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all. He asked me for another number. Take the Novem.spent a hundred million of dollars of the public m8ney in
addition to probabty fifty millions of private fands,
ber number, 1885, it says:
" There has been an abundant supply of farm laborers throughout thehcap
country during the season, and the general tendency of wages is gener- in public works, and the Government
r
ally reported as downward."

has been Iavish
allyreprtedas owawrd.
inspending the public meney in every Department
without the resuit which should take place. fow
Mr. CARLING. That is late in the fall.
rercan we sustain a policy which has been without any
favorable resu fo Canada? I therefore feel that h
Mr. WILSON. Why did the hon. gentleman notre
to the August number when the employment of labor was shoutd not continue this policy any longer. I coutd underin full blast. Why did he not say: '-Oh, that was the sum- stand the case with which the MiDister of Agriculture
mer," when the report said there was an ample supply of satisfied my hon. friend from West Toronto (Mr. Beaty).
labor. Not only that, I will read a reply given to a ques- He said hiewas 50 delighted to know that the Government
tion asked by the secretary of the Bureau of Industries, bY only assist farm taborers and domestie servants and do not
one of the hon. gentleman's Conservative friends, a man rendor any assistance to the artiban or the mechanic. He
who, no doubt, cheered him lustily as a faithful Conserva. may be satisfled, but I advise him, before he presents himtive, Mr. Hagens:
self again in West Toronto, te satisfy bimself thoroughly
" Wages are not likely to advance, as farmers will work within their that that class atone is the one aided. This system, I have
no0hsitation in saying, is not carried on entirely in the
own limit uritil there is more remuneration for their producta."
ho aysdrsînclytha waos reinterests of immigration. I betieve there is not a more
18 Goseratîe
fruitfl source of extravagance and the usetess expenditure
Here
going down, who says plainly enough thatthere is not that of the public funds than the immigration fund. I suppose
for me beenarwithoutnany
to charge that it
soc)r reprdsented
ik-4
weutd sustain
not bca policyo
in orderwhichIhas
by my hon. friend the Min- itcan1we.
demand which was
ister of Agriculture. This debate has taken a wide range. is used to a great extent as a corruption fand.
I calculated only that it should take the range intended by I think so, but I suppose I dare mot say s0.
the original motion, but no member on the other side of I believe that there are influences breught to bear and
the House has attempted in any way to justify the position advantagos obtained by the use of this large amount of
which the Government are taking. Those hon. gentlemen money, that the Government are not fally justifled in carhave not told us plainly and truly that the amount of money rying out. I believe their course in1this matter would not
which they are taking and which they apparently require
for immigration purposes this year will be required, nor te take place inte all their transactions. I hope that we
have they attempted to show that it is iii the interests of wiîî otitinue u agate ibis questk>n, that the Government
the country ibat that amount should be taken. We are told
that, during the year of 1885, 7,000 of these agricultural may feet that this course is unnecesdary at present, and
laboreis and domestic servants were brought out, and that thât they may adopt a wiser course or else give way and
a more
whe wili uadopt
tako their places, calculated
others te and
the Department paid some $40,000. I have no means of allow
o promote the
prudent course
and one botter
o
ascertainingdefinitelywhatwhereuthebnubers during welf
1885, but i wi

take tie numbers for 1884-85, as shown

by the Auditor's report. We find, under the head of
assisted passages, 10,897 adults at $4.86¾ a head and
2,491 adults at $4 a head. What is the cause of
this difference ? Why is it $4,86 in one case and $4 in
another? We find, further, 2,028 children under 12 years,
at $2.75 per head. Those are domestic servants and farm
laborers, no doubt. These liitle creatures would do a very
large amount of work indeed. Ilhen there are 223 children
under one year, at 24J cents per head. These are domestie
servants, no doubt. They would probably require a servant or two to take care of them. Further on we find a
very strange item ; and, if you look at the Auditor's report,
you will find some very strange developments. There is an
amount for commissions to steamship companies' agents on
aduits' passages at $5 a head. The Minister of Agriculture
says they take all the preclaution and every means to prevent
any people coming from that distance, except the class which
they are desirous of bringing to this country, domestic
servants and farm laborers. Does not my hon. friend know
full well that the breach of the rules, if they have any, is
winked at, and that many of those who come out here under
the pretence of being farm laborers are not farm
laborers. If the hon. gentleman only brought ont,
under the enormous expenditure which took place
during 1885, 7,000 laborers ard domestic servants, 1 say
that the system of assisted passages and the system of
advertising, the whole system of the Government in reference to immigration, is a mistaken policy. I am perfectly
satisfied that any number of immigrants should go to the
North-West or to my hon. friend's territory in Algoma, but
I complain that, after this enormous amount of money bas
been expended, my friend from Algoma finds that, though
we have a magnificent heritage there, there is no one to
take possession of it, and that in the North-West only some
7,000 actual immigrante have gone there, while we have
Mr,. WMBON

