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1Mr. PATERSON. That is want of uniformity again.

Bill reported.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the House
resolve itself into Committee to consider a certain proposed
resolution (page 1143) respecting the fees and expenses in
connection with the electoral franchise in the North-West
Territories.

Motion agreed to, resolution considered in Committee
and ordered to be reported.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment
of the House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 11:05, p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNBSDAY, 12th May, 1886.

The SPEcAr took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRATRas.

PRINTING AND STATIONERY BUREAU.

Mr. CHAPLEAU moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
132) respecting the Department of Public Printing and
Stationery. He said: I suppose that, at this stage of the
measure, I need not give any lengthy explanation about
the Bill than this: The object of the Government, by thie
Bill, is to give power to the Government to establish a
Printing Bureau and Stationery Offlce, that is to say, to
adopt here the system which has been adopted and prac-
tised 80 successfully in the United States, so far as the
printing of the Government and Parliament is con-
cerned, and to adopt, as far as possible, the Englieh
system in relation to the stationery supplies of
the different public Departments and both Houses of
Parliament. As to the latter part of the proposition, I
may say that we have accomplished a good deal of progress
in the Stationery Office, and when the time cones, when I
am called upon to give detailed explanations, I shall be in a
position to give statistics showing the savings that have
been effected and the progress we have made in the direction
of economy, by the establishment of a stationery branch
attached to the Department of the Secretary of State. As
to the other part of the proposition, the object, as I said, so
far as the Government and public printing is concerned, is
to adopt, as far as possible, the American system, which also
pravails in almost all other countries, except in England,
where, however, there is a movement in the same direction.
i shall give some statistics on the subject when the Bill is
up for the second reading.

Mr. BLAK. I am not quite certain whether I gathered
the hon. gentleman's expression correctly, but it seemel to
me rather that he was proposing to ask Parliament to
empower the Government to establish this system. I trust,
however, it will not be proposed to ask Parliament to
empower the Government to establish this system, but
ratner that the system itself will be propo ed to Parliament
for its consideration. The question is one of very great
consequence both in its principles and in its details; it is
one upon whieh we should have vei y full information, in
order to put ourselves in a position to form a judgment
whether the proposed change is a desirable one. I regret,
Sir, that, as to a measure so important as this practically is,
the hon. gentleman should have found himself unable to

take the first stop until so late a day as the 12th of May. I
trust we shall have at an early day those full details which
the hon. gentleman promised us, and without which it is
impossible to appreciate the benefits of this proposal.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I think the subject of the measure
is not a novel one, or one which will take Parliament by
surprise. Repor ts have been presented to this House
emanating from the Department of the Secretary of State,
mentioning the detail of the two different systems, the
printing by the Government, or the contract system, the
latter of which has been followed heretofore, and pointing to
the advantages which might arise from the adoption of
the system which we will ask the permission of Parliament
to adopt. As I said before, the system is not a novelty,
nor is it, I think, one which will take Parliament by sur-
prise. The statisticS in detail, when they are presented,
can be easily considered by Parliament in support of or
against the measure te be introduced

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

IMMIGRATION FROM DAKOTA AND TEXAS.

Mr. ROYAL asked, Whether the Government is aware
that a considerable number of settiers from Dakota and
Texas are just now commencing to move to Manitoba from
across the line?

Mr. CARLING. Yes; the Government is aware that a
considerable influx of settiers from tho States named has
commencei to move into Maiitoba. Lhe Department bas
not, at this moment, the figures of numbers, but they will
be ascertained as far as possible.

DEEP-WATER NAVIGATION OF MANITOBA
WATERS.

Mr. ROYAL asked, Whether the Dominion Cabinet have
received from the Provincial Government of Manitoba a
copy of the following resolution and prayer, passed by the
Legislatare of the said Provincu on the 6th May instaTnt,
viz :-That whereas the council of the city of Winnipeg
awd the Board of Trade of the said city have appointed a
joint delegation to proceed to Ottawa to lay before the
Govcrnmont of Cnnada the question of deop-water naviga-
tion from Lake Winnipeg and to the interior of this
Province ; whereas it is of the greatest importance to this
Province that the navigation of the Red River at the place
known as the St. Andrew's Rapids be so improved as to
render such deep-water navigation possible; and whereas,
if a greater depth of water was obtained at said locality, it
would enable vessels of lake draught to proceed without
interruption long distances into the Province and across the
border into the United States as far as Fargo and Moorhead;
thorefore be it resolved that this Houe cordially endorses
the action of the Winnipeg City Council and the Board of
Trade in sending a delegation te Ottawa for the purpobe of
urging on the Government of Canada the importance of the
improvement herein suggested, and the desirability of
ha7ing a sum placed in the lstimates of the present year
for the purpose of carrying out the same; and this House
would add to its prayer that the reqruest of this delegation
be acceded te by the Government of Canada? What is the
intention of the Government in regard to this matter ?

Sir HlECPOR LANGEVIN. I have received a copy of
the res>lution and prayer passed by the Legislature of the
Province of Maantoba as mentioned in this question.
This was delivered to me by the deputation that came from
Winnipeg the other day with reference te the improvement
of the navigation Qf Red River, The intention of thO
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Government is to cause an examination to be made in order-
to have the data necessary to examine the question, an&
then decide.

SAVINGS BANKS DEPOSITS.

Mr. JACKSON asked, Has the $19,154,598.50 deposits
in the Government Savings Bank on March 31st, 1S86,
and also the $16,954,243.21 deposits in the Post Office
Savings Bank at the same date, been invested in paying
securities; and, if not all, how much has been invested,
and what are the securities ?

Mr. MoLELAN. There has been no special investment
made of these sums. They form part of the general debt
of the Dominion.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

Mr. THOMPSON moved:

That the order for second reading of Bill (No. 22) An Act respecting
Interest in the Province of British Columbia (Bir. Baker, Victoria), be
placed on Government Orders.

He said: I may explain that the hon. introducer of this
Bill stated to me, on the day I gave the notice, that he ex-
pected to be obliged to leave for home in consequence of
important engagements, and was afraid that the Bill would
not be reached before his departure, if left on the list of
public Bille and Orders. The other evening that Bill was
called, but in consequence of my having given the notice,
the hon. gentleman did not move it.

Messieurs

Amyot Foster, MeNeill,
Bain (Soulanges), Gagn4, Massue,
Barnard, Gault,Mofa
Benoit, Gigault, Montpl ,
Blondeau, Gordon, Oimet,
Bossé, Guillet, Paint,
Bourbean, Hall, Pinsonneault,
Bowell, Hay, Péuyn,
Burns, Hesson, Reid,
Cameron (Victoria), Hickey, Robertson (Hamilton),
Carling, Homer, Royal,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Jenkins, Rykert
Chapleau, Kaulbach, Scot,
Costigan, Kilvert, Shanly,
Coughlin, Kranz, Small
Coursol, Labrosse Sprole,
Curran, Landry (Kent), Taylor,
Cuthbert, Landry (ontmagny), Temple,
Daly, Langevin (Sir Hector), Thompson,
Daoust, Lesage, Tupper,
Dawson, Mackbton 5  Tyrwhitt,
Desaulniers (Mask'ngé), Mcicmaster Vnasse,
Desaulniers (St.M'rice),McMillan (Vaudreuil), Wallace (York),
Dickinson, MeOalIum, White (Oardwell),
Dodd, McCarthy, White (Hastings),
Dugas, McDougald (Picton), White (Renfrew),
Dupont, McDougall (C. Breton),Wigle,
Everett, McGreevy, Wood (Brockville),
Ferguson (Leeds&Gren)McLelan, Wood(WestiP19) .
Ferguson (Welland),

Amendment negatited.

Mr. KRANZ. I move in amendment to add thé follow-
ing words:

1 And that the order for second reading of Bill (No. 104) en«,led-
Mr. BLAKE. I have no objection at ail to the motion, I"An Act to amend the Canada Temperance Act of 1878I" (Mr. Oion),

but I move to add these words: be also placed on the Government Orders.

And that the order for second reading of Bill (Yo. 92) entitled : "An
Act further to amend the Canada Temperance Act, 1878 " (Mr. Jamie-
son), be placed on the Government Orders.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think the hon. gentleman
will have to give notice of this.

Mr. BLAKE. It is a very pertinent amendment.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It may be pertinent, but I
think it is contrary to the rules of the House to move it
without notice. I ask, Mr. Speaker, if that is so.

Mr. SPEAKER. It is an amendment.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Blake.

eu»:

Allen, Geoffrion,
Armstrong, Gillmor,
Bain (Wentworth), Girouard,
Béchard, Glen,
Ber ron, Guilbault,
Blake, Gann,
Bourassa, Hackett,
Burpee, Harley,
Cameron (Huron), Holton,
Cameron (Inverness), Hurteau,
Cameron (Middlesex), Innes,
campbell (Renfrew), Irvine,
Cartwright (Sir Rich'd)Jackson,
Casey, Jamieson,
Csegrain, King,
Colby, Kirk,
Cook, Landerkin,
Davies, Langelier,
De St..Georges, Laurier,
Dundas, Lister,
Edgar, Macdonald (King's),
Pisher, Mackenzie,
ForbeH Mocraney,

Mr wToaLANeGJVmi.

Molntyre,
McMuflen,
Mille,
Mitchell,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Platt,

Ro ertson (Shelburne),
Scriver,
Shakespeare,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Townshend,
Trow,
Vail,
Watson,
Weldon,
Wilson,
Wright,
Yeo.-48.

Mr. BLAKE. If the loutse had agreed to plaie -on the
Government Orders the other Bill, I should very glad&f
have voted for this as an additional amendment, so that
both of these propoEitions might have received theê'coani-
deration of the House this Session. But I think it wutid
be scarcely reasonable that this proposition should bethe
only one submitted to the House this Session, and ai the
House has declined the other amendment I propose to" vote
against this one.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think the hon. gentlemans
position is one which will stand the sorutiny of the public,
however much his own followers may approve of his con-
duct. If it were right in the abstract that the proposition
whichb has been moved as an amendment by my hon. friend
to my right (Mr. Kranz) should have the consideration of
the House, it is just as right ,hat it should have it, aven
though something else which my bon. friend the leader of
the Opposition has moved did not get that consideratio.
Righit is right, whether on the banks of the Saskatchewan,
the Red River, or anywhere else, and if it is right that this
proposition should be considered, it is right that it ahould
be considered now as well as before.

Mr. BLAKE. But right is not always right when one
gets on the right side of the Speaker.

Mr. MITCHELL. As I intend to pursue a different, or
rather the same course on this amendment as 1 did on the
lait. that is to vote for it, I wish to give my reasons. . I
voted for the other because'it was apon a question which
has been before the country a long time, and which ha&
occupied a large amount of the time and attention of this
Parliament, and deservedly so, in order that it might have
the fullest and freest discussion. We have heard that the
question was to be brought up this Session, and we have
been looking forward-the inende of temperanoe on the
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one band, the friends of wine and beer on the other,and the
opponents of both-in expectation of one or the other of
these Bills coming up, when we should. have the oppor-
tunity of discussing the question. But it is evident that the
Government, in taking away all the days of private mem-
bers, have ;destrpyed the possibility of reaching these
measures, if they are left among the Bills in the hands f
private members. There are few questions of greater
intorest than the question of temperance, and as I voted
for the other amendment in order that the question might
come up far discussion, I intend to vote for this one for the
saie reason.

Mr. CASEY. My hon. friend bas given a logical reason
for the course he has chosen to take; I do not intend to
criticise his remarks. But my hon. friend the Minister of
Marine thinks my hon. friend the leader of the Opposition
will not be able to defend his position before the public ; he
thinks he stands in a very peculiar position before the pub-
lie of Canada. I think, if anybody stands in a peculiar
position before the public of Canada in regard to the late
vote, it is the hon. Minister himself. That hon. gentleman
has been one of the foremost, one of the gbleet advocates
of temperance-

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. CASEY. Well, one of the most prominent adyo-

cates of temperance. I am not discussing the question of
how much it was worth or how much he got for it; but he
owed his prominence in this House to tbe position h. took
on that question.

Mr. SPEAKER. It is not the hon. Minister's character
we are discussing, it is the question of the amendment.

Mr. CASEY. We are discussing the hon. Minister's speelh.
He said the position of the hon. leader of the Opposition
was indefensible before the country, and 1 am showing that
hie position is indefensible. If you rule that in that 1 am
out of order, the hon. Minister was out of order in attacking
the position of the hon. jeader of the Opposition; but il I
am not allowed to show how inoossistent that hon. gentle.
man is, I am sure the cozutry will be able to draw their
conclusion without any assistance from me. As to the
merits of this particular motion before the House, i agree
with my hou. friend from Northumberland that there is
room for argument that both motions should be supported;
but, -speaking for myself, I must say the motion which the
House bas voted down was a motion to put on the Order
paper a Bill proposing to make the Scott Act workable. It
has been maintained for a long time that the Scott Act, in
its present form, is not workable, but that it requires
amendment to enable it tobe enforced at al. I maintain that
having such an Act, we should put it in a workable shape,
so that-the question of prohibition may be fairly tested and
the opinion of the people arrived at. The Scott Act being a
Government méasure, thei Government themselves should
bave taken it up and done their best to make it workable,
or repeal it altogether. Now, seeing we have been refused
the opportunity of providing machiuery to make the Act
workable, it is proper we should refuse to consider any
other Bill propoeing to make a change in the principle of
the Act itself or to weaken its effect. Had the Government
been willing to allow us to discuse amendments to the Scott
Act, we would have been willing to diseuse any changes in
the Act iteelf which might be proposed; but when they
refuse to allow us to improve the maehinery of the Act, it
is perfectly logical and fair on our part to say we will re-
fuse to consider any Bill proposing to make changes in the
prineiple and essence of the Act itself. That is the reason
I will vote against the resolution now before the louse.
I do not think suh favoritism could be shown as to put a
Wine and beer measure on the Government Orders when
the House has refused to put the other measure on theà

Orders, Therefore, witbout pronouncing any opinion on
the wine and beer measure, 1 am prepared to vote against
the resolution before the House.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I muet assume that the
hon. member for West Durham, in making hie motion, was
moved by a bond ide desire to bring before the House the
subject of temperance, but if he had wisbed to carry the0
votes in hie favor upon that motion, he should, at least,
bave proposed it in a manner to make it fair to both sides.
Ho onght to have embodied inb is motion the two other
Bille which appear on the Order paper in the hande of
private members, one from the Senate, which bas already
received the sanction of that distinguished body, the Bill in
charge of my hon. friend on my right with reference to
druggists, and the other, the Bill in the bands of the hon.
member for Wellington (Mr. Orton). If the hon. member
for Durham (Mr. Blake) had moved that all these Bills
should be placed on the Government Orders, so as to ensure
their being passed upon during the present Session, I
should have had pleasure in voting in favor ofb is motion;
buti when he made a motion to give precedence to a Bill in
favor of what mav be called thA Temporance sid of the
question, and excluded from that precedence the other Bills
before the House, the one, neither temperance uer anti-
temperance, and the other in favor of wine and beer, pro-
posed by the hon. member for Wellington (Mr. Orton), I
think he brought his motion before the flouse in a manner
which made its defeat certain ; and he must bave known
that would have been the result, and bis action certainly
affords ground for suspicion, as it did, on a recent occasion,
when he tried Lo make himself agreeable-

Some bon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). Weil, I will confine myself

to saying it was evident on this occasion he tried to make
himself agreeable to a particular class of voters, namely
the Temperance party, and with that view brought forward
hie one-sided, unfair motion.

Mr. SPEAKER. Order. The hon. gentleman muet con-
fine himself to the question, which as, whether this order
shall be placed on the Government Orders.

Mr. CAIrfERON (Victoria). On that my opinion has
always been so plainly expressed that, as a matter of
course, I shall vote in favor of the motion of the hon.
member for Waterloo (Mr. Krarz), if that motion stands
alone; but I do think that the course I bave suggested
should be adopted, and, with the permission of the House,
I would beg to move, in amendment to the motion of the
hon. mexiber for Waterloo :

That Bill 92, to further amend the Canada Temperance Act, 1878;
Bill 99, relating to Druggists; and $1il 118, amending the Acts res-
geting the sale of Intoxicating Liquors, be also put on Government

Mr. SPE AKER. With regard to Bill No. 9.3, the motion
to put it on Government Orders bas already been negatived.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). Bill No. 92 by iteelf was
voted down, but I submit whether it is incoasistent with
that vote, that Bill No. 92, in conjuncotion with the two
others, be placed on the Government Orders. .A great
many members of this Hoee might be, as I am, unwmling
that Bill No. 92 alone be put on Government Orders,
while we might be willing that that Bill, in oonjwmctipn
with the other Bills, should be put on the Govrnment
Orders. The proper and legitimate way to bring the
nattorbefore the House eisthat ail the Bills affecting,
directly or indirectly,the Temperance qestion, be placed on
the Governint Orders, so as to ensure during the present
Session a disposal of the subject.

