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patents for inventions. He said in the Gov-
ernor-General's speech, at the opening of the
Session, it was stated that a measure would
be laid before the House of Commons for the
amendment of the law relating to patents for
inventons. Such a Bill had been submitted to
the other House, but, for some reason, Gov-
ernment had not thought proper to bring it
here. He felt, therefore, that it became his
duty in this matter to take the lead of the
Government. (Laughter). The object of this
Bill was to treat the United States in the
same way as other foreign countries, so that
Canadians travelling in that country, and
becoming acquainted with valuable discover-
ies there, might patent them here for their
own interest and for the benefit of the whole
Dominion. (Cries of carried).

Hon. Mr. Hollon-Have the Government
nothing to say?

Mr. Masson-I am the Government.
(Laughter).

Hon. Mr. Holton said that before the mo-
tion was carried, he wished to know if the
Government accepted this as the measure
promised in His Excellency's speech.

Sir John A. Macdonald said that a measure
had been introduced into the other House,
and had there been amended in such a man-
ner that the Government would not take the
responsibility of proceeding with it. He
proposed to allow this Bill to be read a
second time, and it was not improbable that
the Government might take advantage of it.

The Bill was then read a second time.

Mr. Masson moved that it be referred to
Committee of the Whole forthwith.

Sir John A. Macdonald-No! no! Tomor-
row.

AID TO DISTRESSED FISHERMEN

Hon. Mr. Chauveau asked whether it is the
intention of the Government to extend any
assistance to the fishermen of Nova Seo-
tia, of the District of Gaspe, and of the
coast of Labrador, who are in great distress
in consequence of the failure of the fisheries?

Sir John A. Macdonald said it was not the
intention of Government to extend assistance
to the distressed fishermen of Nova Scotia,
Gaspe and Labrador. They considered that
was a matter for the Local Governments to

deal with, nor was it their intention to bring
forward any measure for granting aid to the
DeSalaberryffamily.

ROAD TO RED RIVER

Mr. McConkey asked whether the Gov-
ernment have yet decided in reference to
continuing the road from Fort William, Lake
Superior to Fort Garry, and if in the afflrma-
tive, whether it is their intention to go on
with the work this season?

Sir John A. Macdonald said the Govern-
ment had not yet decided on continuing the
road from Fort William, Lake Superior, to
Fort Garry on the Red River.

COAL

On motion of Mr. Brousseau, the House
went into Committee on the Bill to amend
Chapter 63 of the Consolidated Statutes for
Lower Canada, insofar as the same relates to
measurement and discharge of coal.

The Committee reported progress and ob-
tained leave to sit again to-morrow.

RAILWAY BILL

Sir G. E. Cartier moved the third reading
of the Bill respecting railways.

Hon. Mr. Holton moved in amendment to
recommit the Bill with the view of amending
it so as to provide that all railway companies
shall be bound to grant the usual facilities
on equal ternis to all incorporated express
companies demanding such facilities. He said
the railways were themselves much of a
monopoly, and they had created a sub-
monopoly in favour of one of the express
companies, which did the light carrying trade
of the country. The question had arisen in
connection with a private Bill introduced by
the member for Niagara, incorporating an
express company. It had been urged that that
company should receive the same privileges
with respect to railways as other companies
enjoyed, but it was argued that such a provi-
sion could not be introduced into a private
Bill. He (Mr. Holton) then intimated his in-
tention to move for the introduction of a
general provision into the general Railway
Act, giving all express companies the same
facility. He did so in the railway committee,
but his amendment was rejected by a vote of
19 to 11. He then intimated his purpose of
moving his amendment when the Bill should
come before the House.
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Sir G. E. Cartier objected on a point of
order that the Bill was only prospective,
applying to the Intercolonial Railway and
other railways to be built, and railways as-
sumed by Government, and that the amend-
ment was general in its character.

Hon. Mr. Holton met the objection by alter-
ing his amendment so as to apply only to
railway companies affected by the Bill.

Sir G. E. Cartier then proceeded to argue
the question on its amendment. He said the
amendment would prevent railway companies
from being able to exercise their discretion as
to making arrangements with good solvent
express companies; moreover, only a certain
amount of space could be allotted by a rail-
way company to an express company, and it
would be very inconvenient to give equal
facilities to more than one such company.
Such a clause as that proposed would be
unjust and would create confusion.

Mr. Mackenzie supported the amendment.
He said that, in the State of New York, the
railways were obliged to make arrangements
with ail express companies who desired it.
All that was necessary was to provide suffi-
cient room for stowage. The officials of some
of our railway companies were directly inter-
ested in certain express companies, and the
result was a monopoly in favour of these
companies, which made the public have to
pay three times what they ought for carrying
small packages. Every facility ought to be
given for fair competition.

Hon. Mr. Howland opposed the amendment.
The Express Company, on account of the
valuable character of the goods they carried,
required to have complete control of the
portion of the train they occupied. If the
railways had to give the necessary accommo-
dation to every express company which ap-
plied for it, they would have to charge rates
which would make the charge higher than at
present.