Motion agreed to.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.
Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 11:40 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
TuEsDAY,

13th April, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.
PRAYERs.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.
Mr. McLELAN moved that this House do, on Thursday
next, resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider
the following iResolution:That it is expedient to confirm the agreement, made subject to the
approval of Parliameat, between Her Majesty the Queen, acting for the
Dominion of Canada, therein represented by the Honorable A. W.
McLelan, Minister of Finance, therein called the Government, and the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, therein called the company, represented by the chief executive officer thereof, in the following form aid
words :
"(1.) That inasmuch as the amountactually advanced to the company
by the Government on account of the sum of $20,000,000, secured by the
first mortgage bonds of the company, to the amount of £4,109,500 sterling, is $19,150,700, it is agreed that the company shall repay to the
Government with interest at the rate of 4 per centum per annum, as provided by the Act 48-49 Victoria, chapter 57, the said sum of $19,150,700,
such payment to be made in two equal instalments, the first of which
shall be paid on the first day of May next, and the second thereof on or
before the first day of July next, both with interest as aforesaid.
"(2.) That upon full payment of the said two cash instalments and
interest as hereinbefore provided, the land grant of the coripany shall

be reduced by such number of acres as shall be sufficient, computing the
'value tbetsof at $1.50 per acre, to extinguish the balance of the loan of
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$29,880,912, mentioned in the Act 48-49 Victoria, chapter 57, that is to
say, the sum of $9,880,912, with interest at the rate aforesaid to the firet
day of May next; and such reduction shall be effected by the retention
by the Government of lands of equal average quality and value with the
lands constituting the portion of the companys land grant not heretofore disposed of by the company.
4(3.) That upon the settlement of all accounts respecting the said
authorised loan of $29,880,912. and payment and settlement as aforesaid of all eums of money due thereon, all the bonds of the company
secured exclusively upon the land grant of the company, commonly
called land grant bonds, now held by the Government in excess of the
sum of $5,000,000 of such bonds held by the Government under the
construction contract of the 21 et October 1880, shall be cancelled, and
the debenture stock of the Ontario and Quebec Railway Company held
by the Government under the Act 47 Victoria, chapter 61, section 1,
shall be returned to the company ; and the Government shall authorise
the company under section 10 of 48-49 Victoria, chapter 57, to mortgage
the Algoma Branch to such amount per mile as is authorised by the
charter of the company with respect to the main line.
"(4.) That upon the settlement in manner aferesaid of the indebtedness of the company to the Government, the company may issue first
mortgage bonds upon the remaining lands granted to them under their
said contract, in such manner as is provided by their charter in respect
of the issue of land grant bonds, and to such amonnt per acre as they
shall deem fit, not to exceed $2 per acre, subject to the approval of the
Governor in Council, all of the outstanding land grant bonds obtainable
being first duly cancelled, and a reserve being made from the new issue
to cover such outstanding land grant bonds as cannot be obtained for
cancellation. And in the event of the company making such issue, the
Government will accept in exchange far the said $5,000,000 of the said
land grant bonds, a like amount of the new issue or bands, such bonds
to be held and dealt with in the sane manner as the Government were
by 44 Victoria, chapter 1, intituled; 'An Act respecting the Canadian
Pacific Railway,' authorised to hold and deal with the said $5,000,000
no exchanged.
" (5.) That aIl necesary legislation required to carry the provisions
hereof into force shall be aaked for from Parliamen t at its present
Session."
2. That it expedient to provide(a.) That the Government aad ihe company be authorised respectively to carry out and perform the conditions of the said agreement,
according to their intent and purport; provided that the Governor in
Qouncil may extend the time for the payment of the first instalment and
interest mentioned in the said agreement, to a date not later than the
first day of July now next.
(b.) That so soon as the payment sud settlement of the sun advanced
on the said sum of twenty-nine millions eight hundred and eighty thonsand nine hundred and twelve dollars, and interest, shall have been
effected, as provided by the said agreement, the company, under the
authority of a special general meeting of their shareholders, called for
the purp ose, may issue mortgage bonds, secured upon the brandh of the
said railway, known as the Algoma Branch, constructed and to be hereafter conetructed, completing the connection betweeu the main lins of
the Canadian Pacific Railway and the River Ste. Marie, which issue
shal constitute a first mortgage and privilege upon the said branch
railway, constructed and t be thereafter constructed, including the
rolling stock and plant applicable thereto, and Upon the tolls and revenues thereof, after deduction from such tole and revenues of working
expenses and of suci rolling stock and plant appertaining thereto, as
shall be declared and descrihed in any deed of mortgage securing snch
bonds, which shall be executed by the company, lu conformity with its
charter. And before the issue of snch bonds, the company shall make
by-laws, prescribing the mode lu which, in case of default in the payment of the interest on such bonds, or of the capital thereof, the rolling
stock and plant (if any) included in snch mertgage as appertaining to
eplidentified, land the tole and revenues deritle said branch, sha
vable from such branch, ascertained and distinguished from the tolls
and revenues of the :nain line, and making such further provisions as
may be juet and expedient for the protection of the holders of the bond
secured upon the aid branchune, without interfering with the rights of
subthe holders ofother securities of company. Such by-laws to be
mitted for approval to the Governor in Council, and upon snch approval, a certified copy thereof to be deposited ui the office ofthe Secretary
ofstate, and that thereafter snch by-laws shall continue to evalid and
binding upon the company, and shall not be altered or repealed by the
company, so long as the bonde referred to therein shal romain ln force.
(c.) That the mode of securing the said mertgage bonds, and the
rigts, privileges and remedies applicable thereto and available to the
holders thereof, shal be snch as are describedin sections twenty-eight,
thirty-two, thirty-three, thirty-tour, thirty-five and thirty-six of the
charter of the company.
(d.) That the company may also issue mertgage bonds to such
amount as they shall deem fit, and as shal o approved by the Governor
oeuncil, and according te the term sof the said agreement, securein
upon the lande of the company to which they shal thoen be entitled
under the provisions of the construction contract executed on the 21st
October, 1880, and thoeprovisions of sections thirty, thirty-two, thirtyfour, thirty-five and thirty-six of the charter of the company shal
apply to such last-mentioned bonds : But that lu making snch lastmenutoned issue fe boud, the company shall reserve and place in the
bande of the trustees of the mortgage securing such bonds, if trustees
are created by such mortgage deed, ad if net, thoen in the hands of
the purpose by the Governer in
tor
some persn or company appointed

Oouncil, an amount of the
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bonds then outstanding and unsatisfied above and beyond the sum of
five million dollars of such bonds in the hands of the Government, the
exchange of which is provided for by the said agreement; and the
bonds so reserved shall not be used or dispoed of for any other purpose
whatsoever, except for providing, by payment or exchange, for the fand
grant bonds so outstanding and unsatisfied.
(e.) That upon the completion of the said Canadian Pacifie
Railway according to the said contract, and upon its being duly
opened for trafflc, the disqualification of the shareholders thereof from
becoming or being members of.theSenate or House of Commons by
reason of their being such shareholders shall be removed,and shall cease
and determine.''