Mr. MILLS. There was a way in which the bon.
gentleman miet have accomplishod the object the hon.
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gentleman has in view, and that was by voting for the
proposition of my hon. friend from West Durham (hfr.
Blake). If the hon. gentleman bad voted for that proposi-
tion, he might. with some show of reason, ask to have the
other Bills put in precisely the same position. Not hav-
ing done that, he is not now in a pomition to propose Vo re-
verse his vote, and ask the majority of this House to
stultify themselves. The hon. gentleman has taken a
course which makes it impossible for the majority of the
House to support his proposition.

Mr SPEAKER. I do notthink that the hon. membercan
add Bill No 92. The House has already passed upon that.
If that amendment lad been carried, the House could have
adopted a motion to add the other Bills, but the House bas
already passed upon that Bill, and refused to add it to the
Government Orders.

Mr. McCARTHY. I would draw your attention to the
fact that the other evening, after voting down a motion
that the resolution shoul obe sent to Mr. Parnell, it was
moved that it ehould be sent to Mr. Parnell and Mr. Glad-
stone, and no one deemed that to be out of order.

Mr. BLAKE. That is not the same at all.
Mr. MITCHELL. We were in a diffleulty thon.
Mr. McCARTHY, Now we have vot-d to refuse to

advance one of the Bills, but we might be willing, as my hon.
friend from West Durham (Mr. Blake) was willing, to
advance the both. I am unwilling to advance one, but I am
quite willing to advance both. It seems to me that the
motion is clearly in order.

Mr. BLAKE. The cases are by no means parallel. The
proposition voted down the other night was to substitute
the name of Parnell for the name of Gladstone. We said
we declined to strike out Mr. Gladstone's name to insert
Mr. Parnell's name. If the motion had been Vo add Mr.
Parnell's name, and that had been voted down, and thon it
had been proposed to add that name and another,
the case would have been more analagous. The view
o the Chair is that, though these three Bills
are coupled together, there je practically in the
one proposition a proposal that Bill A, and Bill B
and Bill C shall each ho added. If my proposition had been
carried, the majority of the flouse would have been in
order afterwards to add other Bills, but it was voted down.
I think your ruling is quite correct against that part of ihe
motion adding the Bill which I proposed to add.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). While I respectfally dissent
from your decision, as a matter of principle, and while I
desired that the whole question, including the Bill of my
hon. friend from Lanark (Mr. Jamieson), as well as the
other Bills, should be given prominence on the Orders, still,
in view of your ruling, I beg leave to strike out that Bill.

Mr. SPEAKER. With regard to the motion the other
night, the proposal was to strike out ail the words which
provided that the resolution should be sent to Mr. Glad-
Ftone, and to state that it should be sent to Mr. Parnell.
Therefore, the hon. gentleman will see that it is not at ail
the same case. This is in the nature of a complex question,
and any hon. member can ask that each one of
these Bills- be put in a separate motion, because
some mombers might wish to vote for one Bill
and againet another. Any member can ask that it
sbould be put separately, and, if it were put separately,
the hon. niember will see at once that Bill No. 92 las
been already passed upon by the House.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. member for Victoria (Mr. Cam-
eron) stated that ho would withdraw that.

Mr. BOWELL. I ask for information ; I understand
your rulin to be that, if the motion of the hon mem-

Mr. ÎMums.

ber for West Darham had been to have these two Bills
added, any member could have demanded that they should
bo put separately ?

Mr. BLAKE. Yes, to divide the motion.
Mr. BOWELL. I am asking the ruling of the Speaker, not

the opinion of the member for West Durham. I will put
my question again. If the hon. member for West Durham
had placed a motion in your hands asking that two separate
Bille should be placed on the Government Orders instead
of one, would it have been within the province of any
ndependent member of this House to have themn separated ?

Mr. SPEAKER4 Yes.
Mr. BOWELL. Or to ask your ruling to have it ruled

out of order ?
Mr. SPEAKER. It is what is called a complex ques-

tion, and any member could ask that each Bill should be
put separately.

Mr. McCARTHY. Then, I suppose, this can be done
now ?

Mr. SPEAKER. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. Certainly, take them one by one, which is

the way I did. One thing at a time is a very good rule.
Mr. MoCARTHIY. It is a poor rule that will not work

both ways, though.
Mr. CAME RON (Victoria). In deference to your ruling,

I must amend my motion by striking out that portion of it
relating to Bill No. 92, but, if my hon. friend from West
Durha m (Wr. Blake) had not so strenuously supported your
ruling, I think it not impossible that the motion ho made
in favor of having Bill No. 92 added might practically
have been carried, and the whole subject might have been
brought before the House; but I am afraid that, in the one.
sided shape, as some may suppose, in which it is now
placed, he and my hon. friends who supported hie motion
may now vote against it. I move that Bill No. 99, relating
to druggists, and Bill No. 118, amending the Acts respect.
ing the traffic in intoxicating liquors, be also placed on
the Government Orders.

Mr. JAMIESON. I am glad to see that the House lis
waking up to the importance of temperance legislation.
There are indications to-day of quite a revival of temperanoe
sentiment in the louse. Perhaps it is all for the best that
the Bill of which I have the honor to have charge was not
introduced so early in the Session, becanse, if it had been,
we would not have had this manifestation we have had
to-day. Whilst very anxious to press my Bill on, because
I believe it is a necessary and proper piece of leglation,
still I am not disposed to sail in the boat with wine and
beer, neither am I disposed to sail in the boat with those
who are in favor of an amendment permitting druggists to
sell liquor in Scott Act counties in a way which I believe
will have the effect of largely destroying the effectiveness
of the Canada Temper-ance Act. Therefore, seeing that the
amendment Io give precedence or a place on the Government
Orders to Bill No. 92,of which I have charge,has not received
the approbation of the Hlouse, I do trust that the amendment
and the amendment to the amendment will receive the
same fate, that they will not receive the sanction of this
House. I have not yet lost hope that, in the ordinary
course of the procedure of the House, we will reach the
Bill of which I have charge. I do not think the Govern-
ment intend to take Monday, and I hope on Monday oven-
ing next I shall be able to reach that Bill in the unal
course. It was reached within one or two Orders on Mon-
day evening last, and I trust that on Monday evening
next we shall be able to reach it and to dispose of it, and
that it will receive the sanction of the House. I think it
is highly important that all necessary legislation should b.
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given for the purpose of perfecting the Canada Temperance
Act. lowever, I am not disposed, on a motion of this kind,
to enter into the merits of the question. I may say, whilbt
disposed personally to thank the leader of the Opposition
for the interest he has taken in my Bill, I really think it
would have been better, perhaps, and more advie-
able if I had been spoken to in the matter.
It may be said that I, a supporter of the Government, was
placed in an awkward position by having to vote against
the Government on this question. However, I deemed it
advisable to do so because I thought that the Bill I had in
charge was a necessary one, and I was very anxious it
should receive the attention of theI louse. I am, however,
very determinedly opposed, and I use that strong expres.
sion, to the legislation propoeed by the hon. member for
Wellington (Mr. Orton), and which has been taken in
charge by the hon. member for Waterloo (Mr. Kranz). I
am also opposed to the amendment of the hon. member for
Victoria (Mr. Cameron), though I am glad to see he is
improving, since h. shows a kindly regard for the Bill I
have in charge. However, I am more than suspicions of
his motives.

Mr. BLAKE. I may say, in reply te the hon. member
for North Lanark (Mr. Jamieson), that it was not until the
House met that I noticed the motion on the paper of the
hon. Minister of Justice, which gave an opportunity for
this step, and upon noticing it I searched for the hon. merm-
ber for Lanark, and was unable to find him, as 1 desired
that the step which I deemed it necessary to take should be
taken effectively. I may further point out to theb on.
member that even if his pleasing anticipations should be
realised, of its getting a second reading on Monday next, it
could not get a third reading until the following Monday,
and what le going to happen on the following Monday?

Mr. HACKETT. Although I am not aware that the
Bills referred to in the motion of the hon. member for
Victoria will impair the working ofthe Scott Act to a great
extent, I still feel it my duty to oppose his motion that
these Bills be placed on the Government Orders. The
county which I have the honor to represent was one of the
first counties in Canada to adopt the Scott Act; it was in
force there for three years, when a second election was
held, and it was again carried by a large majority, and the
Act is in force in that county now for a second time, It le
also in force over the whole Province from which I come, and
the people of that Province feel that some amendments are
necessary to make it more effective, as it is very defective
in some regards. I was willing to support the Bill of the
hon. member for Lanark, and in consequence I support the
motion of the hon. leader of the Opposition. I may say
that I supported the amendments of a similar character last
year; and I support these amendments for the reason I now
give, viz.: That I believe they are very necessary to the
working of the law; and as the people of the county I
represent have twice voted in favor of that law, I feel it my
duty to carry ont their wishes and make the Act as work-
able as possible. While doing that I was very much sur-
prised to find that one of the temperance organisations of
Prince Edward Island thought it mecessary, at a meeting
held by them, to censure me in a very severe manner. In
the month 0f August the Grand Division of the Sons of
Temperance, of Prince Edward Island, held their meeting
at BIdon in that Province, and passed the following resolu-
tions:-

"Mr. Rogers moved, iand Mr. James Wall of 'Rising-sua Division'
seconded, a resolution condemning the Action of our representatives,
Yeo and Rackett, for having shirked the vote on the Scott Act amend-
ment "-

Mr. SPEAKER. Order. The hon, gentleman muet
confine himsif to the question.

164

Mr. HACKETT. That is the question. I am on the
subject of the Scott Act amendments.

Mr. SPEAKER. No; the question is whether we will
put certain Bills on the Government Orders.

Mr. HACKETT. Yes, I understand that is it. The
question is as to whether a certain Bill amending the Scott
Act should be placed on the Government Orders, and that is
what I am speaking to precisely. I am speaking with re-
gard to Scott Act amendments, and I am showing you that
while I supported these Scott Act amendments last Session,
I was censured by a representative body of people in my
county. I just want to say that that resolution was not
correct, that I had voted and did not shirk anything.

Mr. SPEAKER. Order, order.
Mr. HACKETT. I will take the responsibility.
Mr, SPEAKER. Order, order.
Mr. BLAKE. Chair, chair.
Mr. SPEAKER. I hope the hon. gentleman will con.

fine himself simply to the question of whether these Bills
shall be placed on the Government Orders.

Mr. HACKETT. That is what I intend to do, Mr.
Speaker. I think it would be very unwise that these
should be transferred to the Government Orders, as we have
just voted down a motion having reference to a Bill of
mnch greater importance; and I was referring to the fact
that I supported these amendments fast year.

Mr. SPEAKER. Order, order. The question is on the
amendment to the amendment.

Mr. McCARTHY. I understand your ruling is that
each of these Bills are now to be put seoparately, or can be
put separatoly, upon thé demand of any member. Now,
there are three Bills, as I understand.

Mr. SPEAKER. They are ail on one side of the ques.
tion.

Mr. MoCARTHY. Thore are no sides to the question.
There are three Bills, and it has been moved to place them
upon the Government Orders. One is "Bill (No. 99) An
Act reepecting Druggists; " another isl "Bill (No. 104) An
Act to amend the Canada Temperance Act of 1878; " and
the other is No. 118. Now I ask, has a member, in accord-
ance with your ruling that these Bills be put separately,
a right to move that the question be put separately as to
each of these others ? For my part, while I was quite willing
to put upon the Government Orders the Bilin charge of
my hon. friend to amend the Canada Temperance Act, 1878,
1 am not willing to put on that measure alone. I am
anxions to see this Bill regarding druggists put on also,
as it bas come from the Sonate, and should have a chance
of receiving the consideration of this House. It has been
passed by the Sonate and is very important in the interests
of the druggists, and is not at ail calculated to destroy the
Scott Act in those counties where it may be enforced, and I
think it ought to have an opportunity, at ail events, of being
brought to a second reading here.

Mr. COOK. My hon. friend from North Simcoe states
that the Bill regarding druiggists is very important to the
druggists. Well, it is not in the interests of the druggists
that we are legislating here, we are legislating for the in-
terests of the people, and I regret exceedingly the conduct
of my hon. friend in connection with this Kole transaction.
Of coure, when I look back and remember that the Mo
Carthy Act was once in force in this country--

Mr. SPEAKER. Order, order.

Mr. COOK. I will say that on a former occasion I voted
in favor of the Bill being put upon the Government Orders
so as to receive the attention of this House at an early date.
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I oppose the motion of my hon. friend from Ndrth Victoria
because it tends in an opposite direction from temperance,
and I shall therefore give it my opposition.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Having voted that the Bill of my
hon. friend from Lanark be placed upon the Government
Orders, so that it may be discussed and a decision arrived
at this Session, I feel disposed, at the same time, to extend
the same courtesy to the other Bill on the same subject
introduced by my hon. friend from Wellington. I think
that is a proper course to take, so that the question may
come before the House, and a decision be arrived at before
the close of the Session. I shall, therefore, vote for the
motion of the hon. member for Waterloo (Mr. Kranz).

Mr. SPEAKER. In reference to the question which the
hon. member for North Simcoe has just put, about dividing
the question, I am afraid I may have beon misunderstood
when I stated that this was a complex question, and that
when a complex question is put any member has a right to
ask that it be divided. A member has a right to ask that
it be divided, and it is for the House to order that by
motion. The rule is laid down in May, 9th edition, p, 309,
as follows :-

"IIf a question :is complicated, the House may, if it think fit, order it
to be divided, so that each part may be determined separately. A right
has been claimed in both Houses, for an ind.vidual member to insist
upon the division of a complicated question; but it has not been recog-
nised, nor can it be reasonable to allow it."

A member has a right to ask that it be divided, but it is
for the House to order it. In the present case the hon,
member will see that if the Hlouse votes against this amend.
ment where three Bills are combined, thenn ho eau move
that one of these be put separately afterwards. The House
may refuse to put it on in conjunction with other Bills, and
that it will be in order for him to move that it be put on by
itself.

Mr. MoCARTIIY. Thon, if I understand your ruling,
Mr. Speaker, the reason you gave for ruling the motion out
of order falls to the ground.

Mr. SPEAKER. No.
Mr. MoCARTIY. I may b wrong, but saying "no"

will not make me right. As I understood, it was on this
ground: That becauso this was a complex question, because
a member of the fHouse could insist on this question being
separated and the matters in question put separately, there-
fore the motion made by the hon. member for North
Victoria (Mr. Cameron) was out of order.

Mr. SPEAKER. No; I said that the House had refused
to place Bill No. 92 on the Government Orders, and there-
fore I did not think that question could be submitted again
to the House. That was my ruling.

Mr. MoCARTHY. The ground taken on this side was,
that both those Bills being put as a substitute was not the
same, but a different question from putting one Bill alone.
I may have misunderstood your ruling, but I understood
the ground was that this was a complex question.
That was the ground we here all understood to b taken.
It is very important that the ruling should be definite, and
that we should understand the grounds of it, because it will
form a precedent in other matters.

Mr. BLAKE. So far from that being the case, you, Mr.
Speaker, had ruled before mention was made as to its being
a complex question. That was additional proof adduced.
You referred to the fact that this was a complex motion,
and that the placing of each of the Bills would be an inde-
pendent motion in point of fact. Although I do not say
which way I will vote, as the subjects are different, if the
hon. momber for Sinmcoe (Mr. McCartby) will move that
the questions be put separately, I am disposed to assent to
the motion for my part, although your observation, Mr.

Mr. Çoox.

Speaker, is perfectly correct that the motion put in its pre-
sent form cannot by any means debar an hon. member
from subsequently noving that any one of the Bills be
placed on the Government Orders, because it is a different
thing placing three or two or one of them on those Orders.

Mr. McCARTHY. I will move, seconded by the hon.
member for West Durham, that the questions be put
separately.

Mr.,BLAKE. I will not second that proposition.
Mr. McCARTHY. I move that they be put separately.
Mr. SPEAKER. I think the hon. gentleman eau at-

tain the object he desires by moving, if the amendment is
lost, that the druggists Bill be placed on the Government
Orders.

House divided on amendment to the amendment of Mr.
Cameron (Victoria.)

Messieurs

Béchard,
Bergeron,
Bourassa,
Cameron (Victoria),
casgrain,
Geoffrion,
Girouard,
Guilbault,

Haggart, McMuilen,
Hickey, Mitchell,
Kilvert, Orton,
Kranz, Ouimet,
Labrosse, Small,
Landerkin, Taschereau,
Macmillan (Middlesex), Weldon.-22.

