole will amount to
$125,0. It seemus t» me that is a very large sum
to be expended on litigation. Looking at the
report I ind the amiounts distributed unfairly,
Some la-wyers get from ten to a thousaud dollars'
while others ouly get one or two dollars, The hon
Minister 6f Justice ought to mete out sonethiug
like fair-play among his fellow professionals, I find
that Borden;, Ritchie & Co. got $2,178, while poor
Mr. Boucher only got $5. Wallace Graham-

Mr,. Dawnsar,

whoever he is- got $9.L Perhaps the hou,
Minister of Justice knows something about him,
Mr. James Grae onlx m ot $15, Kingsuill,Seymour
& Co, got $1,00 and Sir, Martel only $5, J. A,
Madone1ll, whose bills we have before us every
year, got 1St', I wonder if this was Mr,
Maedoell whb was in this House at ene time ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, He had not
a seat in the ouse, bt he appeared at the bar.

Mr, CAM ERON (Hurou), Then l fiud W. J,
McGil*, $.01, There is alse D, O'Conuor, who is
or was the president of the Conservative Associa-
tion in Ottawa, $10,619,30, The amomut for legal
expeuses appears to be very large, and I think the
cost of litigation should be ut down in view of the
ettieieut staff which the Minister of Justice lias in
his department, and that it sbould not amount to
10,0as appears u hthe Auditor General'sReport,

though I believe it really was more.
Sir JOHN THOMIPSON. I have no doubt the

amount for legai 4xpenses will be reduced as sou
as the large and iuportant eases we now have on
hand, such as the Pacifie Railwa claim and othuers,
are disposed of, but the hon, gentleman is not quite
corrit lu supposing that aIl these amuienuts are paid
for fees touwers, They inelude dishursements
by our solicitors in aIl 'parts of the country, ani
ohen costs whieh are taxed against the Governent,
For instance, when lauds are expropria ted for
publie wouks, and the finding is against the Gov,
ernmuent, the costs are taxed against tihe Govern-
nment,

Mr. CAMERON (uron. Then there is some-
thing more than the ordinary disbursements of suit
charged, lu Mr, O'Couuor's case, for instance, I
should like to know if that covers more than the
ordinary chargesand disbursemeuts

Sir JOHN THOMPSON, That includes the dis-
bursemients,

Mr, MILLS (Pothwell), I suppose this 20750
does not inelhde the cousel fees in the case still to
be argued ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON, It ineludes all the fees
paid and likely to 1e paid.

Mr, MILLS (Bothwell. This is au estimate for
the year past, If auything is intended to be paid
in October next, it shouhl not cmue here,

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We have paid our
counsel fees for the argument which took place in
May, and for the occasion wheu counsel were ready
to argue, and the beoks were printed,

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). is not the greater part
of this for compeusation te foreign counsel and not
to Canadian conusel?ý

Sir JOHN THOMPSON, Almost enitirely.
M r, MILLS (Bothwell), Nearly the whole of it ?
Sir JOHN THOMPON, Yes,
Mr. LANDERKI,. I see au aiount of $231,92

paid to A. R. Dickey,. Who is A. R. Dickey?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON, These are costs taxed

against the Governmuent in a suit which Mr. Dickey
had against the Government

Mr. LANDERKIN. Who is A. R. Dickey?

Sir JOHN THOMPSO. I presume it is the
hou, member for Cumberland. The initials are the
samIe.
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Mr. Forget, who used to attend to this sort of
thing, is in the Indian Departient, and is unable
to do it. I do not think the price is too high. I
certainly would not do it for the amount that Mr.
Jules Rîoyal gets for doing it. I want to call iy
hon. friend's attention to the fact that, instead of
119 pages, you have 211.

NIr. SOMERVILLE. They are only half-pages.
31r. DAVIN. But if you take the length and

size of these pages you would find that they make
very nearly a whole page. It is simply the print.-
ing of an ordinary sized book, and if you got that
work done here in Ottawa, you would pay some-
thing like a dollar a page for it. Another thing I
want to point out to youî is something that is
known. I think, in the office where this is printed
-I think it is printed in an office in Regina.

MIr. M ULOCK. The Regina Leader.
Mr. DAVIN. No, it is not ; it is printed in an

office where there are no French printers.
Mr. MULOCK. You don't know that.
MIr. DAVIN. Yes, I happen to know it.
Mr'. MU LOCK. You don't know what is printed

at the Leader office.
Mr. DAVIN. 'This is printed at an office where

there are no French printers, andi Mr. Jules Royal
does the revising as well as the translation, and I
consider the aniount that, is paid there is a mini-
muni sui for the work that is done.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. If lie does the revising as
well as the translation, this item ought to be
anended so as to state that.

Mr. McMULLEN. I notice on every single
occasion when an item is objected to with regard
to expenditure in the North-West, these people are
prepared to say that they work for almost half
nothing. My hon. friend here ias always defended
the cost. no matter what it was, and says'that the
country is always getfing full value.

Schools (Governor General's warrant,
$14,993.M4 ).......................846,175 04

M-r. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask the
Minister upon what plan or rule the school appro-
priation is made. Is there a corresponding anount
raisel by general taxation ? Is there any conditioni
attached to that amount? Is it distributed anongst
the schools according to average attendance, ,r is
there any limitation for pupils as to the amnount
that is to be received ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. There is a school ordinîance
•passed by the Local Legislature to whom we band
over the school money that is voted here in a lamp
suin, and the Legislature expends it under thati
school ordinance. That ordinance provides that
the Government shall pay about 75 per cent. of the
salaries, and the salaries are fixed in accordance
with the ordinance at so inuch per month, accord-
ixîg to the grade of the teacher. I think it is
regulated also by the attendance, and there are
sone other conditions attached. The ordinance is
very. long and clear, and is a very good school f
ordinance, so far as it goes. We have only found
this difficulty. That the Legislature have had all
the say in reference to the fixing of the salary, and
we have come to the conclusion that the salaries
are too small in proportion to the salaries paid i
other parts of the Dominion. We have drawn the

Mr. DAiN.

attention of the Lieutenant Governor to that, and
next year we anticipate that a change will be made.jThey are authorized by Order in Council to spend
this money that we hand over to them.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). If I rightly understand
the Minister, it would seem that the Local Legis-
lature fixes the salary of the teachers in the school
districts, and not the trustees.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The trustees fix them.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). . Then it seems to nie

that we ought to vote a lump sumu and not allow the
local Legislature to say that we shall provide for 75
per cent. of the money required for the maintenance
of the schools. I do not suppose in any of the pro-
vinces that 20 per cent. of what is called the Gov-
erniment grant is furnished towards the mainte-
nance of the public schools of the country or: any-
thing like it. There is in the Province of Ontario,
and I believe the sane rule is adopted in sone of
the other provinces, a general taxation equal to
the amount of the publie grant, whatever it nay
be, but that county assessment and provincial
appropriation taken together (do not make more
than 40 per cent. I (d not know low umuch mxoney
is required to pay the teachers' salaries. Certainly
if we are paying 75 per cent., it is a very large

Mr. DEWDNEY. The Government has come
to the saine conclusion as that to which the lion.
gentleman has arrived. In the early days of the
North-West we hîad to be very liberal in regard to
the school vote. We have now comne to the con-
clusion that we have beenî extra liberal, and we
have called the attention of the local authorities to
it.