Mr. Bodwell supported the amendment,
contending that it was in the interest of the
public that facilities should be given for fair
competition between the Express Companies.

EVENING SITTING

FISHERIES BILL

Sir J. A. Macdonald moved the third read-
ing of the Bill for the regulation of Fishing
and protection of Fisheries.

Mr. Fortin said, before this Bill is read
for the third tine, he had some remarks ta
offer to the House. When he spoke on the
second reading of the Bill, he said he ap-
proved its several clauses with few excep-
tions; he had some amendments to suggest,
when the Bill came before the House in
Committee, but on the assurance that what he
wanted to remedy could be done by an
Order-in-Council, he would let it pass. There
was an omission in the Bill; it was the
clauses of the Bill of 1859, which have estab-
lished a bounty in favour of fishing vessels.
The bounty had had good results during the
few years that it had lasted; and the whole
Maritime population would feel dissatisfied,
when it would come to the knowledge that
the bounty was abolished. The remarks that
he had made on the second reading of the
Bill had been answered by the Hon. Minister
of Finance in a very polite and genteel man-
ner, but not to the satisfaction of the fisher-
men. The Maritime population of Canada
had always been in favour of Confederation,
not that they expected to receive the money
of the country, but they expected that it would
develop all the resources of the country, and
especially the Maritime element. But what
was their position now? They labour under
disadvantage rather than otherwise. The
bounty was taken away, and they receive
nothing in return; and our fishermen had to
compete in our own waters with American
fishermen who had received the bounty for
nearly sixty years, and who, by this means,
had been enabled to build up a fishing fleet of
1,000 vessels, and more, I may say, the best
equipped in the world. Could we expect our
people to have any chance under such cir-
cumstances? No. The advantage was ail on
the side of our neighbours. Add to this the
want of protection to our sea coast fisheries,
from the end of the American war, to a
period not remote from us, and every one
will understand the great difficulties under
which our people always laboured. He
hoped the Government would take all this
under consideration. Now, by the licensing of
our waters to the American fishermen, there
is a good sum accruing to the Government.
Last year the Provinces received in ail $18,-
000. With the $2 fee, it can be about $36,000.
Add to this the salmon and trout license fees
and we will have more than $40,000. Well, if
the Government added to this $50,000 or
$60,000, we would have a fund of $100,000,
which, employed in encouraging and fostering
the fisheries, would produce a great deal of
good. If there was not money enough to give
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the sarne amount as last year to our fishing
vessels, it might be reduced to one-half or
even one-fourth; but even with this reduced
rate, there would be some encouragement,
and he hoped the Government would give it.
This increase in the license to be paid by
American vessels from one to two dollars has
created a good deal of excitement among our
neighbours on the other side of the line, as
shown in the House of Representatives of the
United States, and a large majority of that
body has even voted a proposition calling on
the President to send an armed force in the
Gulf of St. Lawrence for the protection of the
American fishermen, under the supposition
that they would be molested by British cruis-
ers. Now the American fishermen have never
been molested in the gulf, by British or
Provincial cruisers, and there is no danger of
it ever happening. Why how have matters
stood in the gulf for a long time? For many
years until the year 1852, the American fish-
ermen have been admitted in British waters
without hindrance, and to the great annoy-
ance and disadvantage of our own fishermen.
And I could cite many fishing groups inside of
British limits, which, for a long time, were in
the hands of the American fishermen. No, they
have no reason to complain. It is our own
fishermen who would have had reason to
complain many times for the utter neglect
and abandonment in which those important
fisheries were allowed to remain for so long a
period by the Provincial as well as by the
Imperial Governments. Now the fisheries are
very important in many ways, as he had
explained to this flouse on the second reading
of the Bill. He wou'd not go over the same
arguments again, but there is one point that
he would touch. The fisheries are closely
connected with the defence of the country.
The more they are developed the larger would
be the Maritime population. The gulf is the
door way of our country, and Canada as
well as England are interested in keeping
this way in our possession. By it we will
receive this assistance, for our defence which
has been so solemnly promised to us by
the Government of England; but, at the
same time, we must keep it shut to our
enemies. And who would help England to
attain this end, but the sailors and fishermen
of this Dominion? Increase their number,
make them prosperous and happy, and you
have so many defenders of our country. Our
fisheries are also of great importance to
the Mother Country, and they are closely
linked with the question of the suprernacy of

the seas. As long as Great Britain owned the
fisheries of British North America, there was
no danger of her losing her Maritime power.
But if they were to pass into the hands of the
Americans, and with them the Maritime
population of the Provinces-well, he did not
want to prophesy, but is was his earnest
conviction-he said it before the statesmen of
Canada, and if he was in presence of the
statesmen of Great Britain, he would make
the same statement that less than twenty
years after-such an irreparable misfortune,
provided of course the American Union was
not broken-the United States would be in a
position to wrest from England the naval
supremacy that she has enjoyed so long, and
our neighbours and rivals would become the
first naval power in the world. Have not the
fisheries always been considered the life
blood of commerce and the best nursery for
seamen? After offering those few remarks, he
would resume his seat, and express his firm
hope that the Government would not aban-
don such an important industry to itself, but
would do everything to encourage and foster
it.