Messieurs

Allen, Forbes,
Allison, Fortin,
Amyot, Foster,
Armstrong, Gagné,
Bain (Soulanges), Gaudet,
Bain (Wentworth), Ganult,
Baker (Missisquoi), Gigault,
Barnard, Gillmor,
Benoit, Glen,
Bernier, Gordon,
Blake, Guillet,
Blondeau, Gunu,
Bossé, Hackett,
Bourbeau, Hall,
Bowell, Harley,
Burns, lay,
Burpee, Hesson,
Cameron (Huron), Holton,
Oameron (Inverness), Homer,
Cameron (Middlesex), Hurteau,
Campbell (Rentrew), Innes,
Campbell (Victoria), Irvine,
Oarhng, Jackson,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Jamieson,
Cartwright (Sir Rich'd)Jenkins,
Oasey, Kaulbach,
Obapleau, King,
Oolby, Kinney,
Cook, Kirk,
Costigan, Landry (Kent),
Ooughlin, Landry&(Montmagny),
Coursol, Langelier,
Ourran, Langevin (Sir Hector),
Daly, Laurier,
Davies, LeEage,
Dawson, Lister,
De St. Georges, Macdonald (King's),
Desaulniers (Mask' ngé),Mackenzie,
Desaulniers (St.M'rice),Mackintosh,
Dickinson, Macmaster,
Dodd, McMillan (Vaudrenil),
Dugas, McCallure,
Dundas, McCarthy,
Dopont, McGraney,
Edgar, McDougald (Pictou),
Everett, McDougall (O. Breton),
Parrow, MoGreevy,
Ferguson(Leeds&Gren)Mclntyre,
Ferguson. (Welland), McLelan,
Fisher, McNeill,

Amendment negatived.

Massus,
Mill,
Moffat,
Montplaisir,
Mulock,
O' Brien,
Paint,
Paterson (Brant),
Piusonneault,
Platt,
Pruyn,
Ray,
Reid,
Riopel,
Robertson (Fiami'ton),
Robertson (Hastings),
Robertson (Shelburne),
Royal,
Rykert,
Seott,
Scriver,
Shakespeare,
Shanly,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Brune),
Springer,
Sproule,
Tassé,
Taylor,
Temple,
Thompson,
Townshend,
Trow,
Tupper,
Tyrwhitt,
Vail,
Vanasse,
Wallaçe <Albert),
Wallace (York),
Watson,
White (cardwell),
White (Hastings),
White (Renfrew),

Wigle,
Wilson,
Wood (Brockville),
Wood(Westmwreland),
Wright,
Yeo.-149.

louse divided on the amendmant of irI Krans.
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Mesieurs
Béchard, Guilbault,
Benoit, Haggart,
Bergeron, Hurteau,
Bourassa, Kilvert,
Cameron (Victoria), Kranz,
Casgrain, Labrosse,
Daoust, Landerkin,
Desanlaiers (St. M'rice),Lesage,
Dugas, Macmillan (Middlesex),
Gaudet, Massue,
Geoffrion, Mitchell,
Girouard, Montplaisir,

NAYS:

Messieurs

Orton,
Ouimet,
Pinsonneanlt,
Robertson (Hamilton),
Roya,
R ert,
Small,
Taschereau,
Tassé,
Vanasse,
Weldon.-35.

Allen, Fisher, McLelan,
Allison, Forbes, MeMullen,
Amyot, Fortin, McNeill,
Armstrong, Foster, Mille,
Bain (Soulanges), Gagn, Moffat,
Bain (Wentworth), GaUlt, Mulock,
Baker (Hissisquoi), Gigault, O'Brien,
Barnard, Gillmor, Paint,
Bernier, Glen, Paterson (Brant),
Blake, Gordon, Platt,
Blondeau, Guillett, Pruyn,
Bossé, Gnnn, Rey,
Bourbean, Hackett, Reid,
Bowell, Hall, Riopri,
Burnp, Harley, Rob. tson (Hastings),
Burpee, Hay, Robertson (Shelburne),
Cameron (Huron), Hesson, Scott,
Cameron (Inverness), Hickey, Scriver,
Cameron (Mliddlesex), Holton, Shakespeare,
Campbell (Renfrew), Homer, Shanly,
Carling, Innes, Somerrille (Brant),
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Irvine, Somerville (Bruce),
Cartwright (Sir fLich'd)Jackson, Springer,
Casey, Jamieson, Sproule,
Chapleau, Kaulbacb, Taylor,
Colby, King, Temple,
Cook, Kinney, Thompson,
Costigan, Kirk, Townshend,
Coughlin, Landry (Montmagny), Trow,
Coursol, Langelier, Tupper,
Curran, Langevin (Sir Hector), Tyrwhitt,
Daly, Laurier, V hailt,
Davies, Lister, Wallace (Albert),
Dawson, Macdonald (King's), Wallace tYork),
De St. Georges, Mackenzie, Watson,
Desaulniers (\ask'ngé), Rackintosh, White (Cardwell),
Dickinson, Macmaster, White (Hastings),
Dodd, Macmillan (Vaudreuil), White (Renfrew),
Dandas, McCallam, Wigle,
Dupont,; McCarthy, Wilson,
Edgar, McGraney, Wood (Brockville),
Everett, McDougald (Picton), Wood (Westmoreland),
Farrow, McDougall (0. Breton), Wright,
Ferguson(LeedskGren)McGreevy, Yeo.-134.
Ferguson (Welland), McIntyre,

Amendment negatived.

Mr. HICKEY moved in amendment that Bill (No. 99)
relating to druggists (from the Senate) be also added to the
Government Orders. He said: This Bill affects the entire
college of pharmacy and deals with an important interest
in this country. Besides, I do not think thora is a single
provision in the Bill to which the most zealous friend of
temperance could seriously object.

Amendment negatived, and main motion agreed to.

PUBLIC LANDS OF CANADA IN BRITISH
COLUMBIA.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) moved third reading of Bill
(No. 120) to make further provision respecting the admin-
istration of the public lands of Canada in British Columbia.

Mr. MILLS. Will the hon. Minister state whether the
Government are carrying out the rectangular system of sur-
vey in British Columbia. I judge, from information that has
come befom us thait snbL is the cae. There was a good

deal of discussion over this subject of the application of the
rectangular system to mountainous districts at the time the
State of California was being surveyed, and the Govern-
ment of the United States came to the conclusion that the
system could not well be carried out ; that, in faot, it would
seriously affect the public interest to adopt that system in
districts that are so rough and mountainous as are some
portions of California. That being the case, the same rule
would apply in British Columbia. In fact, in the larger
portion of the.country, if it is to be adapted to settlement
at all, the physical features will have to be followed and
not mathematical lines drawn on the earth's surface.
Large portions will be rendered unfit for settlement if the
lines are drawn due north and south and east and west. No
doubt the subject has received the attention of the Minister
of the Interior, and I think it desirable before the third
reading of the Bill is taken that the hon. gentleman should
inform the House as te what has been done in that respect
in regard to those lands.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The information I have fromu
the Survoyor General is, that there are nio serions difficulties
in carrying out the mothod of survey adopted in the North-
West, and as far as possible he is carrying out that method.

Bill read the third time and passed.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 125) to amend the law relating Io the salaries
of certain Judges of tho Supremo Court of Judicature for
Onta io. -(Mr. Thompson.)

Bill (No. 126j to amend the law respecting Crown cases
reserved.-(Mr. Thompson.)

Bill (No. 101) in amendment ofI "The Consolidated In-
land Revenue Act, 1883;" and the Act amending the same.
-(Mr. Costigan.)

APPOINTMENT OF JUDGES IN NORTH-WEST
TERRITORIES.

Mr. T HOMPSON moved that the report of Committee
of the Whole on resolution respecting the appointment of
jadges in the North-West Territories, be read the second
time and concurred in.

Resolution concurred in.

Mr. THOMPSON introduced Bill (No. 133) farther to
amend the law in respect to the North-West Territories.

Bill read the first time.

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE IN THE NORTH-WEST
TERRITORIES.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that the report of
Committee of the Whole respecting fees and expenses in
connection with the electoral franchise in the North-West
Territories, be read the second time and concurred in.

Resolution concurred in.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that the resolution
be referred to the Committee on Bill (No. 115) respecting
the representation of the North-West Territories in the
Parliament of Canada.

Motion agreed to.

REVISED STATUTES OF CANADA,

House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on
Bill (No. 9) respecting the Revised Statutes of Canada.-
(Mr. Thompson.')
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(In the Committee.) make a considerable alteration, and cause a different con.

On section 1, struction to be put on the Act. In the Franchise Act there
Mr. BLAKE. I wish to say, with reference to this Bil, are many verbal changes made, some of them immaterial,

that I have been told that the Statutes which it is proposed but othere, whieh I am not prepared to say without con-
to make into law are, in several material respeuts, and with sideration, may not be a variation of the sense. We find
reference to some recent Statutes, changed. Now, for sections taken out of the Franchise Act and transferred to
example, with reference to the Franchise provisions, I am other Acta, for instance, to the Dominion Elections Act. It
told that the provision as to the electoral oath, to be ad- appears to me that a distinct Bill should be brought in to
ministered, is altered. It seems to me that this is a very make these changes, which could be incorporated in the
improper method of disposing of questions of- this descrip- consolidation when the final volumes are published. Aay
tion. 1 think, if it is proposed to make changes in material person who has had experience in regard to the consolida-

parts of the law, it would have been proper to introduce fresh tion of Statutes, knows that it is a matter which should
Bills into Parliament which might receive the judgment be proceeded with with a great deal of caution. In the con-
of Parliament as Bills,and which being passed into Acts could solidation of the Statutes of New Brunswick, very serious
have been then consolidated, as the Acts of this Session, with changes were made, which were constantly turning up. In
the revision of the Statutes. But to make changes in the law, one instance the whole principle of the descent of real pro-
under the theory of a revision and consolidation, is to make perty was reversed, and a clause was inserted which had an
those changes without giving Parliament and the country ex poSt facto operation of fifteen years, and which seriously
an opportunity of pronouncing upon the expediency or disturbed titles.
fitness ofthose changes; and for my part, I said before and Mr. THOMPSON. It was not intended that the revisersI repeat that we have got to take very largely upon trust should make any material changes in the language of the-even the select committee had to take very largely upon Statutes; or indeed any changes exce t such as were neces-trust-the work of the consolidators. But if such changes sary to harmonise the Statutes, and 1runderstand that is allof the law as I have referred to are introduced into the re- that has been done in connection with the Franchise Act.vision, we really do not know what changes we are mak- Of course as it is an Act in which a great deal of interest
isg. Now, with reference to, this question of the oath, if was taken last Session, and in regard te which there wasmy memory serv me aright, during the discussions on the considerable feeling, I am not surprised that any changeFranchise Bill last Session, it was pointed out that the whatever in it, even a verbal change, should excite com-oaths would no longer be suitable, having regard to the ment; but I would ask hon, gentlemen who ave madenew franchise, and a pledge was made that this Session a comment to point out any instance in which the revisersBill would be introduced to amend the law in this particu- have taken an unwarrantable liberty with the text. Iflar, and te make provision for that defect. I do net con- they have simply made the Franchise Act harmonise withsider it a fulfilment of that pledge that the revision of e t the Election Act in respect of the oath of qualification, orStatutes should contain suc an oath; I think that pledge in the- phraseology of any of the sections, it seems tocould be fulfilled only by our having in the ordinary way a me th they were strictly wio f f t he line of duty, andBill for consideration touching that question. I do not within the linewhieh they followed with egard to otherknow whether there are other particulars mu which they fondcthregard t eer
sanie prouesa has bean adepted, but if thora be I eau only AýCts, in respect of which their eonduet lia not been criti-
sthat I regret i very tueh. cised. If they have done more than that-if they have
ay Imade a change against the policy of the Act or the wish of

Mr. WELDON. It strikes me, with regard te the Bill the House, now is the time to mention the particular
which was passed last Session, that in part of the consolida- instance.
tion relating to the franchise, the sections are totally trans- Mr. BLAKE. That is just what we complain of. I main-
posed, and the alterations are such that it will be very tain that changes in the law ought to be made by Parlia-
difficult te know what their effect will be. Sometimes a ment, and not by the revisers. For example, it may be a
section of the law is controlled a good deal by the context, very serions question what sort of oath we should have.
and it also happens in this case that certain portions of the The oath proposed by the revisers is pratically a new oath,
Act are transferred into other Acts. Now, that is a matter and it is not, to my mind, a satisfactory one; it is tao gen-
as to which we should proceed with a great deal of caution. oral; but I have no opportunity of moving an amendment.
Last Session, when the revised Statutes were introduced The hon. gentleman says now is the time to point any
into the louse, a joint committee of both flouses was change out. How is the House going te remedy them ?
appointed to go through the Acts, and compare them as far The1 House cannot remedy them.
as possible. That, of course, was a task which would be
utterly impossible for the whole committee to undertake, se fMr THLOMPSON. I have attached te the Bifh a schedule
the committee was sub-divided and certain portions were oalterations t be made, and ene value of that is that if a
given to each sub-committee. So far as the sub-committees mistake was made, and the attention of the House called to
were concerned, they went through lithe portions allotted to it, we could correct it there.
them, and it was found in some cases that several mistakes Mr. BLAKE. But the proper way te make a statute is
were made which might have been very serions. At the not to alter in Committee of the Whole something the revi-
same time, I felt that that was the only course which was sers have set before us, but to have the proposition brought
open to us, as otherwise it would be impossible ever to have before us in the regular way.
revised Statutes. A commissioner attended the sub-com- Mr. THO NIPSON. That is another question. I thoughtmittees and explained the varions changes, and, of course, a the hon. gentleman was under the impression that we couldgreat deal had to be taken on the responsibility of that con- not amend anything here.missioner. But with regard to the amendments made in
the Act of 1885, there las not been that care taken Mr. BLAKE. As the Bil came before the flouse we
of tbem, although those Acts have been changed to could not. What opportunity is given in this mass of
a large extent. For instance, the sections are Statutes, filling two volumes, to make amendments ? I do
entirely transposed and new language is used which some- not think it is a satisfactory or proper method of making
times makes the construing of them very diffi;iltf; because ibom. It was pointed out last Session that the alterations
every person who is familiar with the construction of the we were making in the law would involve farther alter-
Statutes, knows that a change of a few words will sometimes1ation in the election law, and we were told that a Bill

Mr. BLma.
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would be brought before us this Session with that view. It
is no redemption of that pledge to adopt such an oath as
the revisers may think a fit oath, whieh they have presented
to us in several thousands of pages of different Statutes,
and to say to us, point ont anything in the Committee of
the Wholie, and the necessary changes may be made. We
have not that Ant before us; what we have before us is a
Bill to make that Act law. A measure of that kind is one
in regard to which it is very important that we should
have the practical experience of those engaged in the con.
duct of elections, active politicians throughout the country,
who have had to do with the varions devices which have to
be guarded against for the introduction of spurious oaths.
We have not that advantage. We adopt the view that the
public have some interest in our legislation, and have some
right and duty to make suggestions in regard to it, and in
that view we establish certain intervals between the stages
of Bills, print them and distribute them. We have none of
these advantages now, but we are asked to swallow this
holus bolus.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). As a member of the committee
to which was referred this consolidation, I gave consider-
able attention to it, but, I must admit, not such attention
as to make me feel thoroughly certain as to the changes
proposed and the consolidation made. That was utterly
impossible without giving the matter a great deal more
time than we had at our disposal. But, still, those matters
to which the hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon) has
referred came up before the subcommittee of which I had
the honer of being chairmen, and they were satisfactorily
explained to us as not interfering in any way with the Act.
For instance, if bon. gentlemen will look at the Franchise
Act, page 47 of the draft, they will find the parts that are
to be consolidated. For instance, it mentions all except
section 2, section 10, and sections 15 to 32, both inclusive.
Those were left ont because, as understood by us, and I
have no doubt by those who consolidated the Statutes, they
were of no effect, being virtually repealed. I think all the
sections from 15 to 32 refer to the preliminary preparation
of the list. That work having been done, it cannot come
up again.

Mr. WELDON. That is just the question-has it been all
done ?

Mr. LANDRY (Kent), The preliminary part ias been
done.