Mr. WATSON. Is it not divided anong the
denominational schools of the North-West?

Ir. DEWDNEY. Yes.
Mr. WATSON. What is the. proportion given

to the Catholie and Protestant denoninations
respectively. It w-ould be interesting to know the
amount paid to the separate schools.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I have not the information
here, but I will give it when the main Estimates
are under consideration.

Mr. M ULOCK. I ask the Government when
are we goiung to have a meeting of the Public Ac-
counts Conmittee ? This item and other items
should form the subject of investigation, before
that Comnittee. I will not say how nany times
we have met. It is absurd to create a conmittee
to examine into accounts and practically never
convene the Commxittee. The Conmmittee was
called for organization and sat five minutes. It
was called another tie

Mr. FOSTER. And you were not ready.
Mr. MULOCK. We were ready. We noved

motions for papers and they were carried, and
after struggling for six weeks we got a meeting
which lasted a short time. If we are supposed to
have a committee to supervise the accounts of the
year it should meet, and it is not a sufficient
answer to say that there are other large conm-
mittees to meet also. It is necessary that several
committees should meet at the saine time. I ask
the Minister of Finance to call a meeting at the
earliest possible day, as there is business to be
brought before it.
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Mr. SOMERVILLE. It is very important that
this Conmittee should meet, as tiere are several
matters requiring to be investigated, or ve. niay
not have an opportunity toionduct a proper ives-
tigation into certain accounts which should be
investigated in the public interest. There is a
matter which I have in charge in regard to which
I have not had an opportunity of bringing before
the Comnittee. We should have frequent imeet-
ings of the Coimittee, as it is one of the Most
important, and its business must not be set aside
because other important investigations are proceed-
ing. I ask the Government to have a meeting
called as soon as possible, and to have frequent
meetings called during the session.

Mr. FOSTER. We will have a meeting called
as soon as possible, and I hope the lion., gentlemen
will be ready, because the last timie we met they
were not ready. We were there for business, and
the business frittered out very quickly. I offered
the hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock) to
have the Commnîittee ineet every day for a week if
lie wanted it, and it was at his own suggestion that
the meetings tvere left off for a time. If lie wants
a meeting of the Comittee, let him say when, and
we will have a meeting called.

Mir. MULOCK. The Minister of Finance is
entirely in error iii his account of what occurred at
the meeting of the Conmmittee in question. I was
present at that meeting. It was called for an
early hour, in order, if possible, to accomplish some
business. An olfficer of the Goverinment was direct-
ed to be present. 'He attended, and when I came
to examine hii lie knew so little about the books
and papers,and the subjeét for which lie was brouglit
there, that lie could not give any information
whatever. I asked the Minister of Finance to have
a meeting calléd for an early day later, and lie will
renember that so far as regards the business in
which I was concerned, the witness, Mr. Fuller,
said it was useless to call a meeting next day as it
would take several days to inforn himself sutli-
ciently to be exanined. I asked how far ahead a
meeting would suit himn, and lie said Thursday, the
meeting of whicli I an speaking having been held
on Monday. He said he would not be able to give
evidence for the next two days, and the second day
was a holiday and he asked that the meeting should
not be called sooner than Thursday. He subse-
quently came to me in this Chamber, and told me
lie would not be prepared by Thursday to be ex-
amined. I wrote a letter to the chairmnan of the
Comnmittee, stating that Mr. Fuller had told me lhe
could not possibly be ready, and I said I would not
raise any objection if a meeting was not'held that
week. Having made that remark to the chairman
I would not have found fault if a meeting had not
been held that week, but I did not expect there
would be an interval of ten days. I hope the hon.
Minister of Finance-will take back whatl he said.

Mr. FOSTER.· I think you corroborate it.
Mr. MULOCK. If so, the hon. gentleman has

a very curious idea as to what I have said.=- The
Minister of Finance is wholly in error, and is mis-
representing my position. I want the Minister of
Finance to take back his statement.

Mr. FOSTER. It is not.worth while.
Mr. MULOCK. The hon. gentleman is isre-

presenting what took place at that meeting, and I

will not allow it. Have I not described correctly
what occurred at that meeting?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, fàirly so.
Mr. MULOCK. I have explained what took

place at that meeting, and that the postponement
was because the ohficer was not prepared to give
evidence, and did not know his business.

Mr. FOSTER. That is an allegation against an
officer which should not be made, and the hon.
gentlenan should take it back.

Mr. MULOCK. If you will call a meeting, I
will for what I have said.

Mr. FOSTER. When do you want it called.
Mr. MULOCK. On Saturday.
Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
Mr. WATSON. What is the total amount

expended onthe maintenance of insane patients in
Manitoba Penitentiary last year*?

Mr. DEWDNEY. It will be about $12,000 for
the.year. For the first four months it was 83,827,
and the nunber of innates lias not increased since
then. I think the number is 25.

Mr. WATSON. What rate does the Govemn-
ment pay ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The average rate per day,
1887-88, was $1.02; for 1888-89, $1.0U cents.

D. D. O'Meara. Sàrveyor in H. M's.
Customs, Qnebec, addition to
sàla-y as Actin& . Collector lst
July,1883, to 1st March, 1891;.. 2,200 00

James Church ill, Clerk in H. M.
Customs,Coaticoaddition to
salary, as Acting Collector, 1st
April, 1890, to 20th August, 1890... 100 00

Customsshare (one-half),of cost of
repair and maintenance of Gov-
ernment steam, yacht 'Crruiser, dur-
ing season of21890.............2,254 63.

Refund and law costs, ke., as per judg-
ment::of the Exchequer Court, in
the suit'of the VacuumOil Com-
pany vs. Regina ................... 5,331 il

James Douglas, Surveyor in H. M.'s
Customs, Toronto, addition to his
salary, as Acting Collector, lst
November, 1888, to lst Mareb, 1891 2,666 66

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Chair-
man, I ami not prepared to say that Mr. D. D.
O'Meara is not entitled to this- sumn, but I am pre-
pared to say that this item, land also the concluding
item, point to a very gross abuse of their duty on
the part of the Governnent. We find here that
for a period of two years and eighit months that
office was left unfilled. Now, Sir, I say that the
Governîment had no right whatever to keep that
office unfilled, and I say they kept it unfilled simply
and solely for the purpose of acting as a bribe
for some particular political friends whon they
desired to serve. That was still worse in the case
of the collectorship of Custons at Toronto, where
for fully two years and a quarter this office was
left vacant, as is perfectly well known, for the con-
venience of an hon. gentlemnan then a member of
this House. I say that in the latter case in parti-
cular it was a direct violation of the spirit of the
Independence of Parliament Act ; but in any case,
Isay that keeping offices of this kind vacant for a
'period of nearly three years as was done ii the case
of the collectorship at Quebec is utterly at variance
with all good government, and is a thing which
ought never to have been allowed to be practised
by this House. I think that the Minister of
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Customs is bouind to state why it was, that for a
period of nearly three years, these offices were not
filled. There are many objections to it, and not
the least in iny opinion is, that officers of the
departnent are naturally very considerably (is-
couraged if they find that these offices are fnot given
to those who iave servedt the public, but are kept
entirely as a reward for political services.