Motion agreed to.
INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-EXTENSION FROM
STELL&RTON TO PICTOU.
Mr. POPE moved the third reading of Bill (No. 57) respecting the extension of the Intercolonial Railway from a
point at or near Stellarton to the town of Picton.
Mr. VAIL. Mr. Speaker: Before that motion is put, I
desire to make a few observations on the position of our
railways in the Province of Nova Scotia at the present time.
There are two very important railways in the Province that
are in an unfinished state. One runs from Halifax to Yarmouth, a distance of 213 miles. In the centre of this road,
from Annapolis to Digby, there are some eigbteen miles of
unfinished road. The whole line from Windsor to Yarmouth
was subsidised by the Provincial Governmont, and sixty.
eight miles out of eighty two or eighty-three botween Yarmouth and Annapolis were completed five or six 3 ears
ago. The remaining distance, eighteen miles, is in an
uncompleted state, and it is very important to the whole
railway system of Nova S3otia that this road or this link
should be completed. It has now been lying in this unfinished state since, I think, 1877 or 1878. The road between Digby and Yarmouth was finished about that time,
and this connecting link has been lying partially fiaished
up to the present time for want of funds. This road requires
more attention than the rond to which this Bill refers. Again,
there is a road in course of building between the Windsor and

Annapolis rond, near Middleton, running to the South Shore,
which is being built by a company known as the Nictaux and
Atlantic Company. That road is likewise in an unfinished
state, and work is almost stopped now in cinsequence of the
company not being able to provide funds to complete it.
Again, there has been a great deal said in this House in
regard to a line of railway through Cape Breton. Not a
mile of railway has been built through that island up to the
present time, and it is of the ntmost importance, in view of
the legislation passed here a year or two ago, that some
consideration should be given to the people of Cape Breton
in any expenditure there is to be made at the prosent time