Mr. WELDON. But yon ehiminate the final revision,
which has to come.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). The reason we omitted that is
that this consolidation will net come into force until after
a proclamation is made, and that proclamation will not be
made until alter the time has elapsed for the final revision
of these lists, and therefore all these sections are unneces.
sary. I give this example to show that there was no inten-
tion of changing the Act in any material respect, because
being convinced that it was not changed in any material
respect, the change consisting only in the striking out of
things which were unnecessary, we made our recommenda-
tion that it should be adopted.

this time, is to be found in the Ontario Revised Statutes,
vol. i, page 152. When a voter comes up to be sworn,
surely, if the oath is meant to be of any utility as a pre-
vention of fraud, ho ought to be made to swear that ho has
got the necessary qualification. Now, the Ontario Act
makes an elector swear :

" That on such a day you were actially, truly and in good faith 'os-
sessed for vour own use and beneat, as owner, tenant or occupant, ai.the
case may ,e, of the real estate in respect of which your name is entered
on the lt of voters, and as uch are entitled to vote at this election."

This provision of the oath is entirely left out in the new
form; and I think the House should not be asked to pass
such an oath without some explanation. Further, in the
fo9m of the Ontario oath, the voter is obligod to swear that
ho is of the full age of 21 years. Under the new franchise,
which lias set the qualification as to age at 21, as it was
before in Ontario, the form of oath given does not contain
this declaration. This is oither a gross piece of nogligence
on the part of whoever prepared this form, or it is the result
of design. I have heard that all through the country, boys
are being put on the voters' list of sixteen years ofage, and
when they come to vote they will not be called upon to
swear that they are of the proper age; consequently their
votes will be taken. We should not be asked to pass mea-
sures in this loose way.

Mr. WELDON. This point is very important, because
the first qualification, under the Franchise Act, is that the
voter should be of the age of twenty-one, and be a British
subject, by birth or naturalisation. The form of oath given
does not contain tho important statement that the voter is
of the age of twenty-one; thereforo, if persons under that
age should get on the list, they will escape penalties,
though they have not the proper qualification. The hon.
member for Kent says the changes which have been made
are changes which do not affect the Statutes, but h. must
know that we cannot in a moment decide whether the
changes are such as ho describes them to be or not, parti.
clarly when the sections of the different Statutes
are transposed and numbered differently to what
they are in the Statutes at present. Fr instance, section
55 of last yeur turns eout to be section 15 in the
consolidated edition. When the commission was first
issued during the Session of 1884, the Revised Statutes were
laid on the Table, and lon. members had a whole year to
examine them. In the Session of 1885, they were referred
to a committee, which took the whole of the Session to go
through them carefully, and thon they stood over another
year. There should be no diffieulty this year; because there
bas not been ample time toexamine them, yet mistakes have
been fonnd. I pointed out a serious mistako in regard to
navigation in Canadian waters. iere we find that the
Statutes passed last Session are published in the Revised
Statutes, as they were in 1885, but so transposed that it is
utterly impossible, in a cursory examination, to find them.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). The object ofa revision of the con-
solidation of the Statutes is to do what has been done liere.
All the Acts on a particular subject are consolidated, carefully
eliminating the portions repealed and h monising those
remaining. so as to grive a perfect Act. The consolidation

Mr. EDGAR. It is not so much what ias been left out of the Acta passed last yearfhas been done in the same way
of it as what has been put in. in the first volume of the as the consolidation of the Acta of previous years. That
Revised Statutes, at page 119, we find, as a achedule of the was done in the way I have mentioned, by consolidatng
Election Act, an entirely new form of' qualification. Itbis into ono Act everything that belonged to one subject, it did
necessary, in view of uniformity, that there should be one not matter in how many different Statutes it might have
oath for the whole of the electorate, instead of, as formerly, been found. No one found fault with that last winter, but
using the oaths provided by the different Provinces; but I the fault now found is, that the Acta passed last winter have
protest against the form of eath adopted, because it is an not been put into this new consolidation-to use a common
absolutely new form; it is absolutely new legislation on a phrase-holus bolus, without any regard to what applied or
vital point. The oath which we have been using in the not, but exactly as they passedlast winter. As I understand,
PrQvince of Ontario and at the Dominion election, up te hon, gentlemen say that should have been done. For instance,
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the Franchise Act should have been put in as it passed,with- mother, upon the farm in respect of which ho is to vote.
out consolidating it,without eliminating any of those sections That may possibly be also necessary; I do not know. It
which have virtuaily become effete and no avail, but put in is suggested by my hon. friend beside me (Mr. White, Ren.
exactly as it was. It appears to me that the object and frew) that he may have become disqualified by having left
aim of the consolidation would have been lost sight of if his father since he was put on the list. I do not know if
that had been done. The question is, is that fairly and that would disqualify him, but it might. So, if ho was a
honestly done, bas the meaning and intention of the Act British subject, he might have become the subject of
been changed ? If so, it would be a wrong thing, which another power in the meantime. But, at any rate, these
ought not to have been done, but I do not think it has been. are the only two things. It is my conviction that in other
I do not say positively that it has not, but my conviction, respects the oath is a proper one, but, if hon. gentlemen
from the cursory observation I was able to give to it, is object to it, they have their remedy now. It may be diffi-
that the law has not been changed materially. I adn:it cult to see through the draft, it is so voluminous, but every
frankly that we had not the time at our disposal to enable change is noted at the foot of the section in which it is
me to speak positively on it, but I believe firmly that it is made. It is either set down as "re-drafted," if it has been
a consolidation that we could properly recommend, and th*t re-drafted, or as "new," if it is new. I am not sure
this committee could easily adopt, without any fear of the whether the changes as to numbers of sections are noted, but
laws having been changed in any way. As to the oath, it wherever the wording is different it is noted at the bottom
may have been botter that that oath should be brought in of the section. Hon. gentlemen may say they have not
by a special and particular Act, but it is a more technical the time or the leisure or the disposition to go over
objection. these two large volumes to see whether they are

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh. right or not, but hon. gentlemen will find that the
sections in which the wording is noted toe o"new ' or

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). Hon. gentlemen may say not, "Ire-drafted," are not very numerous after all; and I think,
but if this is adopted now, wili not this be the law ? whenover hon. gentlemen think it is not right or proper

Mr. EDGAR. ILt is new law and it is bad law. law to be enacted, they should move that it be amended in

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). If they say i. is bad law, tle some way. In regard to the reference made by my hon.
simple way j ( to move te amend that law and make it friend from the city and county of St. John (Mr. Weldon),simpl ecwaynI tomoveoaMndthatilawindmhakit ato the important matter of which he ls spoken, I think
good, accordig te their views. My opinion is, that it is a he will find a recommendation on the part of the committeereasonable and fair oath to take under the Franchise Act, that that shall be amended, and that in the schedule it isand that it meets the different sections of the Aat as it amended according to the views he put forward, which areexists. I do not profcss to jpdge for others, or to be
infallible in my opinion. I may be entirely wrong, but i to Int oct
think, upon a fair reading, we shall find it to b. so. Take p e
the oath itself. The comments made on the fact that the . Mr. M ULOCK. The discussion, so far, has been princi-
elector is not asked to say positively that he is twenty-one pally confined to the alleged defect in regard to the oathfor
years of age have no effect, for this reason. The elector the qualification of voters. If an oath was necessary under
swears that ho is the person named, or purporting to be the old law, I submit that it is doubly nocessary under the
named on the list of voters shown to him. The law is cor- new. Under the old law, the officials charged with the
tainly very strict, that no one shall get on but those who business of comparing the lists wore able to have some per-
are twenty-one years of age, and the voter swears that ho sonal knowledge of what they were engaged in doing.
is the person who is on the list. We must take it primd Speaking of the practiceo prevailing in the Province
facie that he is properly there, and has been put there of Ontario, we kow that the first stop in the way
before a proper court. of the preparation of the list was assessment. That

Mr. WELDON. Why is it necessary that he should assessment was made, not for the purpose of giv-
swear that he is a British subject ? ing a vote to the person assessed, but for the purpose

of taxation, and was made by persons laving an actual
Mr. LAN DRY (Kent). It may not be necessary that ho krowledge of what they wero ongaged in doing. It is all

should swear to that. changed now. The revising officer prepares the list, but
Mr. BLAKE. Why should ho swear to anything except ho does not prepare it on any knowledge of his own what-

to hie identity, according to your theory ? ever; and each revising officer having the-power to receive
just such information as lie desires, to accept such evidence

Mr. L ANDRY (Kent). Because it goos further, and He as ho chooses, is in a position to make a list on absolutely
swears that le is entitled te vote at this election. fie unreliable testimony. I know that, in some ridings in the
must be a naturalised subject, le must have the qualifica- Province of Ontario, revising officers placed names upon
tions under the Franchise Act. If he swears to this, he is the list on information and belief, on the affidavits or statu-
covering the whole ground. tory declarations of third persons on information and belief.

Mr. MILLS. Then why is ho required to swear anything I would be glad if the Minister of Justice would understand
more ? the point I am making, bocause I am sure ho has a desire

Mr. LNDIRY (Kent) .t is ne.essary for himto swear to have this made right, and I want to point ont this very
h m. L ANDY(e n t tsnecessr foim t swearserious matter to him. A vaAt number of names have been

he ias not voted before sud that lie las received nothing placed on the list in Ontario simply on evidence on infor-
and paid nothing to anyone to vote or refrain from voting. mation and belief. Now, the deponent may have sworn
That is necessary because, if he had, it would not take h is correctly, but his information may have been insecurate,
name off the list, but would disqualify him. That is abso- so that there was really no legal testimony before the re-
lutely necessary under the sections which prohibit tho vising officer when he accepted the name and placed it on
bribing of individuals for the purpose of gotting their the list
votes. So all this oath is necessary, except perhaps the
declaration that he is a British subject. Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). It eau be struck off afterwards.

Mr. MULOCK. It may be struok off, if it is found out,
Mr. WELDON, Read sub-section 6. but, if it is not struck off, should the man have a vote if hm
Mr. LANDRY (Kent). That declares that ho is a rosi- is not entitled to a vote? Should we not perfect this

detwih his father, or, if his father be dead, with his system so that uo person should have a voice.ln olections
1r. LANDRY (Kent).
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without the statutory qualification ? I presume that is
what we are calling for. It is not intended that Parliameni
should represent persons who are not electors, or that the
resulta of the elections shall depend upon persons who have
not the necessary statutory qualifications. Now if it is
admitted for a moment, as it must be, that the list to-day
contains the names of persons who really bare net the
qualifications, surely we .ought to provide a further test in
order that our whole system of election shall not tend to beo
a more farce.

Mr. THOMPSON. By changing the nature of the oath?
Mr. MULOCK. Yes. I think if we had the oath pre

sented to the electors at the polls that he is possessed of the
qualifications which ho claims, it gives him a vote. I fully
understood, speaking for myself last Session, that such was
to be made law this year-I fully understood s-o from the
Premier, and I fancy it is only by an oversight that matters
are in their present condition. If it is the intention of the
Government or the will of the louse, that there shall be
this final test submitted to every person claiming to be
entitled to vote, I have no doubt that the coîamitteo who
had revision of the list, could, in a very short time, bring in
the necessary forme to be attached to this Act, or the Act
it is intended to bring in.

Mr. MILLS. It appears from the consolidation of the
Franchise Act that there are some twenty clauses left out,
and the hon. gentleman from Kent, N.B. (Mr. Landry),
says that it is unnecessary that they should be embraced in
the carrent list, and that the list shall ho completed before
this consolidated body of law goes into operation. Now, it
seems to me that it is an clementary principle that whero
you repeai a law, everything that rests upnci it, that has a
legal origin in the law repealed, falls with it. i would like
to know by what authority the list is upheld, unless there
is a special provision-unless there is some new legal basis
given to the list-upon what principle the current list
could be upheld ? Now, these lists will be the lists for the
election for twelve months, possible for two years to come;
they wili be cthe lists in operation, that is, they will have
legal effect and validity until the new list is prepared, until
they are superseded by another list; but if you repeal those
sections of the law, by the authority of whicb those lists are
formed, and are made the election lists, then they disappear
as effectually as the provisions of the law upon which they
rest. I would like to know by what authority the lists that
are now being prepared, are to remain the voters' lists,
if you repeal the sections of the Act which makes tbem
voters' lists, and substitute nothing else in their place.
These Consoldated Statutes provide that at some period a
proclamation shall issue bringing them into operation.
Supposing that is issued twelve months hence, what will be
the effecet upon the existing lists? You repeal every sec.
tion upon which those lists rest, and you repeal every pro.
vision of the law which authorises these lists to be framed,
and having done that the lists disappear along with the
provisions of the law upon which they repose. I say there
is nothing clearer than that when the sections from 11 to 31
or 32, are repealed, when they disappear from the Statute-
book, the votera' lists throughout Canada, which have been
created by the authority of these sections, disappear with
thosesections. By what authority? Why, by the authority of
the law whichyou have repealed, and which is law no longer.
That being the case, I think it is clear as noon-day that not
one voters' list in ton would exist if that consolidated body
of law were brought into operation within the next twelve
months, as it stands, without any provision being made for
the perpetuation of these lists; there would be no
Voters' lista in existence, and no elections could be had
until new liste could be prepared. I think that would
be the legal effect. The hon. gentleman shakes his head.
I would like4o know by what authority these liste would

11r7
8 remain the voters' liste. The hon. gentleman knows that
t there are certain sections of the Act which provide that

revising officers shall ho appointed who shall prepare cer-
tain lists, that they are prepared in a particular way, and it
describes every step which shall ho taken, and the hon.
gentleman proposes te introduce a Bill by which all these
provisions of the law shall be repealed. 1 say that being
the case, unless there is some positive legislation for the
purpose of perpetuating those liste, they disappear with the
law.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent.) It seems to me the hon. gentie-
man's argument is very specious, because, if it is correct,
we may go on a little further and say that everything that
bas been doue even on those lirts, would also become ille-
gal. For instance, this House of Commons would have no
authorityto sit here; we would no longer bo a House of
Commons, because the franchise upon which we are elected
was repealed last winter, and that everything that has
been doue under that law is wiped away by the fart of its
being repealed. It appears te me that the amendment
carried out te its logical conclusion leads to that result.
The hon. gentleman shakes his head. If certain thinge
have been donc under an existing law, those things are
legal; they are accomplished and fired by law; but if the
hon, gentleman is correct, all those things become illegal
if we repeal the law under which they were done. Have
we not been elected under a certain law ? Will the hon.
gentleman say that everything we have done is illegal
because we have wiped away that law by the Franchise
Act ? This shows how ridiculous is the argument of the
hon, gentleman.

It being Six o'clock, the Speaker loft the Chair.

After Reoess.

Mr. THOMPSON. One of the principal objections made
by the hon. me mber for West Durham was that a promise
was made last Session that matters would be dealt with by
substantive legislation, and as of course an opportunity will
present itself for that I will, therefore, for the present drop
the form of oath altogether.

Mr. DAVIES. Suggestion was made that the form of
oath should contain a substantive decluration of the ago of
the elector claiming to voto. In regard te farmors' sons it
is also desirable that such should be doue and that a pçrson
claiming te vote has been residing with hie father tifolve
months provious te the date of the election.

On section 2'
Mr. THOMPSON. Section 2 provides that "the Governor

in Council may cause such Act% of the present Session as
ho thinks proper to be inserted in this consolidation," and at
the end of that clause I add a few words in accordance with
the report of the committee providing that alterations made
in the schedules to this Bill shal obe made before publication.
An errer is montioned by the siib-committee, and it con-
sists of the unnecessary repetition of a clause. It is due te
the revisers to say that it was not originally their mistake.
They incorporated it with the law as it is, and the law con-
tains that errer.

Mr. MILLS. There are votera' list now being prepared,
and I understand by the revision of the Revised Statutes it
is proposed to repeal the sections under which those lista
are being prepared.

Mr. THOMPSON. Not exactly. That has simply
reference to some preliminary work, but the provisions
under which the liste are prepared are continued.

. Mr. EDGAR. In the Franchise Act proper, which is
consolidated here, in almoet every paragragh there is some
change, some adaptation we are told. It is objectionable
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that we should be called upon to rush through with this
Bill, while I see on the notice paper a Bill to amend the
Franchise Act standing in the name of the Minister of
Justice. If that Bill is before the Hlouse and any aimend-
ments are made which may be considered necessary to
facilitate the working of the Act or to recall what we
may paso over tc-night in a lump, can those amendments
be introduced into the lam ?

Mr. THOMPSON. It is fully intended that the Acts of
this Session shall be embodied in the consolidation in the
same way as were the Acts of last Session. I hope to be able
to introduce the Franchise Bill to-morrow or the next day.

Mr. WEL DON. I am afraid this Act tends to take power
to legislate out of the hands of Parliament and place it in
the hands of the Government. The revised volume will be
a large one without embodying the Acts of this Session,and
it will be the better course to bring the Revised Statutes
down to a certain period than to embrace the Statutes of
this year.

Mr. THOMPSON. 1 think it is very desirable to bring
the consolidation down to as late a period as possible. It is
only intended to cover cases of that kind.