Mr.B1OWELL. I frankly confess that in the
main I think the hon. gentleman is correct so far
as the filling of these offices is concerned, but it is
a practice whicih lias prevailed in the past by pre-
vious governments and I have iodoubtwill continue
to prevail in the future. The practice has not been
coitimed to the Doninion Government, as my l hon.
friend well knows : circumstances sonetinnes arise
with ouir Local Goverinments where registrars and
sheriffs and other ofices are kept open-not, I
hope, for the purpose that has been intiunated and
suggested by the lion. menber for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright)-although, ;o far as the
tilling of these offices is concerned, im the Province
of Ontario the law provides that they shall be filled
forthwith. I think that the Attorney General of
that province lias decided that "forthwith ''1
ineans iii cases where it was found convenient, but,
at all events, they have acted on that principle1
for a long tip:e past. I do not say that because
they didi wrong we should follow mi their wake,
Mut the hon. gentleman knows very well that some-
tines circunstances will arise in the conducting of
a grovernment, under which it is not convenient to
fil these otfices. I know for no reason, other than
personal reasons and not political reasons, why the
Quebec office vas kept open.

Mr. M ULOCK. Perhaps you could not get
anyone to fill it.

Mr. BOWELL. I believe that is generally a
difficulty not particularly in the Province of Que-
bec. It is with the greatest difficulty in the world,
as my hon. friend suggests. that the people canî be
found to sacrifice theinselves in the interests of the
public service when the salary is smnall. I may
say further that there is one justification at least
for all this, and that is, that something was saved
to the revenue, and more particularly in the case
of Toronto where the collector's salary was $4,000
per annum.

Mr. McMULLEN. That was a small iatter.
Mr. FOSTER. That is borrowed ; that is Mr..

Blake's.
Mr. BOWELL. Never mind, the hon. member

for Wellington (Mr. MeMullen) is quite correct in
repeating a good thing, a pun is always good no
inatter whence it comes, and it is charnin, de-
lightful, and refreshing on this side of the ouse,
to have a pun emanate from that gentleman,
because it is not very often that he says a pleasant
thing ; lie is generally of the vinegar character,
and when he sniles and perpetrates a pun, even
though it is borrowed, lie has not only my sympathy
but ny congratulation.

Mr. McMULLEN. A "bun " would be better
sometuines than a pun.

Mr. BOWELL. I hope the hon. gentleman does
not object to that. I may be wrong if I agree
with him even once, and if I am I will try not to
do it again.

fr RICAnD CARLTwa-_T.

Mr. LANDERKIN. You are getting facetious.
Mr. BOW ELL. I think we have been all

indulging in thait a little, and if I have I hope it is
pleasant to the hon. gentleman.

Mr. LANDERKIN. That is the "-ustoms," I
suppose.

Mr. BOWELL. I think that pun is better than
the other one; try it again. Now, speaking seri-
ously, the principle upon which these allowances
are iade, as in the cases of Mr. Douglas and Mr.
Churchill, is to give one-half the difference between
their respective salaries and those of the col-
lectors, whose duties they performed until their
successors were appointed. Tlat is the principle
that was adopted by the House in 1888 in the case

j of Mr. Surveyor Mackenzie, of Hamilton, and I
arn glad that ny lion. friend from South Oxford
does not object to the amounts which we propose
to pay. When he considers the saving of revenue,
he will, I amn sure, forgive the other lápse of duty,
if I may so call it, in not filling the offices. We
will try in the future to fill then as fast as they
become vacant. In reference to the item in the case
of the Vacuun Oil Company rx. Regina, I may say
that that was a suit arising from what I should
call a inisapprehension as to the neaning of the
law in imiposing the duty upon what was believed
to be the value of the oil in the principal markets of
the United States whence it was exported and fin-
ported into this country. However, the judge of
the Exchequer Court decided that we were wrong,
and the appropriation of l5,331.11 is to refund the
(duty collected in excess of the amount which
should have been collected, and costs.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Then we are to understand
that the Minister of Customs pleads guilty to the
charge. that lie is not justified in allowing these
offices to rémain vacant·so long as lie did, not only
.i the case of the collector at Quebec, but also in
the case of the collector at Toronto. The.collector
at Toronto was not appointed for two years and
four nionths after the decease of the former collec-
tor, and if the duties of the office can be discharged
by the acting collector for two years and four
ionths, so efficiently as to secure the commenda-
tion of the Government, what necessity is there for
appointing another man at a salary of $4,000 a year
to discharge duties which have been so well dis-
charged by the acting collector at a much less sala-
ry ? If this saving can be effected by the Govern-
ment in the administration of the Customns Depart-
ment, I think it is the duty of the Minister of Cus-
toms who is so very economical in all his expen-
ditures to refrain fron appointing these men who
are so unnecessary. If the acting collector at
Toronto could discharge his duties as well as a col-
lector, and at a much less expense, why not con-
tinuehin,instead of appointing a collector ? I think
the hon. Mûnster of Customs has acknowledged
that he committed an error in allowing these posi-
tions to reiain vacant so long, and he excuses him-
self by saying that the Goverument of Ontario lias
been gmilty of similar conduct. I do not think that
is an excuse for a man who professes to stand tso
high in the estimation of the people of this country
as the Minister of Customs. I think he occupies a
more exalted position than do the members of the
Government of Ontario, and should be above fol-
lowing the example which he says they set; he
he should set a good example to them. Every
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person in this country knows that the vacancy in
the Toronto Custom-house was allowed to remain
opn so long for the purpose of supplying a soft
p ce for M r. Snall, after lie liad ceased to serve
his party in this House as: one of the representa-
tives of that. city, and for no other purpose. It
was reported in'the newspapers of both parties
that M r. Sniall was to get this position, and he
got it when it suited the convenience of the Gov-
ernnent and the lion. Minister of Custons. I
have been accustoned hitherto of saying flattering
things of the hon. Minister; I believe his depart-
ment is well administered as a rule ; but in this
case le has transgressed in a way that le cannot
justify.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I think there is a position
vacant in the Windsor Custon-house. I see no
appropriation for re-iibursing the man who is
there acting as collector of Custons. I would like
to know if anything is to be put in the Estimates
for that purpose ?

Mr. DEVLIN. I would like to ask the hon.
Minister of Customs what lie meant when he
referred to the nunber of applicants in the Province
of Quebec. If there is one quality the hon.
gentleman possesses -above another, it is that of
eing perfectly candid, and if in this instance he

gives a candid answer, he will say that there are
as nany office-seekers in the Province of Ontario as
in the Province of Quebec.