in extension of our railway system. Coming back to the
Bill before the louse, I observe that in 1882 a company
was incorporated by this House called the Atlantic and European Shore Line Company. That company was chartered to
build a road from New Glasgow, in the county of Pictou via
Oxford,to a point on the IntercolonialRailway near Amherst.
That work was commenced and vigorously carried on for
some considerable time, but the company were eventually
obliged to stop work on account of lack of funds. The
completion of that road, upon which a la-go sum of money
has been expended already, would to a certain extent give
the town of Picton the very accommodation that this Bill
is intended to afford. After that company was chartered
they made an arrangement with the people of Pictou that
the rond was to be carried to the town of Pictou, or, at alt
events, connected with it, and one scheme was to build a
bridge across the harbor, connecting the rond and the town
of Picton with the present Intercolonial Railway at
For the reasons I have stated, this
Picton Landing.
company have been in difficulties, and have not been able
the land grant to go on with the work. Now, it seems to me, inasmuoh
equal in vane teo
osd
bondn
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as it is quite probable that that work may be resuscitated,
and that the necessary funds may be secured for the completion of that part of what is called the Short Line, it is
not necessary that this large amount should be expended
for the purpose, as I Etated the other day, of
building a second line of railway to the town of
Piotou.
If the Short Line is completed, the wants
of Picton town will be fully supplied. It was said by
some person in the fouse that it would be an advantage
to the county to have this large amount of money expended
there. It is true it may be some advantage to the county,
but inaismuch as I understand, and as the Minister of
Railways explained, that it was the intention to purchase
the two linos of railway already built, which would cover
the distance from New Glasgow to the town of Pictou,
with the exception of about seven miles, that the advantages to accrue to the county froin the expenditure of this
money would not amount to a great deal after all, inasmuch
as a great portion of that money is to be expended in the
completion of two very large bridges, which the Amer.
icans or the people of Ontario get the advantage of supplying, as they are now doing, the Province of Nova
Scotia, I do not imagine that the advantages which
Pictou would derive from that expenditure would be
very large. I think the House fully understands the
question after what was said the other day, but inasmuch
as this line may be called the second lino to Pictou;
inasmuch as the road already built will have to be kept
up by the Government; inasmuch as the Govern ment will
prohably be called upon in time to keep up the ferry as
well as the railway; inasmuch as this lino will be an opposi.
tion line to the Government road already built-in vitw of
all these considerations, my opinion is that the money pro.
posed to be expended in the completion of this line would
be much better expended and be of more advantage to the
public generally throughout Nova Scotia, if it were exponded on the unfinished lines already projected and chartered,
and on which a large sum of money has been expended.
I, therefore, move the following amendment:-
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night when the House was in committee on this Bill, have
protested against the erection of publie buildings in any
other portion of the Province of Nova Scotia until a railway was built in the county of Digby. He might as well
have protested against the expenditure of public money
generally in the Province of Nova Scotia until bis whims
and fancies were satisfied; bocause, had ho listened to the
explanations given and the reasons advanced for this work,
ho would have found that the proposition is not a proposition to build a local railway as such, or to extend railway
systems such as those are to which he alludes, but to perfect and complote a national railway-the Intercolonial
Railway, a Governmont work, a Government property, and
that property a productive and remunerative one, at least
that portion of it which this Bill proposes to extend
and complote. After the lengthy debate on Friday night,
I think the hon. momber for Digby (Mr. Vail) did well to
make bis remarks as brief as possible, and'I will endeavor
to follow his example. But the bon.-gentleman is not only
astray as regards the nature of this work, which
is not local or sectional in that sense, but ho
is astray with regard to some other matters. He
is astray in regard to some other matters. Although