Mr. WE LDON. I know that a similar Act is in the con-
solidation of the New Brunswick Statutes, but I have heard
complaints that alterations were made. It seems to me that
you should bring the revision down to where you got the
Statutes and thon start again with the Acts passed this Ses.
sion. When we give power to a body outside of ourselves
to say that it is to be the effect of language as to which
lawyers and judgos differ, it would be far better to bring
the Revised Statutes down to this Session, and let the Acts
of this Session romain as they are.

Mr. THOMPSON. That would be losing a year, and, as
1 said before, this course has been pursued in all other con.
solidations and without any question, I think, having been
raised or any charge made that the Acts had been changed
by the revisers. Besides that, hon. gentlemen will re-
member that we are passing this Session some Acts for the
purpose of taking their places in the consolidation; for
instance, that in relation to summary convictions, where we
have the case of clauses in phrases altogether different from
that which they would occupy if they woro substantive Acts.

Mr. MILLS. I think it is very clear, if that was the
intention of the Government, that instead of proposing sim-
ply an amendment to the Act, the whole Act relating to
the particular subject ought to have been consolidated, and
all other laws on the subject repealed, and afterwards it
might have been incorporated in the Revised Statutes. But
that has not been doue. For instance, we had an amend-
ment to the land law, and it was open to the Government
to supersede the existing law altogother and consolidate the
law, propose a measure to the House and carryit through.
It might then have been incorporated in the Revised
Statutes. But the hon. gentleman proposes, after the work
of revision has been completed, in so far as it may be
said to have been completed at all, that the Government
shall have the liberty of consolidating the law after Parlia.
ment rises. That is practically the proposition. Now, I
do not think that ought to be the case. I think it would be
infinitely botter that the Government should propose to re-
introduce those measures and to re-enact thom this Session
than to do what the hon. gentleman proposes. Certainly
the work of consolidation, when it is done, will be in part
undone from the first Session after the work is compieted,
and that first Session might just as well be this Session as
next Session. There is no advantage in postponing it. The
ten years which usually run before revision takes place,;
would expire one year sooner. It seems that this course is ani
unusual proceeding, because, although the work of consowli

Mr. EDIeA.

dation is usually carried down to the close of the Session in
which the Acts are carried, it is not carried down
in the way the hon. gentleman proposes. Take for
instance the land Bill amendments which were introduced.
If the Government intended to do what the Minister of
Justice now says was their intention, why was not the whole
law brought before us, so that it could take its place in this
volume? What the hon. gentleman proposes is that Par-
liament shall in part abdicate its function and hand them
over to the Executive.

Mr. MACMASTER. In the consolidation of the Statutes
of the Province of Quebec certain amendments were made
while the Code was before the House, and the committee
which was entrusted with the consolidation of the laws was
also entrusted with the incorporation of the amendments
made by the House with the original Statutes. It seems to
me that the course the Minister is now pursuing is perfectly
analogous.

On section 5,
Mr. WELDON. The time mentioned in the third sub.

section seems to be very indefinite, and the matter would
depend entirely on the action of the Local Legislature.

Mr. THOMPSON. In some cases legislation bas been
carried forward which would require the action of one of
the Local Legislatures. A few cases of that kind are pro.
vided for. It is proposed, when the proper Legislature
makes provision for the punishment of an offence by fine or
imprisonment, that the former provision should stand re-
pealed. These are matters in respect of which the repeal
could not be made by the Local Legislature now, but the
repeal must be made here, because the offences are now
criminal offences.

Mr. WEL DON. If the Local Legislature had no power
to repeal an Act passed before Confederation, how could
they deal with it ?

Mr. THOMPSON. The subject matter of the legislation
is with them, but as the offences are now felonies or misde-
meanors, the provisions making them so are within our
jurisdiction.

Mr. MILLS. I think the rule laid down by the Judicial
Committee is that where the subject-matter is under the
jurisdiction of the Local Legislature, and there is no fine
or punishment attached to it, then the offence is under pro-
vincial jurisdiction, and I do not think thero is any limita-
tion as to how the Local Legisiature may characteriso that
offence. If the principal subject matter of which the crime
is an incident, or the regulation for the enforcement of the
law on that subject, is clearly within local jarisdiction,~then
it seems to me that the offence is under local legislation
even though the law were passed before Confederation. There
was a division of Statute-Law made by the Act of Con.
federation, and the Local Legislatures are just as competent
to repeal what they would have the power to enact, even
though it was passed before Confederation, as they would
be if it had been enacted by themselves.

Mr. THOMPSON. I cannot fully agree with my hon.
friend, that because the Local Legislature has power to
legislate with regard to coroners' inquests, it would have a
right to say that a person committing a breach of the peace,
while an inquest was proceeding, would be guilty of a fel-
ony. We are not interfering with the legislation here; we
are providing an effective rule for repealing Acts which it
is not competent for the Local Legislatures themselves to
repeal.

On section 11,
Mr. DAVIES. I do not know whether the Minister of-

Justice has given full consideration to the question, how
far we have the right to declare that thisor that shall be

1228



COMMONS DEBÂTES.
evidence in all courts. I think the preponderating opinion
of the lawyers of this Iouse is, that we have not that right,

Mr. TH.OMPSON. I do not think that arises. We are
only professing to speak of what is within our own juris.
diction. When we say that copies of these Acta shall be
evidence in all courts, we mean, of course, so far as we have
power to make them so.

Bill reported and read the third time and passed.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION.

Mr. CHAPLEAU moved the second reading of Bill (No.
106) to amend an Act to restrict and regulate Chinese Immi-
gration into Canada. He said: As I stated when introducing
the Bill, it is the same, substantially, as that of last year,
with the exception that a better and more practical mode
of registration is adopted, and that the working of the Bill
is put entirely under the control of the officers and the
Minister of Customs. Another feature of the Bill is that
merchants who were exempted from paying the entrance
fee of $50 on arriving are no longer exempted. Another
clause of the Bill, which is only a matter of detail, assimi-
lates the bringing in of Chinese immigrants by rail with
those coming in by steamer, at the same time providing
that Chinese immigrants, passing through the territory
by rail, if their intended destination is outside the Domin-
ion, may be se transported without payment of the fee
mentioned in the Act. There are no other special provi-
sions differing from those of the Bill of last year.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time and the House
resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 2,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I propose to amend suh-section c to

read as follows:-
The expression 'Ohinese " means any person barn of a Chinese

father.
Mr. WELDON. No matter what nationality the mother

is ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. If born of a Ohinese father he will

be excladed.

Mr. GOR DON. Will not this lead to litigation ?

Mr. CEAPLEAU, It is intended to prevent litigation.

Mr. GORDON. He may say he has an English father
ln order to save the $50.

Mr. C aAPLEAU. It will be for him to prove that. le
might eay the same if the expression were "of Chinese
origin."

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman bas altered the firet
part of sub section c, but not the second part which says:

" The expres sion 'OChinese immigrant' means any person of Chinese
origin, & c.*

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes, I think the same change should
be nade.

Mr. WELDON. Make it "any Chinese entering Canada,"
as we have already explained what a Chinese in.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes, that will do.

On section 3,
Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I must express my disapproval

Of that. So far as I have seen the working under the charge
Of the Oustome Department, it bas not been at al satisfac-
tory, and, when this Bil was before Parliament a year ago,
it was dietinctly understood that a person was to have that

1MG

position as controller, and that the Customs Department
would not have charge of this particular Bill or the work-
ing out of it. I referred to that part of the Bill at that
time, and said that, so far as the port of Victoria was
conoerned, the Customs Department had suffoient to
attend to without having charge of the working out
of the provisions of this Bill, and the Minister of
Custome endorsed what 1 said. I am satisfied that, if in the
future it is teobe worked out as in the past, it will be a very
unsatisfactory piece of business. So far as the port of Vic-
toria is concerned-.and that is the only place I refer to--
the Customs Department have not carried out the provisions
of the law. They are not in sympathy with the Bill in any
shape or form. Mr. Hamley was controller last year, but ho
took no interest whatever in seeing that the provisions of
this law were enforced. It was left to his deputies to attend
to that, and I can state for a fact that ho knew of provisions
of the Bill being violated and refused to have the guilty
parties brought to justice and have them punished. I am
satisfied, unless some person is appointed who is in sympa-
thy with this Bill, and desires to see its provisions carried
out, it will be a farce so far as enforcing its provisions are
concerned.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not know whether an officer of
the Customs Departnent has been guilty of negligence of
his duty. Ail I know is that the Bill as it was, and especi-
ally as it is, provides sufficient means to have the execution
of this Act performed to the satisfaction of all. I might
tell my hon. friend, who knows it, 1 suppose, that the Bill
is restrictive enongh, and hie worked so well that, for the
last two monthe, during which generally a large influx of
Chinese immigration used to come to the Pacifie coast, not
a single entry of a new Chinese immigrant has been made.
The law as it is proposed, with respect to registration, is
so very stringent upon the officer that, unless there is groes
negligence-and in that case he should be reported to
headquarters-the Bill can be worked very satisfactorily.

Mr. GORDON. I quite agree with the remarks of the
Secretary of State. Last year I was of opinion that such an
Act would require a special department, but after seeing
its operations for one year, so far as our port is concerned,
I think it has worked well, and bas almost amounted to an
absolute prohibition of Chinese immigration. I am satis-
flied that there is no mode of enforeing that Aet so econo-
mical as to have it carried into effect through the Customs
Department. Every offRcer of Customs has access to every
steamer, steamship and vessel of every description entering
our port, and il the controller appointed was not in conneo-
tion with the Customse, he would have to go to the Cuetomrs
officers at the different ports in order to get information to
enable him to prevent the Chinese entering the port. That
is the conclusion I had arrived at, and I quite justify
the Government in giving the administration of that Act
to the Customs DJpartment.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the objection taken against
this is very extraordinary. I arn against this whole
Chinese Bill, myself, but of course we are not discussing
that just now, but I do think the proposition to appoint a
party outside the Customs Department to superintend
this thing is simply ridiculous. I cannot at al sympathise
with the vague charges made against the Customs officers
of not doing their duty. I notice, in a subsequent part of
this Bill, that an offloer is to be appointed with a salary of
83,000 a year. To that I certainly would object. If I under-
stood the hon. gentleman who last spoke, ho said the prac-
tical effect of the Act last year was almost to exclude
Chinese immigration altogether. Well, if that is so I do
not see what we want with a $3,000 appointment. But
leaving that point for the present, 1 think that if the hon.
gentleman in my eye who made the objection tg the
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Custems officers, bas any charge to make against tbem,
ho should make it to the head of the Department.

Mr. SHIAKESPERAE. I know whereof I speak,and the
charge was made to the Customs Department against the
officer for not doing bis duty, and I know that the Customs
officer failed positively to do his duty.

Mr. MITCHELL. Then why do you support a Govern-
ment who retains a Customs officer that fails to do his duty?

On section 6, sub-section 2,
Mr. CHkAPLEAU. This is a consolidation of the Act.

We might leave that in suspense. I move to strike out the
next paragraph after the paragraph concerning the $3,000.

Mr. MITCHELL. I object to the $3,000 paragraph. I
do not see what we want of that officer. If the statement
of the hon. gentleman in my eye is correct, that this almost
excludes Chinese immigration, I do not see why we want
to pay a man $3,000 a year for the purpose of interpreting
for half a dozen immigrants who come in. If Chines.
immigration is almost excluded, 1 do not see why we should
require to appoint an officer at $3,000 a year and incur the
other expenses, when there is nothing for him to do.
Besides, there will be a lot of clerks to provide for, and I
d > not thiuk the Government ought to press a policy of that
kind upon the House.

Mr. GORDON. The cessation of Chinese immigration
may be only of a temporary character. Before the Can-
adian Pacific Railway was comploted, a great many
Chinese were thrown out of employment, and that woulri
naturally deter their countrymen from coming over. But
the dulness incident to the completion of that road, I hope,
will not continue very long, and as soon as times
get brisk, as soon as our mines become developed,' the
Chinese will return in as great numbers as heretofore.

Mr. MILLS. What do you want them to come for?
Mr. GORDON. We do not want them to come, but if

they do come we intend that Canada shall derive a propor-
tionate revenue from them, and that is the only mode of
getting the revenue which they should contribute to the
Treasury of Canada.

Mr. DAVIES. The whole ground on which the Act bas
been justified was that it would be virtually prohibitory of
the entry into this country of a class of people that those
bon. gentlemen say it is not desirable to have here. Now
if the Act is already effective you appoint a sinecure office
with a salary of $3,000 a year, and if the Act is not
eff, ctive then its object ceases altogether and it sbould be
repealed.

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. We want to make the Bill provide
for an officer whose salary bas been already voted by Par-
liament. But if there is no need of that officer he will not
be employed this year, any more than last year. I think
the Government has given, this year, the measure of its dis-
cretion in using the credit given lastyear; if they do not make
the appointment, the money will not be expended. But we
ought to provide for a possible influx of Chinese immigra-
tion, and if we want to prevent frauds we must have an officer
who is qualified, so that we may not be obliged to choose
from those places wbere prejudice may exist; but we want
to choose a man who will be trained in the language, so that
we may avoid difficulties and litigation.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman declared the object of
the Government when this law was first proposed. It
originated with the people of British Columbia; they were
opposed to Chinese immigration. They desired that the
Mongolians should be kept ont of the country. They said
they prevented the settlement of British Columbia by
Buropeans, that they interfered with the labor, and that it

Mr. MITOHEL.

was impossible to secure the settlement of that Province
with a desirable class of population, if effective measures
were not taken for the exclusion of Chinese. The hon,
gentleman appointed a commission. The hon. gentleman
proposed a law for the purpose of accomplishing that object
and complying with the wishes, with the prejudices if you
please, of the people of British Columbia. Now, a repre.
sentative of British Columbia assures us that it is quite
possible there may be, at some future period, when the
country is in a more prosperous position, a large influx of
Chinese immigrants. That is an extraordinary declaration
by the hon. gentleman. Why, I thought British Columbia
was to be made a paradise by the exclusion of the Chinese,
and now that hon. gentleman tells us it is not so prosperous
as it might be, that possibly, in the future, British Columbia's
prosperity will revive, and there will be a large influx of
Chinese population, and that that class may then become
necessary. If the Government intend the measure to be
effective, and, I suppose, unless they did intend it to be so,
they would not propose these amendments, thon this officer
and this salary are altogether unnecessary; and if they are
necessary, then the hon. gentleman ought to repeal this law
and remove the obstacles in the way of Chinese immigration.

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman is mistaken on
two points, and they are the only two points in his remarks.
The Government did not introduce the law to prohibit
Chinese immigration. The hon. gentleman must remember
the remarks with which I introduced the Bill last year,
when I said it was not to prohibit but to regulate
it and to prevent too large an influx of Chinese immi-
grants,'and especially that kind of immigration which
should not be encouraged. We know very well that
a large portion of the immigration coming to Cali-
fornia is of an absolutely pauper class. Some were
very good and were profitable to California as they might
be to British. Columbia, but a large class were paupers, and'
they had been prevented from coming to British Columbia
by the large duty imposed and the restrictions imposed, and
the large percentage of tonnage for each Chinese immigrant
brought into the country. This is only the repetition of a
clause of last year which did not evoke discussion.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not tbink the reasons given by the
Secretary of State are sufficient to warrant as in passing
this clause. We have a pretty expensive staff of officers in
British Columbia, considering the population.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. We contribute more in propor-
tion than any other Province.

Mr. MITCHELL. You are a pretty expensive item to
the Dominion, and we do not want to appoint and pay any
more officials. You have an expensive luxury in Mr.
Trutch, who is a pet of the Administration and bas been
foisted on the country, and who is kept there because he
has certain friends. I suspect he bas been studying the
Chinese language, and perhaps the Government make this
proposal in the Bill to provide this salary for Mr. Trutc'h as
an interpreter to the Chinese. I do not say it is so; but
perhaps the hon, Minister witl state whether it is so or not.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is not so.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think we have already a sufficient
staff to attend to this matter. One of the representatives
of British Columbia has told us that Chinese imnmigration
bas almost stopped there. The Secretary of State has
informed us that the immigration bas pretty well stopped,
and that the object of the Bill is te prevent an excessive
immigration coming in. I do not think there is any very
great danger of a large immigration of Chinese into the
country, and if trade and commerce progress so that the
immigration of Chinese labor is necessary, I do not think
it will be any very great curse to asda ud to British
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Columbia if it does come. Our country is sffering from
depression of trade, and there are very great complainte of
improvements required not being carried ont, and yet it is
propoeed that weîshould pay a tax of $3,000 a year for an
Interpreter, as an addition to the expenses of the country.