Mr. BOW ELL. I do not know that I said that
there were a numnber of applicants for the office.
The hon. gentleman I think is quite correct in the
last statement he made. The population of Ontario
is much larger than that of Quebec, and I fancy
that the same sentiment pervades -most of the
population, that if they could get an effice they
could fill, and in sonie cases that they could not
tlt, they are quite as ready to take it as the people
of Quebec.

Mr. DEVLIN. I am quite satisfied with the
answer of the hon. gentleman. I understood hin
to say that the office was not filled because there
was no applicant, and I also understood him to
renark that there were a great number of appli-
cants in the Province of Quebec.

Mr. BOWELL. If the lion. gentleman reflects
a moment, I think he will see that he is a little
over-sensitive. I did not refer to that matter at
all. It was one of the hon. gentlemen opposite,
who said that he supposed the reason the office was
not filled, was because nobody could be got to fill
it, and I facetiously said that there were plenty of
applicants, I supposed.

Mr. DEVLIN. I an perfectly satisfied with
the explanation given. I may be a little over-
sensitive when the Province of Quebec is attacked,
and I am quite certain that that feeling will not
desert me.

Mr. LANDERKIN, I understood the hon. Min-
ister of Customs to say that they could always
find plenty of applicants, especially in Quebec. I
would like to know what his colleague the Minister
of War says about it. Iknow it was stated some
time ago that the hon. Minister of Customs had
eradicated every officer in his department who
spoke the dual language. Perhaps the hon. Minis-
ter will say whether mat is correct.

Mr. DAVIN. My hon. friend quite mistook
what the Minister of Custoims said. Instead of
saying that in Quebec there would be a great many
applicants, he said it was well known under the
circuistances that there would be very few.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Carried.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yon have not

read the items, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The discussion has

been going upon all the items.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I beg to call

your attention to the fact that we are allowing
these items to go through with very unusual rapi-
dity. Until the present moment every item has
been read through, and I insist' that that shall con-
tinue to be done, or no further items will-be taken
to-night.

Mr. BOWELL. I do fnot think that threat cornes
with a very good grace from the lion. gentleman.
If we are to h ave the rules adhered to, let it be so
understood. Then in future we will (liscuss each
item separately, and not discuss thein all, and then
pass but one.

%Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We have had
all these items read regularly and I insist on that
being done.

Mr. BOWELL. The rule is to discuss each item
on its merits or denierits, as the case may be. The
Chairinan is justified in supposing that the general
item, in which these four anounts is included, is
passed because each one of then had been dis-
cussed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. By no meaus.
The only one discussed at all was D. D. O'Meara'is.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The lion. Minister of Cus-
toms. has failed to answer the question I put him.
I said it was rumoured that h e had renoved all the
French civil servants from his department. la
that true?

Mr. BOWELL. Like a great many other Grit
reports, it is a falsehood.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Tell us the number you
have.

Mr. BOWELL. Precisely the same number in
the department as there was when I entered.

Mr. LANDERKIN. You have not killed any
of them off yet ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Not one.
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I am ready to

read every item, but hon. members sometimes ask
that the whole vote be passed without reading the
items. If we read item by item, every hon. mem-
ber will have to speak on the item alone for which
a vote is asked We have had a discussion upon
the item with reference to Mr. O'Meara, and upon
that relating to Mr. Douglas, which is the last
item.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You are en-
tirely in error. Sir, about that. It is quite true
that the hon. Minister of Customs alluded to Mr.
Churchill, but nothing was discussed except Mr.
O'Meara. Necessarily some allusiçn was made to
.the pactice of keeping these Cuoms positions
vacant for several years, and in connection with
and as an illustration of that, some reference was
made to the appointnent of the collector ,at
Toronto having b"en held over for two years and
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a half. But, as a inatter of fact, the only item we1
discussed was that relating to Mr. O'\leara.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The practice has been
to read each particular item of the vote included
in the bracket, but at the sanme timie it was open to
lion. nenbers to discuss anv item included in the
bracket, and I think there is a very great deal of
convenieice in that way. When my hon. friend
fron South Oxford referred to the vacaney in the
Custoi-house at Quebec, I think m lion. friend
from Brant alluded to the vacancy in the Custon-
house at Toronto, and the lion. nember for Kent
to the vacancy in the Custom-house at Windsor.
That was all for the purpose of discussing the prin-
ciple of keeping these otliees open for an indetinite
period of time, and I donot understand that that wvas
disposing of the items hiere bracketed, because the
vacancv in Toronto is not referred to here nor the
vacanîcy in the Custom house at Windsor. They
were mnerely referred to for the purpose of illus-
trating the objectionable character of the practice
of keeping important public otices open for an
indefinite period. I think it would be well to
alhere to the riue that the Chairnan should read
each particular item, and the Comniittee be free
to discuss any general principle involved in all the
items bracket.ed. I have been watcling sone of
these items with a view of saying sonething, if I
thouîglht proper, w-hen they were reached, but when
you, Sir, declare the whole lot carried, youî'may
cut off sone inember who may have sonething to
say on somie particular item, without interferinig
with the general discussion of somne principle
involved.

Mr. BOWELL. If we only carry out the sugges-
tion of the Chairmnan and adhere strictly to the
rie, by confining our discussion to the item itself,
and not discuss the whole of them, we will save
time, because if we discuss all the whole vote,
when each item is called, then wlien we cone to
the next item w-e shall have the whole discussion
over againî. I do not think it is at all dignified
that we should contradict each other in the nan-
ner we are doing point blank. When the notes of
the reporter are read in refertnce to this question,
it will be found that the first member who departed
from the rule now enforced is the hon. neiber for
South Oxford. So far as ny mnemory serves me, he
commnenced a nost violent attack-or perhaps the
word " objectionable "would be more suitable-on
the course taken by the ('overnmenît w-ith reference
to the Toronto collectorship.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What I did
was perfectly correct. I objected entirely, as I
always have, to this vicious practice of keeping an
office open for political purposes. It has been done
constantly by the Administration of which the hon.
gentleman is and was a nember, and nothiin g cant be
more derogatory to the independence of Pariament
than to hold offices vacant for the purpose of
bribing political supporters.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. On which item are
you speaking ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. D. D. O'Meara,
surveyor to Hef. Majesty's Customs. These offices
are kept vacant for a long tite for the purpose of
bribing political supporters, aud that practice
became doubly vicious when, as in the case of
another item which I used for the purpose of

Sir RÎCRAIU) CARwarIGa.
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illustration, it was notorions tiat a iiember of
Parliament sat in this House for years who had the
promise of one of these Government appointments
in his pocket. That was doubly disgraceful,
doubly injurious to the public service, and detri-
mental to the inidependeince of Parlianent. That
illustration -was properly made in the discussion of
the allowance to Mr. O'Meara.