Mr. Jones (Halifax) agreed with the re-
marks of the member for Gaspe, and hoped
that before the debate closed the Government
would announce their policy regarding the
license to fishermen.

Sir John A. Macdonald assured the honour-
able gentleman that the Government was
alive to the importance of this branch of
industry. As to the question of bounties, for
good or for evil that question had been set-
tled for the present session. The Government
had endeavoured as much as possible to assist
the fisheries, and the rate of license for
American vessels had been fixed at $2 per
registered ton. Originally the rate had been
two shillings and six pence. Then it had been
raised to five shillings, and now the rate had
been doubled. On this matter the policy of
the Government had only been arrived at
after a good deal of difficulty and considera-
ble communication with the Imperial authori-
ties. The rate had, however, only been fixed
for the season, as it was thought well for the
Government to keep the whole subject in
hand, lest a restrictive course might be pur-
sued by the United States, which would de-
mand other action from the Dominion.

Mr. Mackenzie supposed the leader of the
Government would have no objection to
bring down the correspondence with the
Imperial authorities.
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Sir J. A. Macdonald said it would not be
for the public interest that the correspond-
ence should be brought down.

Mr. Mackenzie said that in that case he
would not, of course, press his request. He
had watched with considerable interest the
course of the discussion on this subject in the
American newspapers since the report went
abroad that Canada had imposed a duty of $2
per ton, and he had observed that, with a
single exception, the press in the neighbour-
ing republic had maintained that that was a
reasonable tonnage, compared with the duty
imposed by them on our flsh. It was clear
they did not think that which was said to be
the Canadian measure to be so stringent as
their own. His belief was that if, from the
first, they had taken firm ground on this
fishery question, much would have been done
towards obtaining reciprocity in all our trans-
actions with the people of the United States.
And while he did not blame the Government
for only imposing $2, his opinion was that
they would have done better had they made
it $4 or $5. As the Government had assumed
the burden of protecting these fisheries, it
became them to show firmness as well as
moderation. Both should characterize all their
efforts in this direction.

Mr. Savary agreed with the honourable
member for Lambton, and sincerely hoped
some step would be taken towards the
efficient protection of the fisheries. With the
additional license fee to be demanded there
ought to be an additional force to see that the
fee was properly collected, and to see that
our rights, whatever they were, should be
properly respected. It was not by a system of
concessions to an unreasonable and exacting
people that the dignity and honour of the
Dominion would be sustained, and he hoped
no such policy would ever be adopted.

The Bill was then read a third time and
passed.

RAILWAY BILL

The House resumed the debate on the mo-
tion for the third reading of the Railway Bill
and Mr. Holton's amendment thereto.

Hon. Mr. Holton said he had agreed with
the Minister of Militia on a clause which
would accomplish the object he had in view,
and which could be inserted after the third
reading.

The Bill was then read a third time.

Hon. Mr. Holon moved to amend the Bill
by inserting the following as third subsection
to Clause 47-"Any railway company grant-
ing any facilities to any incorporated express
company shall grant equal facilities, on the
usual terms and conditions, to any other
incorporated express company demanding the
same."

Mr. Wood regretted that the Minister of
Militia should have accepted this amend-
ment, which appeared to give one class of
incorporated companies privileges above
what were granted to others. The law was as
clear as could be that all incorporated compa-
nies had the privileges which this amendment
proposed to bestow on express companies.
They might as well insert a clause that all
mill owners should have equal privileges, or
that all wholesale merchants should have
equal privileges. No lawyer would deny that
under the general clause all express compa-
nies have this right, and to single out express
companies was, by implication, to withdraw
similar privileges from other companies and
individuals.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. A. P. McDonald moved an amendment
requiring railway companies to keep their
culverts in good order, so as not to interfere
with the drainage of adjacent lands.

Mr. Wood-This was already the law of
the land. No object was to be served by
introducing into this Bill the whole common
law that was applicable to railways.

Sir J. A. Macdonald said the amendment, if
carried, would not apply to existing railways
to which this Bill did not refer. He thought,
moreover, the existing law was sufficient, and
suggested that, as the amendment would be
useless, the honourable gentleman had better
not press it.

Mr. A. P. McDonald said the law was so
cumbrous that poor agriculturists could not
get the benefit of it against powerful compa-
nies like the Great Western and Grand
Trunk. What was wanted was some clear,
plain provisions, which could not be miscon-
strued. If his amendment could not be made
to apply to existing companies, it might at
least be applied to railways still to be built,
so as to benefit future generations.

After further discussion, the amendment
was negatived on a division.

Mr. Blake said great injustices had been
found practically to exist in consequence of
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