Mr. SHAKESPEA RE. [1object entirely to the remarks
made by the hon. gentleman who has last spoken, with
respect to the tax on this country. There is no tax what.
ever, for the Dominion is drawing a revenue by the enforce-
ment of this law. At the port of Victoria alone the Gov-
ernment have received over $9,000, and the cost to the
Dominion has not been more than 81,000. So I would sk
where does the taxation come in.

Mr. DAVIES. The commission cost more than that.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is charged to capital.
Mr. SHAKESPEARE. We have nothing to do with

that now. The people of British olumbia consider they
know whether they want the Chinese or not as well as does
the hon. gentleman who has just takon his seat. I want to
tell this House, and especially the hon. gentleman, that the
people of British Columbia and the people of Canada do not
want the Chinese. The hon. gentleman himself may want
them, so that they may supersede white labor. There is
no tax to the Dominion for the enforcement of this law. It
is essentially necessary that officers of our own should be
appointed who understand the Chinese language so as to
interpret and explain it. It is very difficult to deal with
those people. Everyone knows, who has had anything to
do with them, that it is diiffcult to understand what they
say, and if you have to depend on one of their own people
they will deceive you before your own eyes. Hence you
must have a man who understands their language to
explain it to yon.

Mr. DAVIES. Who is the interpreter now?
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Trutch.
Mr. SIIAKESPEARE. There has been a person em-

ployed temporary who came from thina and who was born
there.

An hon. MEMBER. Did ho pay duty ?
Mr. SHAKESPEARE No, he is a white man, and he

uLderstands the language thoroughly, and the judges of
British Columia have given him a good character in that
re-pect. It is absolutely necessary that an interpreter
should be appointed for the proper enforcement of this
clause.

Mr. CtIAPLEAU. The young man employed now is
one who is attached to the Departmont of Customs. It is
not intended to spend the whole sum of $3,000 if the work
can be done for a less amount.

Mr. VAIL. Is it proposed to continue the same person'

Mr. CHAPLEAU.- It is, if we can secure his services.
Mr. MITCHELL. I move that 83,000 be struck out and

81,000 inserted. The Secretary of State has informed us
that the gentleman at present performing the work is
attached to the Department of Customs, I presume at a very
small salary, and an addition of 8 1,00 will b. quite suffi-
cient. It seems an outrage that an interpreter attached to
the Customs Department should recoive as much almost as
a deputy head of a Department at Ottawa, and nearly half
the salary of a Kinister of the Crown. It looks to me very
much as if it was a salary provided for a place for some
gentleman in British Columbia.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is not provided for that. I do not
think the hon. gentleman i eroious in his objections. In

.he limited confidence which that hon. gentteman gives to1
this Government, he might allow to pass this year what ho
was wiling to allow to pass last year without a word.

Mr. MITCHELL; The hon. gentleman speake of the
limited confidence; I give them aIl they deserve. I have
given them a great deal more than they deberve; 1[have
given them a generous support, ard on many occasions I
have failed to express my opinion on questions coming
before this House, out of sympathy with the Government.
I talk in this House, as a rule, according to my convictions,
and when I do not it is out of the generosity of my ft.elings
towards the Government.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is quite clear that Lbe
hon. gentleman has little confidence in the Government--

Mr. MITCHELL. Not much.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is equally clear that

the hon. gentleman has a good deal of confidence in him.
self.

Mr. MITCHELL. You bot I have-more than I have in
you.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman says
he always votes according to his convictions, and therefore
his errors are not sins of commission, but sins of omission.
He says he has often, out of gencrosity, refrained from
voting against the Government whi n ho ought to do so, if
it were not for the generous support ho was anxious to give
them. He says Mr. Trutch is a pet of mine.

Mr. MITCHELL. Of course ho i; everybody knows
that.

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONA LD . Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man is in a pet; ho has lost his temper latoly, I do not know
for what reason.

Mr. MIITCIIELL. I know.
Sir JORN A. MACDONALD, We3 would like to heuar.

I have only one thing to say about Mr. Trutch. I will not
discuss his services-

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish you would.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. When the proper time
cornes I will.

Mr. MITCH ELL. All right. I will have something to
say about that.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman talks
about his largo salary. Hie knows, or ho ought to know, or
elbe thee is a lailure in his mumory, that Mr. Trutoh was a
gentleman holding an office before the Union cf Britishi
Columbia with Canada.

Mr. MITCHELL. Her(ot well paid for it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He was paid a salary,
and the British Government insisted as one of the terme of
the union between British Columbia and Canada, that cer-
tain pensions should be paid. Mr. Trutch was the Minister
managing the public lands of the Province of British
Colnmbia-holding an Imperial commission, like other gen-
tlemen in British Columbia in those days. H.eudt several
others received pensions, but it was provided that if thir
services could be used that they should b. at the service
of the Canadian Government, and the only salary ho got
from the Government is the difference botween his pension
and the full salary ho had before.

Mr. MITCH ELL. I happen to know a little about Mr.
Trutch as well as my right hon. friend. I happened to be
a member of the Cabinet, of which the right hon, gentleman
was leader, when Mr. Trutch was one of the delegates from
British Columbia who came here when we proposed to
bring in British Columbia into the eonfederation. I hap-
peu to know that one of the conditions upon which ho con-
sented to come into the Confederation was that his salary
should be provided for, his pension provided for-
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is not so.
Mr. MITCHELL. I tell you it is so.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It je not so.
Mr. MITCHELL. I have as good a memory as the right

hon. gentleman. Mr. Trutch took very good care before
ho came -

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. MITCHELL. What is the point of order.
The CHAIRMAN. I think the whole discussion is irre-

gular.
Mr. MITCHELL. I have a right to explain. I have a

right to follow the right hon. gentleman in the statement
ho made. It is not right for him to make those statements
without reply-

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It was not right for the hon. gentle-
man to speak as ho did at first.

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not speak improperly. I say
that Mr. Trutch bas taken good care 8f himself. I repeat
what I said before, that hoeis a pet of this Government.
When ho came here ho was made a senator, and after that
ho received the governorship of British Columbia.

Mr. BOWELL. Mr. Trutch never was a senator.
Mr. MITCHELL. Well, ho was made Governor of

British Columbia; perhaps you will deny that. Ho got a
pension anyway; thon he was appointed an agent of the
Government-general agent of Canada, controlling the
affairs, controlling the expenditure. There are queer
stories told about Mr. Trutch.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am speaking within my right. I
am discussing the question of salary, and if Mr. Trutch is a
candidate for this office, all I can say is that he is pretty
well taken care of. The right hon. gentleman bas said
that he would be prepared to discuss the question of the
remuneration of Mr. Trutch and some other pets of bis.
Wel1, ho will tind me prepared to take up and deal with
him.

Mr. DAVIES. I cannot see that the House will be
justified in paying this enormous sum for an interpreter, in
face of the assurance given us by the Secretary of SLate
that the amount paid the interpreter during the past year
did not exceed one third of this sum. An employee in the
Custome Department last year discharged the duties for a
sum a good deal below $1,000, and what justification is
there for voting 83,000 to this officer-a larger sum than is
paid to some judges? There is no justification for it what-
ever. I think the sum eisextravagant; it is beyond what
is required to be paid for the proper discharge of the duties
of an interpreter.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. My hon. friends are really unreason-
able. What I stated was that we asked that a salary not
exoeeding that amount should be allowed. I have told my
hon. friends that the Government have been careful not to
expend any sums uselessly, and I said that the time
might come when we could not have the services of an
employee as an interpreter, such as we had last year.
We Bay that it may be necessary, and we ask that pro-
vision should be irade in case we have not a chance
of obtaiLing the services of an employee, who is a
skilled acholar in the Chinese language. I think my hon.
friends should be satisfied with the explanation of the Gov.
ernment that, if the salary is not needed, or is needed only
in a emali moasure, only the amount actualy required wili
be paid. It may be found neoessary to pay $3,000, and I

Mr. MùoumzLL.

think Parliament should give that amount of confidence to
the Government.

Mr. DAVIES. That would be simply asking Parliament
to delegate to the Government the power of fixing any
salary. We have certain information before the House and
I do not think anybody objects to an amount being appro-
priated for the salary of this officer. The question is to
what extent shall this be done, and, so far as the informa-
tion we have obtained is concerned, I do not think the
House is satisfied that $3,000 will justly be required.

Mr. CIHAPLEAU. If we require to take a gentleman
from China we might not be able to get hie services for
less.

Mr. DAVIES. Still the hon. gentleman says that an
employee discharged the duties last year for $600.

An hon. MEMBER. Quito accidentally.
Mr. DAVIES. He was appointed to a position in the

Customs office, and he discharged the duties of interpreter
besides hie other duties.

Mr. GOIRDON. He discharged them very indifferently,
and the necessity arises that a competent person should be
placed in the position of interpreter, not only in connection
with the Chinese Bill, but in connection with the Customs
Department. I have no doubt the Customs Department
feel the necessity for an interpreter in many cases. They
felt such a necessity in San Francisco, that they have a
Chines. interpreter there in connection with the Customs
Department, and it is only reasonable to expect that if you
are to get a qualified man you will require to pay for him.
There have been a number of cases in which it was found
that a native interpreter could not be depended on, and the
interpretation has been regarded as very indifferent until
the present interpreter came in.

Mr. DAVIES, I leave the hon. gentleman who has just
sat down to reconcile the discrepancies between the remarks
he bas just made and those which were made by another
hon. gentleman from British Columbia, who, if I heard him
coriectly, said that the judge had certified to the efficiency
with which this young man performed hie duties.

Mr. MITCHIELL. To test the question I propose that in
sub-section d of section 5, the sum of $1,000 be substituted
for $3,000.

Sir JOHN A MACDONALD. Lost.
Mr. MITCHELL. Well, we will have it put on record

anyway.
Mr. W EL DON. I see that the collector gets $3,800 and

the chief clerk only $1,600, while it is now proposed to give
the interpreter $3,000.

Mr. MILLS. I think it is rather an unusual mode of
proceeding for the Government to ask us to give them a
very much larger sum than experience shows they require.
It would be time enough to vote the very large sum asked
for by the Secretary of State when the necessity should
arise. That necessity does not exist at the present time.
If there is any matter in which Parliament has the right to
exercise control over the conduct of the Administration it
is with regard to the expenditure of public monoys. If
Parliament gives to the Government three or four times
the amount they require Parliament is actually abdicating
its functions. The hon. gentleman, in asking us to
do this, is asking us to depart from the well recog-
nised principle of parliamentary government of con-
trol by the representatives of the peopte over the
public expendituro. Suppose every other public offMee was
dealt with as the hon. gentleman proposes we should deal
with this one; we should to-day be called on to vote 890,-
000,000 and to place it at the disposal of the Government,
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instead of the 830,000,000 odd which they actually require.
The hon. First Minister made a statement with regard to
our obligations to certain offieers in British Columbia, which
is an erroneous statement, and I would like to correct it.
The amount to which we are placed under obligation to
Mr. Trutch and others was the amount that was to be paid
to them by the Government of British Columbia in ceonse-

uence of the abolition of the offices which they held. Mr.
rutcb held two offices. I think he held the office of sti-

pendiary magistrate, which was practically abolished, and
be held the office of Land Commissioner, which was a pro-
vincial office and which was continued, and the hon. gen-
tleman proposed to pension him in regard to both, which
he was not called upon to do. I make this statement
because otherwise the erroneous statement made by the
hon. First Minister would go uncorrected.

Mr. ORTON. I think it very important that there
should be a proper Chinese interpreter at the present
juncture. We all know that at present there is a reason
why we may expect a very large influx of Chinese into
British Columbia. It is well known to persons living in
British Columbia that Chinese have for some years been
washing out gold in some of the. gold diggings of that
Province. It was only last fali that it was found that
Chinese had for two or three years been washing out gold
in some very rich deposits, and had been disposing of it
in the country and keeping the matter a secret. Owing to
the large expected immigration of Chinese, it is highly
important that there should be an interpreter, and that
the Government should have suffilcient authority to pay a
man to efficiently diacharge hi duties.

Mr. M ICHlELL. It is useless, with the servile follow-
ing the Government have-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

The CHAIRMAN. Order; I cannot hear a word the
hon. gentleman says.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is useless, with the following the
Government have, to attempt to defeat them on this ques.
tion; but I give notice to hon. gentlemen that I will get
their names on record when we come to the motion for the
third reading of this Bill.

Amendment negatived.

Mr. MULOCK. I am unable to see on what principle
the Government are proceeding in assigning so large a
salary to this office. When we look at the salary bill of
this country, I think it ought to suggest to the Government
that they should pause before adding so large a sam as this
to the permanent cost of management. The hon. member
for North Wellington (hir. McMallen) pointed out the other
evening the rate at which the cost of conducting the public
service has been increasing in various ways; and with that
warning before them, it appears to me unaccountable
that the Government should on this occasion ask for
authority to pay an interpreter who has to diacharge
comparatively minor duties, a higher salary than that of
the deputy heads at Ottawa. We are told that the deputy
heads practically govern the country, and we have deputy
heads getting les than $3,000 a year. If we compare the
duties dis>harged by other omf: 'ials with the salaries paid
to them, can you point to a single instance of a public
servant getting the ealary proposed to be given to this
officer who discharges such minor duties ? You are going
to offer to this offcer a higher salary than is given to the
professors of the learned institutions of the country. For
what reason is this amount put ia? There is something
behind it, and I think it must be a great secret, or we would
have heard it. It cannot be in the public intereat that the
aplary is flied at the figure proposed.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. With respect to the mystery, what
the hon, gentleman bas said bas already been said by other
hon. members in this House.

Mr. MULOCK. I have the right to say it, too.
Mr. CHAPLEAJ. Yes, and he as the right to get up

and say it half a dozen times if ho likes,
Mr. MULOCK. What is the secret?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I might tell the secret perhaps, but

the hon. gentleman would prefer that I should not say iL.

Sir RICHARDC CARTWRIGHT. At any rate, it does
not appear to me that any sort of reason las been assigned
why $3,000 a year should be paid to an interpreter of this
kind. I veuture to say that this is one of the most extra.
vagant salaries ever proposed to b. voted in Parliament,
and no sort of excuse bas been given for it. I have no
doubt an interpreter could be got for one-third of that
amount, $1,000.

Mr. CIIAPLEAU. Last year the salary was voted with-
out hon. gentlemen saying a word ab at it. What I have
said is that if we were obliged to have a man brought from
a foreign country as an interpreter, we could not get nim
for less than $3,000; and I have said that from information
I have derived on the spot from people who could advise
me. I have stated that up to the present moment we have
not been obliged to spend that amount of money, and we
might not be obliged to do so; but for the collection of this
large duty, which might be considerably increased in
another year, we ask from Parliament the sum of $3,000.
That is the only reason, end i think it is a good reason, for
asking it. The clause of last year was this:

" The Governor in Council may engage and pay an expert skilled ln
the English and Cbinese languages, at a salary of not more than
$3,000, to reside in the Province of British Columbia, and also to &asigu
to him such dutieiras he deem3 fit."

Mr. MITCHELL. What amount of revenue is there
from Chinese this year ?

Mr. BOWELL. The revenue collected from the immi.
gration of Chinese in Victoria, was $9,534; in Nanaimo,
$54; in Winnipeg, $15.50; in Montreal, $55,50, les refund
made to an Englishman who brought bis Chinese wife and
children to Victoria, and who paid $50 a head for them, of
$100, the amount paid on the children, making the total
revenue 89,158.50.

Mr. MËITCHELL. And for that duty performed by the
Custums Department, and for which a su Itern got $600 a
year, you are going to tax the people $3,000 a year.

Mr. MULOCK. The Secretary of State intimated he had
good reasons to offer, but for certain reasons he did not
choose to inform the House of them. I submit that the
House is entitled to know the reasons. They may be very
good reasons, but I have not that confidence in the Secre-
tary of State, in his official capacity, which would justify
me in becoming an endorser for him, without knowing the
aize of the paper beforehand.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. My hon. friend was joking, and I
joked a littie at bis expense, in connection with that secret
reason for the payment to the interpreter.

Mr. DAVIES. The fact that the House voted the amount
without question la.st year is no reason why we should do
so this year. I do not know what an interpreter can be
procured for, but I think he can be procured for les than
$3,oOO.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. How can you know?