Mr. CASEY. Speaking tothe point of proceduire,
it is quite impossible to confine discussion in Comu-
mittee of Supply wit.hin liard and fast lines. The
discussion to-night lias taken no more latitude thani
lias always been allowed. These items, which are
bracketed together, are one item for the pu-pose
of discussion, but it has been the invariable prac-
tice to read each sub-iten separately before the
whole vote is passed. That latitutle of discussion
nust be allowed now, as in the past.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I an willing to do
anytlhing I can to please everybody and expedite
business, but I tfind it pretty hard to do so. The
hon. gentleman iwho spoke last bas said that I was
wrong i desiring to read this iten by item, but
my impression was that, as I find in a book before
me here, this was one vote of 412,552.44. I
w-anted to read the whole thing, and let hion. gen-
tlenen see the wlhole. But if we proceed, item.by
it2m, I think the law- is clear, and I wil read
it, so that lion. nenbers muîay understand it. Hon.
gentlemenI do know it, but, unufortunately, those
who know it the best are those whio transgress it
the nost.

Some lion. MEMBERS. Hear, htear.
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I an in order, and

I at hiere to maintain order.-
" As in other committees, eaeh resolution must be pro-

posed and discussed as a distinct question, and when it
has been formally earried no refèrence cai again be made
thereto,"
Soie ion. gentlemiuen referred to it again and
again.-

" Neither is it regular to discuss any resolution before it
has been formally proposed fron the Chair."
Here is a question about M r. Douglas from Toronto,
which has not been proposed fron the Chair, and
yet it lias been discissed.-

"Each vote or resolution is necessarily a question in
itself to be proposed, amended and put as any motion or
Bill inthe House. Sometimes there are a number of items
in a vote or resolution."
Like this one.-

" And then these may be generally discussed as forming
p art of a single question. Eaclh iten may then, if the
Committee think proper, be taken up as a distmnct question,
and so discussed aud ancnded. The debatein such a case
must be eonfined to the item, and when it bas been dis-
posed of no reference eau again be made to it when the
subsequent items are under consideration.'
If we follow that iule, we will not go astray.

Mr. CASEY. Who made that rule?
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Thiese are the rules

laid down by a man who lias carefully considered
the rules of Parlianent and who is looked upon as
an authoriùy on this subject, that is Dr. Bourinot.

Mr. CASEY. The rule of this Ilouse is the
invariable euston of this House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have man
times suggested to the Minister of Finance, as
do now, that I think it would be for his convenience
in future not to adopt in the Supplenentary Esti-
mates the practice of massing as we find'it here,
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but to divide these items. I think it would be for that interpretation of the lav:, contending that we
his convenience in the future to have these placed should not have adopted as a value for duty the
as separate items in the Suppleientary Estimates price for which similar oils were sold in the
so that each might be discussed in detail and this narkets of the United States. The Court of
kind of bickering would lbe avoided. Exchet uer decided that both these objections were

Ir. FOSTER. I have largely done that this well ta-eu. I do not desire to discuss the grounds
of that decision, nor to criticize that decision, but

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIHT. That is true,1 the imterpretation of the departnent was that we
should exact a duty upon a higher price than that

but I think it would be better to (do a little morepo
in rgarI t th Supleientry stinats. t 1pi aced upoî i t when exported froînthe United

mn regard to the upplemnentary Estimtes. It s States to Canada. I propose, however, at the next
impossible to discuiss these, particularly when a session of Parliament, if we are here, to ask the
principle is imvolved, without making some refer- House to change the law in that as -well as in other
ence to other items, but our practice, I think, has respects, so as to avoid misunderstandings-and
always been since thtis concern connenced to reads ditticulties in the future.
eachi separate itei.hf

t Mr. M1ILLS (Bothwell). I think it would be
C(ustons share (one-half) of repairs regul ai at this moment to discuss the Toronto

ind maintenance of Governmentandaiteanc .fovernmtet appointment. The hon. Minister bas already, in
sa .t - er lurin te the discussion of the first item, referred to the

offices iii Ontario that have been left vacant by the
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who pays Government of that province, and lie has stated

the other hialf ? that lie is doing nothing nore thtan following their
Mr. FOSTER. The Fisieries Departmnent. example.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think this Mr. BOWELL. I said nothing of the kind. I

is the yacht that used to belong to '\r. Gilnour. did not say I w'as following their examplie.
It is a very good little craft for Mr. Gilnour, but Mr. 3ILLS (Bothwell). Does the bon. gentle-
I do not thinîk it is titted for the purpose intended. man say they were follow ing his example?
I thnk it is a vessel of light d'aught, about 4 or 5 Mr. OWELL. Ierely called attention to thefeet, and that it is very mucmlinore adapted for theIe
pitv ses of a pleasure yacht than for auy practical practice in the different proviices.

wor in te upper lakes. M'r. MILLS (Bothwell). Yes, and the hon.
r.FOteERItis discarded1now.gentlenan called attention to the practice for a

M;r. FICTAR.Dh is dîscarded T Tpurpose, and that purpose was i extenuation of
Sir R ICHARD CA RT WRIGHT. Then whbat his leaving this office vacant. I do not know what

on earth was the use of purchasing a vessel thath, but I would cat it
you have to dispose of within two or three years? followt'int an ex ample, and since he refers to that as

Mr. FOMT.ER. We got her very cleap. a precedent, I think the lion. gentleman cannot call
Mr. TUPPER. The amount we paid for her ny statement a misrepresentation. But there is a

was eithier .,000 or 86,000. As the hon. gentle- mnarked difference hetween the cases to which lie
iman says, the experience w'as that she was not bas referred, and the case of the Toronto vacancy.
adapted to the rough waters of the Georgian Bay, The Toronto office vas kept open for the purpose
where the fishing tugs cat searcely keep out. It of affording a place for a gentlenian wbo waLs durnig
lias therefore been decided to dispose of lier, and the whole period that it was kept open, a member
she is to be taken at ber cost of .5,000 for the pur- of tlhis House. Now, there could not well be a
cliase and over 44,(90 for repairs, on account in imore palpable and more flagrant violatien of the
the purchase of the vessel which is to take her Independence of Parianient Act than that articu-

place. lar case exhibits. What was the object of Ueeping
.h , the place open ? Mr. Snmall sat in this House ;

r Ms there are many in this House who know Mr. Snall,
price land who, perhaps, think the office was too big for

Mr. TUPPER. I think about S30,000. the officer. How'ever, tlhat mnay be, he was a nemii-
Mr. MULOCK. Who is building her ? ber of this House and a supporter of the Admninis-

Mr. TUPPER. Coulson, of Owen Sound. tration. Mr. Small accepted the office, and the
.Government mnten(led that hie should receive it. It

Mr. LANI)ERKIN'. When was the contractletq was a matter of comnioi r'umour, it was known on
Mr. TUPPER. I think it was on the 18tlh this side of the House. I want to know whether

March, in this year, and the vessel is almost coin- Mr. Small did not sit here in violation of the
pleted. irit of the Independence of Parliainent Act.

scthenot exactly iii the position of one who
Ref ,w cos it, & ., inthe suit iad been appoirite(l to an office? Vas lie any less