the bon. gentleman bas attempted to look this subject up,
I think ho is not quite familiar enough with it to enlighten
this Parliament much on its details. For instance, ho says
that in 188. a company under the name of the Atlantic,
European and Short Line Railway Company,was incorporated
and obtained the contract for the building of a work which
included this. 1 beg to give thit statement a denial ; there
was no such co-npany incorporated. A company under
another name, now the Montr< al and European Short Lino
Company,thon the North American and European Short Line
Company, did obtain a charter in 1882 ; but the contract
that company entered into did not provide for this scheme,
nor was the company compelled to build it. The company
thon incorporated did receive a contract in reference to the
mileage subsidy of $3,200 a mile, and under that contract,
in order to obtain that subsidy, was to construct a branch
from the Short Lino systerm in Nova Scotia, so called, to the
Resolved,-That the Bill be not now read the third time, but thatit be
resolved that the expenditure cf so large a sum of money as is contem- town of Pictou ; but how the communication was to be
plated by this Bill, in order to provide a second line of railway from made was never arranged, and nothing definite was ever
Stellarton to the town of Pictou, is inexpedient, until other railway donc in regard
to it. The hon. member bas alseo
accommodation more pressing is extended to other placesupon the main
been misinformed in regard to the negotiations with
land of Nova Scotia and the igland of Cape Breton.
reference to bridging the harbor, which took place between
Mr. TUPPER. I am afraid the hon. member for Digby the town of Pictou and that company. The negotiations
(Mr. Vail) does not pretend to be a practical politician, and ail fell through before anything definite was arrived at, and
that he does not ever hope to occupy an important and res- no arrangement or agroment was ever made. I think it
ponsible position in the councils of the country. He surely is monstrous for the hon. gentleman to repeat again and
has forgotten, when he now proposes to stop this great again the statement that because these negotiations were
public work from being carried on in his native Pro- carried on for a while in the years 1882 and 1883, and came
vince, that Parliament is already pledged to. its construc- to nought, therefore the demands of the people of that section. He surely has forgotten that under sanction of the tion of the country for the completion of this Government
vote which was passed last Session, and assented by him as railway should be denied. I think the bon. momber has not
member for the county of Digby, the Government has approached this question in the proper spirit. I do not
advertised for tenders for the construction of ibis railway, think ho bas attempted to deal fairly with it. I think the
and offers have been received-if the contract itself has not reasons advanced in committee show conclusively that this
already been made-for the prosecution of the work; and is not a waste of money, that this is not a Bill which will
it is a curious time for him to choose to reverse the settled impose burdens on the people for the gratification of the
policy of this Parliament; it is a curious time for him to wishes of the people there, but that by using the funds that
attack the policy under which it is proposed to spend a large Parliament now grants every year in connection with mainsum of money in his native Province. I was not surprised at a taining a connection between the Intercolonial Railway
member from the Province of Ontario acting in the spirit of system and the town of Pictou, this scheme will be carried
the hon. member for South Huron in attempting to throttle out, and will not only meet the wishes of the people there,
this Bill ; but I am amazed that the hon. gentleman from but will be of great advantage to the Intercolonial Railway
Digby (Mr. Vail) should give vent to aun expression of proper, and thorefore to the people of this country. Now, I
opinion which shows that he is in favor of a dog-in the- lail to see why the hon. member or why other hon. gentlemen
manger policy, and that because some roads have not beeni show such hostility to this scheme, when we remember that
built elsewhere in the Province a little nearer Digby,g othor branches of the Intercolonial Railway were not attacked.
therefore we should stop the building of all public works' I cannot remember another instance in which such oppoin the rest of the Province. He might as well, had he at- sition was shown towards the completion of terminal facilitended to the explanations which were given the other1 ties for the Intercolonial Rallway or the building of neces-