Mr. DAVIES. We have thut on the statement of the
hon. gentleman himself, that the duties were diacharged by
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a young man in the Customs Department who reeoived There i great difflculty in distinguishivg Who je a merohat4t
about $600.'and Whoe not, and it is deemed necessary that a man who

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I said that the salary paid was not cores here to speculate should psy $50,
$3,000, but I do not know whether it was $1,000 or more. Mr. SHAKESPRARE. Iarverygladthatthe Mnse
My hon. friend bas not the right to misquote me, but of hie decided to strike the word , nerchants" out of that
course he does not do so intentionally. I say it was only clause. Lt is essentially necessary that it ehonld be'struck
by accident that we paid les last year. We wanted an eut, because, in eoming into the country, they paso them-
interpreter, and wer e fortunate in finding one at the selves off as laborers while it is welI known to tbo people
moment in the Customs Department, but we might not1of British Columbia that they are morchants. Here je a
have one on hand at all times. To provide for the cases in case in point. Âh-kim came over as a laborer fromnPuget
which we are obliged to engage a skilled man in the Sound to Victoria with an American certificate. He then
Chinese and other languages, we m'ay have to pay this went to the American side and came back with a certificate
amount. representing him as a merchant, with the British Consul%

Mr. MULOCK. What steps has the hon, gentleman etamp. That is the chief reason why the word "merchant"
taken to procure offi.ials withl those qualifications ? Ha should be loft out of this Bil. The laborere represenit

ho adertied ?themselves as being merchants, and they have déno thait in
ho advertised? ?eea ae

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman might advertise im , ndyen leav tat d h i
if he wore on this side, and had charge of the adminis-
tration of the Bill, but I was in San Francisco and made
enquiries, and was told we could not procure the services convuce me. The objeet of the Act was, firât, to prevent
of a skilled interpreter for less than $3,000. the influx cf Chinese laborors who might conpete unfairly

with our laborers; and, secondly, to provent theo i:fiax of
Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. That may be true as pereons cf a lew order, who were addicted to vices which iL

regards San Francisco, but I am sure that in the British ias not desirabltintroduco into thig country. Thoso
treaty ports of China, men thoroughly acquainted with the were thetatemente which justified the Minis'er in bring-
English and Chinese languages can be got for a consider- ing in the Bill, because the Bi, on principle, ean hurdiy be
ably smaller sum. Some years ago, qualifications of that justified or defended at ail. If thti hon. gentleman Baya:
kind were at a soarcity price, but if the hon. gentleman had You muet take eut the word cmei chant," because we have
made enquiries in Hong Kong and other Chinese Ports, had falso certificates, dees he net ste that tho same thing
thrown open to British merchants, he would find competent will continue, but these mon will be certified as touristé,
interpreters for a smaller sum. mon cf science, students, and in many other ways. It seern

Mr. CHIAPIJEAU. The information 1 had from people te me that, if there is a class of respectable Chinaen-and
coming from those ports was that to get a competent inter- we know that they have merchants as respectable as the
preter we would have to pay the sum I mentioned. merchants cf any other nation in the world -for this Par-

Mr. MlTCHELL. I understood the objection to the liament te subjeot a respectable merchant cf ClAma te a
Chinese was Chinese cheap labor, but at the rate of $3,000 penalty cf $50, because he enters this country, is net credit-
a year the labor is no longer cheap. able. Whatever arguments may bo used in favor cf oxclud-

a yea theing a lower and vicions erder of people, cannet hoe xtended
Mr. CHAPLEAU. We do not want to take a Chinaman te the clase known as merchants; and, as for false certifi-

for that. cates being imposed upon the interpreter, they will con-
Mr. MITCHELL. I am not aware that there is any tinue te ho impesed, upen the gronnd cf the people bôing

great difficulty in getting a Chinese interpreter. There are toirista or something olse.
lots of people willing to take the position. Mr. CHAPLEAU. Myhon. friendij mistaken inonething.

Mr. BA RNARD. Many of the gentlemen who have po- We want teprevnt hordes of paupers coming into the
ken on this question have spoken without a knowledge of cenntrand'impose a tax upon thom. We do net -pyevent
the circumstantes. If they had resided in Victoria, they men o eans coming, ad if they are mon cf intelligence
would never have raised the objection as to the salary. I
do not believe that in the city of Victoria at present, more stnatl daty, j» cemparison te their means, cf 00, which le
than one or two men could be found to take that position at s tnet
all. It would never do to take a Chinaman, because yonascrtaining frOm other Chinese immigrants their real occu-
could net rely cn hie giving a correct version of the evi-paoThey wilI understand that it is the fanît cf their
dence. No one Chinaman bas respect or has confidence inc rhe
another. They have a rule by which they can protect them. upc» whotn the Government perhaps would net ho disposed
selves, but they cannot go beyond that. If an interpreter te impose it, beause cf the difficulty in distinguishing
were advertieed for, thtre would net ho more than two or betwhee rehants ad those Who are not merchant&
threo applicants for the place. Mr. MULOCK. I think this section is rather Iooseely

,On section 8tdrawn. w jise quite possible under this for the whole objet
r.f Lhis Act te deleated. The Chinese Govement wil

tr e wod"EA propost,"ind j»te tidio twrdhas quiteiterestd in unloadirg its pauper people on the
ut. Dominion cf Csnada, and wilne t be vry partiular whe n

si *ý,oeupation." The clause will readu: asked te certify. They may frnish certificates which wil
Totrists, men of science, atudents who are bearers of certiflate of enable that claso ie ioplete core in under thee term

dentityepecifyiniheir object in coming to Canada, or other similar " touriste," and the Govorcment easlnot exaude them. Under
docuens i8sued by thre Jirnese Qoerment. , tins claue, if any immigrant presente a certificate etating

Mr. DAVIES. Why atrike ent the word " morehînts." weny ho as come into Canada, te tax cannot ho coilected.
It seeme unreasonable tht merchante who come for pur- If t he chinesi Government whetify that Ah Si is a tourit
poses cf trade erould ho subjeet te thre penalty cf $60 a and bas co e into ohinada for the purpos f visiting
hed.m v Canada, you cannot collect te tax. Yu do not reserve

Mr. CHÂPLEAU. Tire representatives cf BritishComm- any power teyo aiselves to deide whether they ertificate
bia heve urged threocesaity of this up» thre Gevernment shows good essm i or net why tntehlan»shculdcn a exempt.

Mr. D. .aUD
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Therefore I think the clause will simply enable the Chinese
Govornment to be a little lax and to dump ifà Paupea•
immigrants, its surplus population, on Canada.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I am afraid my hon. friend has come
into the House too late to read the Bill. fHe has read six
lines of the clause, but, if ho had read the continuation of
the clause, ho would have seen that his remarks are not
à propos. He is wrong in two ways. He should know,
knowing history as ho does, that the policy of the Chinese
Government is against immigration, and, if people are con-
ing to British Columbia, they are coming there against the
desire of the Chinese Government. Further, he will Seo
by the continuation of the clause that that certificate
to touriste, mon of science and students, is not a
thing that the man will put in his pocket according to the
demand of the Chinese Government, but that certificate
must be either in the French or English language, it must
be examined and must have been endorsed, visé, by a British
consul or chargé d'afaires or other accredited representative
of Her Majesty at the place where the same is granted or
the place of departure for Canada. 1 presume the hon.
gentleman does not think these people will conspire to give
bogus certificates.

Mr. DAVIES. It was just that which induced me to
oppose striking ont the word " merchant," because the
argument of the gentleman from British Columbia was that
certain people came with certificates as merchants who
were really laborers. His argument implied a charge of
fraud against the British consul. Now, the morchants,
men of science and students are all claqsed together,
and, if one requires a certificato in English or French
endorsed by the British consul, the other requires
it, and yet the hon. gentleman says there is no
fear of any fraud being practised because of the
high character of the officiais. In that case, there is no
reason for striking out the me chants. The word
"lmerchant!" as defined in this Act does not include
everyone engaged in every species of trade, but
only those engaged in the bigher classes as the
merchants. Is it creditable to this nation to say that a
merchant engagod in the bigher branchos of trade shail
not come uint this country unless he pays $50 head money ?
I say it is discreditable in the extreme, and I cannot under.
stand the policy of the Government. I can understand
their policy in excluding laborers, because they say,
whether rightly or wrongly, that Chinese labor is coming
into competition with labor in this country, and I can also
understand it in regard to those who are addicted to un-
nameable vices; but I cannot understand thoir policy in
regard to the exclusion of, and the infliction of a penalty
on those Chinese gentlemen who are engaged in the higher
classes of trade.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. Striking out the word "mer-
chant " will tend to keep out the laboring clas.

Mr. DAVIES. No, it will not.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. Certainly, because those attempt
to come in as merchants who are not merchants.

Mr. DAVIES. They must have a certificate from the
British consul.

Mr. WELDON. That is a charge against the consuls. If
the consuls are guilty of fraud, they should be dismissed
from their positions. That is not a charge against the
Chinese but against the English consuls. It seems to me
we should leave out these restrictions, if we are going to
have the great Indian trade by the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way, which debar merchants from coming in there. We
know that no mon are carrying on commercial operations
to a larger extent than the Chinese themselves, and they
stand as high as any other merchants. Those who have
been in China know that some of the wealthiest merchants
in the world are Chinamen, and to debar Chinese merchants
from coming into the country by such restrictions, as are
provided here, seems to me a reli cof barbarism.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am sorry the statement made by
the hon. gentleman, reflecting upon British consuls in
Canada, was not made in the presence of the right hon,
Premier, who has such an admiration of British officials
everywhere.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I beg leave to correct the hon.
gentleman.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am sure if h. had been present the
statement would have met with a prompt contradiction. I
for one have no hesitation in saying that I do notbelieve
that any British consul who represents Her Majesty in
Chinese ports would give a certificate that ho did not beheve
te be true.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I never said so.
Mr. MITCHELL. The hon.gentleman said thatpersons

representing themselves as merchants got cortificates from
consuls, and arrived at Victoria as merchants, when, in
fact, they were not merchants. Where did they get them,
ho asked ? They must have got them from the place from
which they sailed in China, I presume.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE, No.

Mr. MITCHELL. That is where the Chinese come from,
although some of them may have come from San Francisco
and some other ports in the United States. Are these to be
debarred ? Lot him distinguish, don't let him cast refeio-
tions upon a class of British servants that stand as high as
any others of their class in the world. If ho did not mean
British consuls, he should have stated who he did mean.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If the hon. gentlemen are so fond of
encouraging Chinese immigration let thom move an amend-
ment, if they like, in favor Of it.

Mr. MULOCK. I would like to ask the Secrotary of State
if there is anything in this Bill that would prevent any
persons of this clas that are alluded to from coming in on
a certificate and changing their minds the moment they
arrived ln the country and had passed the Customg, and
becoming residents. They come in free if thpy produce a
certificate tbat they are tourists; the certificate may be
given to them honestly, but once they have escapedlthe
Customs they are within the Dominion and eau become
settlers. l there any provisions whereby, if they change
their minds and become residents, they are liable to c
taxed ?

Mr SHAKESPEAIRE. Certainly. Mr. CHAPLEAU. There is none.

Mr. DAVIES. Will he be a party te a fraud? Mr. MULOOL There ought to be, I think.

Mr. ShAKESPE RK They must have a certificate, of Mr. DAVIES. The hon. Secretary of State says we are
course, from the British consul, and there is no doubt that anxious to encourage Chinese immigration. 1, for one, have
that bas been done. They have obtained certificates from no besitation in saying tbat so far as the mercantile class
the British consul representing themselves as merchants, of Chinese are concerned, I am desirous of encouraging
when it is well known that they were laboring mon. I thom, and I think that subjecting Chinese merchant. soâ
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penalty of $50 per head on entering this Dominion is an
unfortunate prelade to the opening up of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, by which we expected to obtain such a
large part of the Eastern trade as we are promised. I hope
the hon. gentleman will withdraw his motion, for I am
strongly opposed to it.

Mr. GORDON. So far as British Columbia is concerned,
I am satisfied that no Bill ever passed this Parliament that
bas given inch general satisfaction as this Bill to restrict
Chinese immigration. As to Chinese merchants, the people
of Prince Edward Island have never seen any. The Pro-
vince of Prince Edward Island bas never been invaded by
Chinese immigrants, for if it had been the hon. gentleman
would sing a different song to-night. I am very much mis-
taken if the people of that Province do not see the danger
that is in store for them by hon gentlemen objecting to
every measure pertaining to unlimited Chinese immigration.

Mr. DAVIES. I did not say so.
Mr. GORDON. This Bill las received the approbation

of the Chinese merchants, in British Columbia, as well as of
the white people, for the reason that a large number of the
people had been deceived in coming to the Pacifie coast, and
on the termination of these large works, many of them were
thrown out of employment, and became a burden upon
Chinese merchants in British Columbia. A Chinese
merchant assured me personally that he was not only
opposed to Chinese immigration being continued, but he was
opposed to any more Chinese merchants coming in. A
Chiraman also informed me that there were over 500
Chinese out of employment, between lNanaimo and Victoria,
and had been for months. Now, if hon, gentlemen opposite
desire to see the Chinese come into the Dominion, let them
proclaim it to their own Provinces, and make an effort to
bring them to their Provinces.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman is entirely wander-
ing from the question before the House. The question was
not whethor there should be an indiscriminate influx of
Chinese into the country, and whether there should be a
provision to prevent it; the question was, whether a par-
ticular class of Chinese, whch had been admitted lest year
without paying head money, should now be excluded until
they had paid that head money. The only argument the
hon. gentleman gave for it was that a very respectable
class of merchants there now held the monopoly of the
Ohinese trade, and they wished to exclude other Chinese
merchants from coming there to trade. That may be a
good argument for the hon, gentleman to use, who is a
monopolist, but as I am not a monopolist, I am opposed to
this provision.

The CHAIRMAN. It is moved to amend the clause by
striking out the third sub section.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. With respect to the first clause
of section 7, I ask that 8100 replace $50.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman has alreidy
had a concession made in regard to merchants.

Mr. DAVIES. This cannot be done except by resolution.

Mr. SfHAKESPEARE. It is in accordance with the
wishes of the people of British Columbia that the
amount be increased to $100, similar to the amount in the
Australian Colonies. Not only do the people of British
Columbia ask it, but many of the people of Ontario have
expressed thomselves in the same direction.

Mr. VAIL. The hon. members for British Columbia
have stated that this Act amounted to almost total prohibi-
tion fur the last year. If so, why increase the fee. If $50
is sufficient to make the Bill of a prohibitory character,
why increase the amount?

Xr. Davias,

Mr. SHAKESPE ARE. This is not the season of the year
when Chinese come into the Province. It is an erroneous
idea to suppose that because few Chinese have come there
within the last few weeks Chinese immigration has ceased.
They come in larger numbers late in spring and during the
summer months.

Mr. DAVIES. Is it in order?
The CHAIRMAN. The clause is carried.

On section 16,
Mr. DAVIES. This is a new clause.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is exactly the same thing as in the

Bill, but it is to provide for certain cases not provided for
last year.

Mr. BOWELL. It is for the purpose of allowing the
railwa*ys and steamboats to carry Chinese from one port
through the country to another. I will give the hon.
gentleman an illustration. A numbe3r of Chinese were
coming ·from New York or Boston to San Francisco, via
Suspension Bridge, and thence by the Grand Trunk or
Canada Southern through to Detroit, and there was no way
of manifesting them, if I may use that term. This provi-
sion of the Bill is to enable them to be manifested through
to the point of exit.

An hon. MEMBER. They go through in bond.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes; literally they go through in bond,
because the railway is respor sible for the $50 on each
Chinaman they do not land at Detroit or other outward
points.

On section 19,
Mr DAVIES. This seems rather an unreasonable clause.

Mr. BOWELL. Why?
Mr. DAVIES. There are two or three objectionr. In

the first place the Chinese are here; we must put up with
them. And yet you levy a special tax on them, and for
what reason ? Why are the poor fellows to be subject to a
per capita tax of $1 ? Besides, this is imposing penalties,
so the clause should initiate in Committee of the WhAle.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman will understand, if
he has paid any attentton to the laws providing for the
registration of the inhabitants of a country, that you must
impose some penalty far non-compliance with the law if you
wish to fulfil the conditions of the law. I do not know how
it is in the Province from which the hon. gentleman comes,
but in the Province of Ontario, in the case of every child
that is born, the parents, the nurse, or some one else, is
obliged to report it to the registrar in order that a correct
registration may be kept; and it was found necessary, if
you desire to keep a record of the exact number of Chinese
now in the country and of those who arrive in the country,
to have as perfect a system of registration as it is possible
to make. If you enact a law declaring that every child
born of Chinese parents shall be registered, without impos-
ing a penalty for non-compliance with the law, of course the
committee will see that it would be impossible to carry it
out.

Mr. DAVIES. That may be some reason for exacting
a penalty at the time of registering, but it is no reason for
imposing a per capita tax of $1. I do not see on what
ground that tax is justified.

Mr. BOWELL. It may be a question as to whether it
is too large or not, but I know in the Province of Ontario
they have to pay a fee in connection with the registration.