Regina ....... $5,331.l disqualified fron sitting in the House, from the

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What are the fact that the office was a prospective one so far as

circunistances connected with this? he was concerned? Vhy, Sir, after the passage ofI the Independence of Parliament Act in En land,
Mr. BOWELL I explained that the other day, Mr. Fox's Bill, a gentleman, a niember of the oise

but I will repeat it. As we interpret the law, we of Commuons, was asked to accept. the office of the
hold that the ad vaIorene duty is to be levied on Chancellor of the Exchequer. He gave his con-
the price at which the article is sold in the place sent, but in the meantime the King became insane
wiere it is purchased. provided that be the prin- before he could accept the appointment, and it was
eipal narket in which it is sold whence it is exported helil that his seat in Parliament had become vacant
to this country. This company took exception to because, fronm the very moment that he gave his
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assent to the acceptance of that office, he could no
longer sit in Parliament without violating the
principle of the Independence of Parliament Act ;
and the fact that the King did not recover made
it impossible that lie could be appointed, and the
party who held office continued in otice, and the
party who had1 agreed to accept it was conpelled
to go back and seek election at the hands of his
constituents. Now, Mr. Small was here expecting
an appointment fromt the Administration, and the
Administration expected the support of Mr. Small.
I say that Mr. Simall was at the tine being a paid
employé of the Administr-atioî., ani therefore was
disqualified from continuing to sit in this House.
He was as iuch dependent upon the Administra-
tion as if lie had already been sworn into office,
and it was a nost flagrant violation of the
Act relating to the independence of Parliament
to keep that office open for the purp'ose of
filling it at the close of Parliament by a gen-
tlemnan who 'was then a member of the House.
It was as much so as if the hon. gentleman had
already taken office at the hands of the Adminis-
tration. Now, I say that there must have heen an
understanding, and MIr. Siall must have agreed
to accept that office. The Governmnent muust have
comiunicated to Mr. Small that it was their inten-
tion to offer him that office ; and so both on the
part of the Adlministration and on the part of Mr.
Sniall, the Act relating to the independence of Par-
liament was violated in that particular inatter.
Now, we have this item in the estimates asking for
$2,666 to compensate some other party for the dis-
charge of the duties of the office that Mr. Small
received and that Mr. Small, it was known, was to
receive, at the hands of the Administration. Now,
it may be an improper thing that an office should
not be promptly tilled. It seems to me that it is a
great responsibility for any Administration to as-
sume, whether it is Dominion or Provincial, to con-
tinue to keep an office vacant for a long period of
time. But there is something more than that in
the case of the Toronto vacancy, because it is a
case in which a member of this House was morally
disqualified for the discharge of his duties as an
independent representative of the people, by the
promise that nust have been made to him, and by
the course that the Government pursued towards
him under the circumstances.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I notice that Mr. Small was
duly gratqful for the pledges that were given to
him in reference to this. A couple of days after
the general election he wrote a poem, which I will
read.

Mr. BOWELL. Who wrote the poem ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. It is signed " John Small,
ex-M. P." He seemed te be duly grateful, he
seenied to understand that it was a union of hearts
and of hands that had brought him into the office
that gave him the salary which lie is now receiving.
This is the way he expressed his gratitude:

"A union of hearts,
A union of hands,
A union that noue can sever;
A union o!1lakes,
A union of lands,
A Canadian union for ever."

That was the idea of a patriot who had secured the
office, hav-ing been retained in the House as a place-
man during the last Parliament.

Mr. Mus (Bothwell).

Mr. FRASER. I understood the Minister of
Custonis to say that the mnethods that he did not
attempt to defend prevailed in all the provinces.
I want to say distinctly, as an ex-member of that
Government in one of the snaller provinces, the
no such practice prevails in the Province of Nova
Scotia. I say this in order that the Minister of
ICustoms ma.y not shield himself at least behind
that province. Wien an office beconies vacant we
make the appointment at once; that w-as the
practice of our predecessors as well as of ourselves.

Mr. BOWELL. Are you sure I said in all the
provinces ?

Mr. FRASER I understood so.
Mr. BOWELL. If I did, I will withdraw it

with reference to Nova Scotia.
M-r. MIULOCK. I do not think that the Govern-

ment of Ontario supply a precedent for the action
of this Governient in reference to the appointment
in Toronto. The Ontario Legislature does not,
I think, supply a precedent such as has occurred,
that of promising an office to a iember of the
House and the inember sitting in the House for a
long period afterwards.

Mr. WALLACE (York). Mr. Badgerow, of
East York, is an exanple.

Mr. MULOCK. Is the hon. gentlemen aware
that he had a pledge?

Mr.. MONTAGIUE. Just as much as the lion.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) knows that Mr.
Small lhad a pledge.

M. MIJLOCK. If so, it was a bad precedent.
Mr. MASSON. What about the sheriff of

Ontario?

Mr. MULOCK. Mr. Paxton was not appointed
sheriff while lie was in the House.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I 1do not wish to detract
from the loyal utterances of the Connissioner of
Custonms of Toronto on the day after the election.
I have been informed that lie read a YankIee poem.
I do not know that the fact that lie read a Yankee
poem entitled him to a place in Her Majesty's
Custons. It is said tliere is an annexation feeling
spreading in the Government ranks, and whether
this appointment was made in obedience to this
growing sentiment I do not know.

Excise .............................. $.41n
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the hon.

gentleman explain the item of $3,500 further
required for contingencies ?

Mr. FOSTER. The vote for contingencies taken
last year was $70,000, of which about $2O,0O0 was
estimated to be required for stamping tobacco and
cigars, leaving $50,000 for Excise contingencies
proper. The Excise and Customs stamps fo>r 1889-90
cost $22,640, and as the tobacco and cigar revenue
has slightly increased during the first haYl of
1890-91, it is estimated that at least $22,500 will be
required on this behalf. This will account for a
considerable portion of the increased vote. In
addition to this, the growing demands of the service
rendered it necessary to engage in the leading
centres temporary employés, w ho have since been
replaced by permanent officers or by the return to
dut y of 3 or 4 officers who were on lengthened leave
of absence on account of illness. It is hoped that
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this source of ex nditure having been removed,
or rather having >een placed in the Estimates for1
next year under the proper sub-head,-that is
"salaries of officers," which item lias been corres-
pondingly increased, the expenditure under the
head of Excise contingeicies for 1891-92 may be
kept within the reduced estinate, namely, $65,000,
including the stanping of tobacco and cigars.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Are the stamps printed
bv theL Rank Note Company, and if so, when does
the contract expire ?

Mr. FOSTER. In October next.
Mr. SOMERVIILLE. Is it the intention of the

(overnment then to invite tenders for the work ?
Mr. FOSTER. The question is under consi-

deration of the Governmient. I think tenders wili
be called for.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Hon. gentle-
- mien opposite should iake up their minds, and tell

us what they intend to do. There was a long un-
pleasant discussion with respect to this imatter
three or four years ago, aud at that tine an under-
standing was arrived at that in future tenders
would be invited for this work and due notice
given. If there is any intention to depart from
the resolution, I will not say the pledge given,
intimation should be given to the House before it
rises.