Mr. WELDON. Persons coming in should pay, but I
think it would be unjust to make those who are residents
pay such fees.
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Mr* BOWELL. That would meet the case. Of course

a Chinese immigrant who comes into the country pays $50,
but the object of this clause is to compel those now in the
country to become registered, in order that we may be able
to follow them.

1Rr. WELDON. I have no objection to have a penalty
for non-registration, but why impose a tax of $1 each ?

Mr. BOWELL. You cannot expect books to be furnished
and kept without cost. If the amount is considerod too
large, I have no doubt my hon. friend would reduce it.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I propose to amend the clause by
making it 50 cents, as it was last year.

Amendment agreed to.

On section 26,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. The 26th clause provides that any

Chinese person wishing to visit China and to return within
a year might ask a certificate on leaving, and when on
return he presented that certificate, ho would obtain hie
entry free into Canada. Representations have been made
to us that this system leads to great abuse. The Chinese
who intend leaving the country for good, ask for a certifi-
cate, and on arriving in China sell it to somebody else; and
as there is great difBculty in distinguishing one Chinese
immigrant from another, a good many frauds are commit-
ted. To meet this difficulty, I have amended the clause so
as to make it read:

Any Ohinese person who wi3hes to leave Canada, with the declared
intention of returaing, shail give notice of puch intention to the con-
troller at the port whence he proposes to depart, and surrender to him
his certifieate of registration receiving in lieu thereof, on payment of
$1, a certificate of leave to depart and to return.'
This obligation is in order to get correct statistics of the
number of Chinese in the country. It may appear extra-
ordinary that we should oblige them to register on leaving,
but it is necesary in order to have accurate statistics-

And the person to whom such certificate is granted shall, on pre-
sentation of the same, on his return within one year from the date there-
of, and on proving his identity to the satisfaction of the controller,
be entitled to receive from the controller, the amount of the entrance
fee paid by him on sich return and have his certificate of registration
returned to him. If he does not return within one year, the original
certificate shall be cancelled.

The Chinese take certificates to leave and return. The
master of the vessel is responsible for the outrance fee, and
pays the full amount for the number of Chinese ho brings
in. Among them there may be one or more who have cer-
tificates to leave and return, and on proving identity to
the satisfaction ofthe controller, the immigrant who returns
with his certificate will be remitted the amount of his
second outrance fee.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. Throwing the responsibility on
a Chinaman to prove anything is a small matter to him, for
he will prove anything. That is our experience. The
clause seems to me to be a little complicated, and I fear
will not work satisfactorily. It would be far better to do
away with the certificate entirely.

Mr. WELDON. And make them pay when they come
back.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. Why not, if they want to come
back. As it is, they have been selling the certificates and
making money out of thom. I am desirous of having that
certificate business done away with entirely. So far, it basc
proved very unsatisfactory ; in fact it has proved a fraud.1
There is no difficulty in the world in those Chinese gettingî
all the certificates they want and still remaining in the
Province, while they send the certificates to China or the
United States and sell them at $25 a piece. As they pay1
only a $1 they make their profit, and those who purchasef
them are saved $2& on their entrance fee. It is impossibleà
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to carry out that provision of the law. The only way we
can meet th case eis to strike out the clause with regard to
the certificate entirely. It is the unanimous wish of the
people of British Columbia, who have to come in contaet
with these people in the way of labor, that the certificates
should be abolished, for the simple reason that the Ohinese
will defraud the Government and violate the law.

Mr. GILLMOR. I am sorry my hon. friend seeme to
have a sort of hydrophobia about Chinamen. He would
not allow the poor Chinaman, who wants to return home,
to'come back again without paying $50 each time.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. My hon. friend says: I want
him to pay $50 for oming back to hie home. British
Columbia is not his home. IHe does not bring his family
there, but comes there with the intention of returning to
China.

Mr. WELDON. Dead or alive.
Mr. SHAKESPEARE. Dead or alive.
Mr. GILLMOR. I think this fee should be struck out

altogether. It must be degrading to the kind sentiments
of the Secretary of State. The whole thing must be pain-
ful to him, because no man could have written and con-
sented to the very humano and sympathetic report which
ho wrote, and yet bring in this legislation. My hon. friend
does not believe at all in the report submitted to Parlia.
ment, but that investigation which was so thorough was, I
believe, proved. My hon. friend does not bolieve a word
about the character given to Chinamon in that report. He
says thore is no honesty or morality in them; but the
report proves they are as moral as tie hon. gentleman's
white brethren and much more so. The trouble with my
hon. friend is that they have no votes. Then again I
believe the people are not so unanimous in Victoria with
regard to this Chinese asfair.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. Yes.
Mr. GILLMORi Not by any means so unanimous.
Mr. SHAKESPEARE. Prove that they are not.
Mr. GILLMOR. The report shows it. These merchants

boar the very highest character for integrity, honesty, punc-
tuality, and so do the Chinese as a lus bear that character,
and here is a man who would not allow hie brother fellow.
men-does my hon. friend consider them as his brother-
men? Does ho not have any feeling of that kind towards
them ? That shows how far politice will blind a man's
morality and a man's feelings.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. Ditto.
Mr. GILLMOR. I do not think you will find a Chinaman

who will express sentiments more degrading than those. If
so, they are worse than I think they are.

Mr. CHAPL EAU. As my hon. friend has appealed to
my personal feeling and opinion, I may say that, if it was
a matter of personal feeling and opinion, I might not. be
altogether sympathetie with the legislation we passed, but
the Government passes legielation for the country and in
accordance with the expression of the feelings of the
country.

Mr, GORDON. As one of the members from British
Columbia, I should like to see the clause granting the
Chinese certificates to return struck out of the Bill. The
collector at Nanaimo is a New Brunswicker, and I do not
know but that hoeis intimately acquainted with the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Gillmor) or one of his neareet neighbors
on that side of the House, and, in the only cases in which
Chinese have applied to him for certificates to return, they
have first asked if they could get them to send to their
friends, in order to bring their friends into canada snd
avoid the $50 penalty. The collector told them tiey could
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get the certificates on the terms named in the Act, and, effect ? We have very large industries there in con-
when he proposed to examine them, to examine the marks nection with fishing. We have people engaged in the
on their bodies, they became perfectly indifferent as to canning of lobsters and mackerel and fish of that kind,
whether they had the certificate and paid the 50 cents or and, if we get this cheap labor, our sons and daughters may
not. Now, if the hon. gentleman from New Brunswick had be driven out of the country to a foreign country to make
that clas of people in his county, his humanity would way for these Chinese; and yet we find hon. gentlemen
change its form before the next election in the interest of his opposing this Bill in order to allow the Chinese to come
own people and of those people from his native Province who Scot free into the country to drive out our labor. But how
are scattered all over thi Dominion, and are making this silent are the hon. gentlemen from Ontario and Quebec.
Dominion what we hope it is to be. It is that competition What are the knights of labor doing in this country now ?
that is standing as a bar to the people of his They are fighting a hard battle against capital, and they
own Province and of all these eastern Provinces, preventing have passed resolutions objecting to Chinese labor; but,
them from approaching the Pacific coast to earn their live- where those knights of labor are strong, where you find
lihood at ordinary labor. For these reasons, and in order labor strong, as in the cities of Toronto and Montreal, you
that the Act should be carried ont, and should eflect what flnd the representatives of those cities do not stand up
it is intended to effect, I should prefer to see the 25th and advocating the Chinese, but the represontatives of the
26th clauses, and the 24th clause from the word "Act," in Maritime Provinces, where they expect to be free for
the tenth line, struck out of the Bill. I do not wish to some years from the influx of Chinese immigration and
insist upon this if the clause the hon. the Secretary of State Chinese labor, to advocate them and believe they are
has provided will meet the case. acting in the interests of their people. I am in the

Mr. MILLS. The observation made by the hon. the interest of the people of British Columbia in this

Secretary of State, in reply to my hon. friend, is a frank matter, and I believe the interests of all our people will

confession that the sentiments -expressed in the Bill before be served by keeping out Chinese labor. 1 think

us and the legislation of last year do not express the per- the member for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) has insulted the

sonal sentiments of the Secretary of State. He declares he white people of this country when he says the Chinese are

has a much more favorable opinion of the Chinese than is as moral as the white population. To say that these

indicated by this legislation, and that, in promoting legisla. people, who are shown by the strongest evidence brought
tion of this sort, he is rather acting in consonance withli the out in the United States and in Canada as well, to be the

views of the supporters of the Government than with those most immoral of all people, are to be compared with the

which he himself entertains. people of Canada, and to say that they are more moral than

Mfr. CHTAPLAU. I did not say that. I have made the people of British Columbia or of any other part of the
country, is an insult to the people of this country. I hope

my confession, but I do not wish it to be distorted, this Bill will go through without any further opposition,
Mr. MILLS. I think I have fairly stated the effect of although there may be an organised opposition and it may

the hon. gentleman's remarks, which remind me of what b. agreed upon that gentlemen from Ontario and Quebec
waa said by Mr. Pulteney, an English statesman, on one shall not oppose it, but that the opposition shall be con-
occasion, when he said that the heads of a party were some- fined to the members from the Maritime Provinces. I hope
times like the heads of snakes, driven along by their tails. that the opposition will not succeed, and that the good sense

Mr. HACKETT. I am sorry that the opposition to this of the House will stand by the people of British Columbia,
Bill should come from the eastern Provinces. I notice and exclude from this country the people of China as much
that the opposition all comes from Nova Scotia, New as possible, consistent with our duty to all the people of
Brunswick and Prince Edward Island. Canada.

Mr. DAVIES. There never was any opposition to the Mr. DAVIES. I hope the Secratary cf Statu will take te
Bill. hart the lecture bu las rccivud, and inasmucl as the lon.

Mr.ACKETT. There as been a great deal of oppo-entleman from Prince (Mr. acktt) ogthr in

sition. We have tee liasbtee greater part of the afternoon d witl the mmbere from British Columbia, that the
eitin~ . hve tkenthegruaer artof tu ateroonSecretary cf State will undorsu the suggestion made te, him,

in discussing a Bill which has been for the greater part and withdraw this section at once.
law for a year. Mr. GIAPLEAU. Butwuun the two I will kuep the Bil

Mr. MILLS. It is to perfect it. as it is.
Mr. HACKETT. The hon. gentleman does not appear to Mr SHAKESPEARE. I would liku the clause te bu

desire to perfect it, but his whole idea seems to be tol ended by ru
obstruct it in every possible way. As I understand it, the opam h dcith time frrntonuar m
object of this Bi eis the protection of white labor in the I h
Dominion of Canada. The people of British Columbia Mr. CHAPLEAI). t is se far from British Columbia te
have suffered exceedingly from the influx of Chinese labor China. I China thuy are obliged te go on foot.
into that Province, and it is the duty of the representatives Mr. SHAKESPEARE. 1 move te etrikout the words
of the people from the eastern Provinces to support theI"onu yuar," in the 23rd lne of the 2Oth clause, and that
representatives from British Columbia in the protection of the wordsi"six menthe""ho substituted in lieu thereof.
the people of that Province. What do we find this evening ?
We find lon. gentlemen from the eastern Provinces, The CHAIR AN. I declaru the amendment lest. Je it
because they think they are out of the reach of Chinese the pleasure of the cempitte. that the clause as amended
immigration, obstructing the passage of this Bill. Are bu passcd.
they ont of the reach of Chinese immigration ? We know Mr. SHAKESPEARE. Yeae and nays
that thesopeople swarm over the whole country, that they
are not confned to any locality, that, when once they get a
footing, you fld them spreading from, one end of a country
to the other, and now, with the opening of the Canadian Mr. SIIKI SPEARE. I want that question settled, and
Pacifie Railway, we may find that the Provinces of Nova I want the fouse divided upon it.
Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island may The CHAIRMAN. I declared that lost and I gave
be invaded by these people, and what may be the plonty cf tiMe.

Mor.rtO.tON.
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COMMONS DEBATES.
Mr. SHAKESPEARE. You did not look up. A dozen

members were on their feet, and you were looking at your
paper at the same time.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. This could not apear at all in the
Votes and 'Proceedings. The hon. gentleman can move it
when the Speaker is in the Chair. Of course, I understand
the hon. gentleman's object, and I do not blame him for it.

On section 33,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I propose te put the word "foes"

before the word "duty."

Mr. MILLS. This seems to me at variance with the
terme of Union. You pay te British Columbia a certain
subsidy, and if this is properly collectable by the Parlia-
ment of Canada, and forme part of the Consolidated Revenue,
there is no more reason for paying it out te British Colum.
bia, in addition to the subsidy to which she is entitled, than
te pay it out of the Oustoms duties.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. The Provincial Government may
be of considerable assistance at different times to the Dom-
inion, in enforcing this Act, and it is net unfair, I think, to
allow the portion mentioned in the Bill, te go te the Pro-
vince. We want all the help we can get to enforce the
provisions of the law.

Mr. GORDON. Seeing that British Columbia suffers the
most from this scourge, she ought teobe entitled to some
remuneration.

Mr. IHESSON. . If Chinese are te be permitted te come
in under a license, it is but right that the Province should
obtain some compensation.

Mr. DAVIES. Compensation for what?

Mr. HESSON. It is provided that they shall come in
under certain regulations, and it is only fair that the Pro-
vince should have something te say as te the distribution
of the fund arising out of their coming in. Certificates are
to be issued te certain parties on certain payments, the
Government receives the money, and if the effect te British
Columbia is as damaging as the members represent it te be,
it is but fair, if we insist that Chinese shall b. allowed
te come in, that the people of British Columbia should have
some compensation. I think the proposition a reasonable
one.

Mr. WELDON. On the same principle the people of
the Maritime Provinces should be allowed compensation
for the duty on fleur.

Mr. HESSON. The people of the Lower Provinces can
get good fleur without paying any duty. We are able to
furnish them with the best fleur, and I hope the trade will
develop.

Mr. CHAPLE AU. This is a clause a little outeide of the
general run; still, ini prosecutions, part of the fine is always
given te the local authorities. In this case, we have neces-
sarily the assistance of the local officers of the Government,
and there is no provision te indemnify them for their assist-
ance given in carrying out the Act. This Bill has had the
assent of public opinion in British Columbia, as had the Bill
of last year, and it is not desirable to make any change this
year, at al events.

Committee rose and reported.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 11.30 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TzuMsnAr, 18th May, 1886.

The SPEÂKAu took the Chair at Three o'clock.

FOURTH REPORT OF PRINTING COMMITTEE.

Mr. BERGIN. I move, seoonded by Mr. Trow, that the
fourth report of the Joint Committee of both Houses on
Printing be adopted. In moving the adoption of this repor,
1 think it well to state that the discussion in thie fouse
upon this report the other •day was brought before the
joint committee this morning, and the committoe resolved,
without division, to prose te adoption of the report upon
the House. The committee feit that they would not be
true to their own dignity did they consent to the suggestion
offered that this report should be revised by the Committee
on Public Accounts. We did not feel that any committee
in this House ought to place themselves in a position to
have their work revised by another committee.
The only authority to revise the report of a
committee, to approve or condemn it, is the Parliament
of this country, not any of its committees. The committee
still adhere to their opinion, and they are the more strength.
ened in it, because they believe that although the Commit.
tee on Public Accounts were acting within their province
when they recomended that the accounts of this House
should b. audited by the Auditor General, and although this
House approved of the recommendation of the committee
at that time, still, to give it the force of law, it was neces-
sary that the Audit Act should be amended. For all these
reasons, the committee felt that their report should be
pressed upon the House, and they do not admit that the
suggestion that this difflculty was due to a more misunder-
standing between two officers of this House moved them in
any way, or at all entered into their consideration.

Mr. BLAKE. The adoption of this report cannot be
moved to-day without notice. i bad certainly some reason
to hope that a different view would have been taken by the
committee, and as they have determined to press the adop-
tion of the report, I think the House should have some in.
formation as to the rossons for a decision of such serious
consequence. I, therefore, object to the motion without
notice.

Mr. SPEAKER. Of course, it is a motion requiring
notice.

Mr. BERGIN. I do not think the objection taken by
the hon. member for West Durham is well taken. It was
perfectly understood at the time I withdrew the motion
that it should be considered there was sufficient notice.

Mr. BLAKE. I muet deny that statement. When in
the world was the notice given? The question is, have the
mombers of the ouse had any notice that this motion was
to be made to-day ?

Mr. BERGIN. The motion was withdrawn in order that
the report might be submitted to the committee, and that
the opinion of the committee might be given as to the
propriety of the suggestion that was offered.

Mr. SPEAKER. A motion for the adoption of a report
requires notice like any other motion, unless it is dispnsed
with by the unanimous consent of the Hous.ÏI the
objection is taken, of course it muet go over.

Mr. BERGIN. It is very late in the Session, and I can
quite understand that the hon. member for West Durham
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