Mr. FOSTER. I will give an intimation to the
House before it rises. Vith respect to S576 conm-
mission to Custons officers, Custonis officers have
to be enployed on a commission of 5 per cent. to
colleet the Excise duties where Excise bondirg
warehouses have been granted in places in which
not sutlicient business is done to warrant the
stationing of a permanent oflicer of the Inland
Revenue staff. The requirencuts in this way have
exceeded an estimate made last year, whiclh w%%as
$3,500O.

Cullers' salaries........... ........ $1,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG HT. I had hoped
they were to be reduced and not increased.

Mr. FOSTER. There was a mistake in the Esti-
mates, the ainount being S1,000 short.

Weight.sand Measures,contingencies.. $1,O00

Mr. FOSTER. Two officers have had to have
their places supplied by temporary employés,
during their temnporary illness, for a somewhat
lengthened period. This will probably require
about $600. The additional amount, nanely, $400,
is to provide for the paynent of six months' allow-
ance to Mr. Miall as Commissioner of Standards,
withheld during the last half of 1889-90, during
which year, owing to the non-payment of this and
other items, this vote was under-expended to the
extent of some $500 to $600.

Mr. LANDERKIN. What is the total cost of
carrying out the Weights and Measures Act
now

Mr. FOSTER. If the hon. gentleman will look
at the Public Accounts he will see the total cost. I
propose to reduce this amount to $600.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Then you ask the Gover-
nor General to sign a warrant, and you throw it
back in his face.

Mr. FOSTER. He will not object.

\-. 3.ULOCK. I unîderstand the (overnor
Gen-al's warrant was issued for S1,O(M). It included
a siall sun that was iot urgent, and therefore was
not warranîted by the Audit Act. On what prin-
ciple did the Minister make the report on which the
warrant was issued ? Is that the principle on which
warrants are issued now ?

Mr. FOST ER. I think there is no inc-onsistency
in that. It mîay have appeared to the Minister at
the time that this wvas necessary, and eliso made
is report. The Minister of Finance has nothing

to do with that except to certify that there was no
appropriation for t voted by Parliamnient. It was
fond out afterwards that the necessity did not
exist, anîd wve did not spend the money. Surely
nmy hon. friend need not grunible at that.

Sir RICHARD CARTW RIGHT. That hardly
covers the objection of ny hon. fricnd (Mr. Mulock).
There is a very strict definition of the purpo>ses for
which alone a c oovernor Genera's warrant cau issue,
and it does appear there was an abuse of it in pro-
posing to pay a sum of ioney to Mr. Miall, an
officer in the receipt of a very tolerable salary in
the departmnent. It is one of these things which
ought never have been done. I cannot see, for the
life of me, how it can be defeuded under the Audit
Act, to make a proposition to use a Governor
Genera's warrant to pay Q400 to Mr. Miall.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. It is struck out.
Sir RIChARD CARTWRIGHT. I know, and

it is quite right it should be struck out, but it was
very wr-ong that a Governor General's warrant
should be asked for such a purpose. The sumn is
snall, but the principle is one of very great
moment. We, on this side of the House, have found
occasion, time and again, to object to the use made
of G;overnor Ceneral's warrants, and this undoubt-
edly is a case ini which I cannot conceive how any
Minister could, by auy possibility, defend, under
the ternis of the Audit Act, the action which has
been taken. As the Minister of Inland Revenue is
not here, I should like to know fron the Minister
of Justice or from the Minister of Finance how
such a thing can be presuned to be within the four
corners of the Act. It appears to me that this is
the very last thing that should be paid by a
Governor General's warrant.

MNr. MILLS (Bothwell). li this case two
persons are receiving $300 each out of this con-
tingency appropriation, because the two other
persons were unable to discharge their duties. I
would like to know from the Minister of Finance
whether those two gentlemen who could not dis-
charge their duties were not out in au election
expedition, and whether this money is not really
to pay persons for canvassing during the election.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend must admit in
his 'hr moments that that insinuation does not
t'-ily with his ordinary fairness. He should not
suppose a thing of that kind. The two olilcers
were seriously ill, and these two gentlemen were
appointed to do their work while they were ill.
This $600 is for the payment of those two offi-
cers.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). And they were not
away during the elections ?

Mr. FOSTER. I should not judge so. I would
have to be very suspicious indeed to enable me to

I think so.

1725 1726



[COMMONS)

Mr. DEVLIN. Perhaps we would be able to
get the naines of these two officials.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I know of one of those cases
personally, because I hatd to do with hini profes.
sionally. I refer to the case of Mr. Macdonald, of
the Hamilton division,who was ill froim cancer, and
who died before the election.

Mr. WALLACE. I know tihat one of these sick
inspectors was Mr. Kinnee who lias since died.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. As regards the ques-
tion of Governor General's warrants I do not think
there is any difference of opinion between us as to
the restrictions imposed upon thei. As the lion.
menber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) read to us the
other eveninîg, they are to be used only in cases of
urgency, unforeseen cases, and cases in which the
money is imîmediately required. The list of war.
rants this year is unusually large because Parlia-
ment met very late, and at that tinie of the year
when nost of those warrants were drawn the moneys
were for what in an ordinary year would bave
been voted in these Supplementary Estiinates for
the current year. The service was required to be
provided for in that way to an unusual extent in
consequence of our not having Supplementary
Estimates for the carrent year. As regards this
particular $1,000 the case fully cones within the
statute as regards 8600 of it, and the other $400
must have been passed through an oversiglht. I
vas not aware of it myself untilit came to be ex-
plained here. The $400 has not been paid.

Mr. MULOCK. I an quite satisfied with the
explanation which the Minister has given. I think
it is satisfactory to have the Government reidly
live up to the Act. It is 'not the $400 that we are
discussing but the abuse of the Act. Of course it
is possible to make a niistake, and this appears to
have been done by mistake.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The point I had in my
mind with regard to the $400 being included in
the Governor General's warrant, is that I do not
see how it could escape being paid out.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It has not been paid
out.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Fromi what the Minister
says, that the recoinmendation did not pass Council
the question would then arise, how came it to be
included in the warrant ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There was an applica-
tion before the Council to pay this $400, and in
view of the fact that it could not be voted in time,
it would seeni to have been included inproperly
under one of these warrants.

Mr. NMILLS (Bothwell). But the warrant would
be subsequent to the recommendation by Council.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It ought to have been.
Mr. LANDERKIN. It was done in a moment

of weakness.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think it was a mo
ment of too great strength on the part of some one-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. A very curious
thing about these GovernorGeneral's warrants is the
fact, - which- my hon. friend (Mr. M1ulock) lias
alluded to before, that you take warrants for
urgent expenditure required to be immediately
carried ont, apparently to the amount of $1,310,000,
and of that sum it would seem you have expended

Mr. FosTE.
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| only $7i50,000. There must have been soie grave
oversight when the Governor General was made to
sign warrants for the purposes of urgency for
nearly double the anount actually expended.

Mr. FOSTER. The amount expended at that
time vas the amnount expended whei the report
was brouglit down to the House. We have not
been able to get money from that tine up to this,
and the aniount given there is not the anount
expended up to this present time.

Sir RICHARID CARTWRIGHT. But the Gov-
ernor General's warraut is only intended to neet
cases when Parliamneut is not sitting. That is the
special objeet of it. The Governnent can, when
Parliamnent mneets, on a requisition of urgeney,
obtain a reasonable vote if they mnake out a sufli-
ciently strong case. This S7,50,0() expended went
down to the date when Parlianent had assebled

Mr. FOSTER. We have no authority given us
for any expenditure yet under these Estiniates.

Sir RICLAJRD CARTWRIGHT. I know that,
but you nmight have got authority from Parliarnent.

Murray Canal staff...........
Mr. MULOCK. Is this not included in the

niain Estimates?-

Mr. BOWELL. I arn inforued not. Of course
the hon. gentleman is aware, I suppose, that the
Murray Canal lias only been opened for traffic a
short timie. Experience showed that it wasuecess-
ary to have a larger staff than was contemplfited at
the time of the main appropriation, because a great
mnany more vessels passed through the canal than
was anticipated. It was necessary to lhàve ien at
night to take charge of the lights, as well as duriung
the day.

Williamsburg Canal staff..........$1000

Mr. MULOCK. Does the sane explanation
apply to this ?

Mr. BOWELL. This is required to meet the
payment of extra men enployed on the locks on
account of the work of construction being carried
on.

To pay expenses for negotiating a
settlement of outstanding bal-
anees of hydraulie rents at the
Chaudière.,.............. . 3,009.38

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Whomn does
this go to ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is in settlement
of law expenses, and so forth, arising out of claims
in connection with the Chaudière rents. Suits were
commenced against all the proprietors of the Chau-
dière lands for arrears of rent, in compliance with in-
structions from the Conmnittee of Publie Accounts.
Negotiations were entered into for a settlement,
which resulted in the adjustnent of new leases
and the paynent of upwards of $63,000 of arrears.
The solicitors, Mesrs. O'Connor & Hogg, who con-
ducted the inatter, had an engagement in writing
with the departnent for the collection of rents,
which entitled then to 10 per cent. The agree-
nient had been entered iute some years ago, -with
the view of collecting small sums. This amounut
was to cover the costs of suits as well.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Are the rents paid at
the Chaudière fixed according to the horse power ?
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Sir JOHN THOMiPSON. I think the rent is
not now paid according to the power of the respec-
tive mills. The leases contain a eat many condi-
tions, which I do not now remem r ; but I think
the rent is so much for each lots with a restriction
as to the power to be used.

Mr. MULOCK. -What was the face amount of
the claims originally ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We did not throw off
any substantial amount. The claiis were paid in
full. The principal difficulty was in' getting a
settlenient of new conditions.

Mr. MULOCK. Has that agreement been re-
scinded ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No, it has not. It
applies still, I presume, to the smnall amounts col-
lected. I am referring now to the Inland Revenue
Department.

Mr. MULOCK. I think it would be prudent to
put an end to the agreement, so that in future if
such services are required, the agreement will be
made applicable to the particular transaction.

Sir JOHN TROMPSON. There never can be
again for many years, at any rate, so large an
amount as this put in their hands for collection.

Militia expenses in conneet ion with the
rebellioti in the N.W. Territories.. $8,017

Pension-J. Franckum, late Gunner
",A" Battery, pernsion from 19th
July, 1890, to 30thJune, 1891, at 30
cents Der diem........... ... 104.10

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. This is for militia pen-
sions on active service. Franckui was discharged
from "A" Battery on pension the 19th of July,1890;
at 30 cents per dien. The Order in Council was
passed the 27th June, 1890. Franckum entered iin
July,1881. By a rifle bullet striking hin above the
ear, while marking at the rifle butts for bis batte-
ry, he became injured. He had to pass the medical
board and was so severely wounded that he became
insane and is in a lunatie asylum. All the
papers were submitted to the Department of Jus-
tice, and the whole inatter submitted to Council
before the Order in Council was passed. There is
an amount for legal expenses, $350 ; for transport,
$1,450 ; for clerical work r North-West claims,
$500 ; North-West Navigation Company, judgment
of the Exchequer Court, $5,400.

Mr. WATSON. Is it the intention of the Gov-
ernment to pay the, claim made by Mr. Bremner
in connection with North-West rebellion mnatters ?

Sir JOHN THOMIPSON. It is only a week
since that came in, and it has not yet been exa-
mined.

Seed grain and expenses collecting and
receiving grain ....... ......... $2,338.71

Mr. DEWDNEY. Last year $3,150 were voted
in the Supplementary Estiniates for seed grain. Out
of that, at the end of the financial year, there was
$666 of the appropriation lapsed, as the accounts
were not all in.within the three months which we
were allowed to pay the accounts which had been
incurred at the end of the financial year. Therefore,
all the addition we ask on account of those accounts
is $600. We expect to have $1,000 more topay
for the e*pense of receiving the seed grain which
is now being paid back. We have to pay a small
percentage to some parties for coilectmg, and as
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the grain is sold and paid for the money is paid in
to the Receiver General.

Mr. MULOCK. When did the distribution of
grain take place?

Mr. DEWDNEY. A year ago last spring. None
has been distributed since and none is asked for
this year.

Mir. WATSON. How nuch has been paid back?
Mr. DEWDNEY. 1 have a rough'memo. of the

account for seed grain advanced in 1888-89 and
1889-90, showing $81,882, and the anount refunded
has been $45,435.

To pay ex-constable G. H. Harpur balance
of pnsion to 30th June, 1891, on account
of bellion of 1835...... ...-..... $814.60

MIr DEWDNEY. Harpur's first application
for pension was iade by letter from him dated
Battleford, 21st April, 1890, and inquiries were
continuous into the case until the matter was
taken up by the late Premier on the ISth Novem-
ber, 1890, when application was made in Parlia-
ment. Harpur stated that his expenses for medicines
and medical advice had far exceeded those for the
necessaries of life ; that lie had been unabl to per-
form any ordinary bodily labour since 1885, and
that to support himnself and pay his doctors' bills,
he had been coipelled to sell al his personal pro-
pery ; that he had been frequently urged to apply
for a pension but put it off in the hope of ultinate
recovery, and, having expended ail he possessed in
supporting himself, he was compelled to ask for
assistance.

Mr. MULOCK. I am quite satisfied with that.
I w-as only anxious to find out if the department
had had this case before it for years without taking
action.

Committee rose and reported resolutions.
Mr. BOWELL moved the adjournmîent of the

House.
Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 1. 10

a.m. (Friday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 3rd July, 1891.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN nioved:

That Government Orders have precedence on Wed-
nesdays for the remainder of the Session, and that the
order of business for Wednesday under Rule 19 be made
the Order for Mondays.

Mr. LAURIER. Perhaps the hon. gentleman
would consent that this rule should not applyto
next Wednesday, but that next Wednesday should
renain mnembers' day. I have no objection to the
motion taking effect next Wednesday week.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. We thought that
it would be sufficient to take the Orders for next
Wednesday on Monday next, because the number
of measures in the hands of private members is very
smail, and the hon. gentleman will see himself that
it wil be necessary to expedite the business of the
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