Mr. VAL.
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sary branches, or an instance in which such an amount of
party spirit was evoked to obstruct and prevent the carrying out of such a scheme, although no other scheme bas
had for its recommendation that strong argument that this
has, that the construction of the work wouad not add to the
taxation of the people in any shape or degree. It is unnecessary for me to go fally into that matter again. It was
stated in committee that the Government has to maintain a
most awkward means of communication between the town
of Pictou, a large and important town, and the Intercolonial
Railway, and at acost of 813,000 or*$14,000 a year; and
yet for that same cost this work can be constructed, and
when built will be of advantage, not merely to the town,
but to the Intercolonial Railway itself. The hon. gentleman bas again attempted to draw to bis aid sectional feeling, if sectional feelings can exist in the Island of Cape
Breton, and bas endeavored to embarrass the Government by
importing into this question the claims of what are to a
certain extent rival localities; but I am sure from the expression of the hon. member for Inverness (Mr. Cameron),
as well as others in the Island of Cape Bre.
ton, that they are too old to be caught by a
game like that, and that they are able to show
that they bave no more reason to complain of the Intercolonial Railway system being completed and perfected in
the county of Pictou than of its having been from time to
time completed and perfected in the county of Halifax.
The hon. member for Digby bas never attacked grants of
money which have been voted from time to time for adding to the value of the Intercolonial Railway in the county
of Halifax and in the city of Halifax, where he resides;
but ho chooses to attack the expenditure in a county where
ho does not reside. I do not know whether any such
small reasons can underlie bis actions; but it is significant
that far more money than this bas been voted to complete
the terminus and improve the arrangements of the Intercolonial Railway at Halifax, and the hon. member has nev&
attempted to arouse sectional feeling in other parts of the
Province against that expenditure. The bon. member may
be a courageous man; he may not know what timidity is ;
but ho would not talk so glibly of the way in which the
people of Pictou town are served by the Intercolonial Railway if ho had occasionally to risk bis life in crossing the
barbor there in winter. I see that the hon. momber for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) emiles. We had evidence of his ignor.
ance of that locality the other evening, and I need only remind him that it is not a laughing matter. If lives as
valuable as those of the hon. member for Bothwell and the
bon. member for Digby have not been actually lost on that
ferry, the lives of animals, valued down there perhaps as
mach as their lives, as well as valuable property, have been
lost in transit from the town of Pictou to Pictou Landing.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It appears to me that
this Bill is out of order. You will observe that clause 3
declares that the money appropriated shail be available for
the construction and acquisition of the work until the work
is completed and paid for. Now, I submit that that is distinctly in the nature of a grant of public money. The grant
at present available lapses on the 30th of June. Therefore
this Bill ought to have originated in committee, and have
gone through the requisite number of stages. It is an extension of the terms, and equivalent to a new grant.
Mr. SPEAKER. As I understand it, the money for this
work bas been already voted, and this Bill is only declaratory that the work for which the money bas been appropriated is part of the Intercolonial Railway.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If you will permit me,
that is not the point. This money, which has been voted,
was granted in Supply, and it lapses altogether on the 30th
June. Now, this Bill goes on to declare that this $250,000
shall b available until the work is completed and paid for.
84
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It may be, for aught we know, completed in four, five or six
years off, as the necessities of the on. member for Pictou
may require, and I think that is substantially a new grant.
Mr. SPEAKER. It will have to be put in the Supply
Bill again.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But here, Sir, is a new
appropriation of public monies by Statute, that ought te
have originated by resolution in comnittee.
Mr. SPEAKER. This is not appropriating any part of
public revenue. It is money already appropriated.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But only appropriated
to a certain day.
Mr. SPEAKER. Any money that bas not been, or is
not likely to be, expended before the 30th June, will have
to be revoted this year, or it cannot be used. The third
clause says, "the money as appropriated as aforesaid," that
is, appropriated by the Supply Bill ; this Bill does not appropriate it.
Mr. MILLS. Supposing the Bill to be carried with the
provision relating to the expenditure of money, would it
not make that a permanent charge ?
Mr. IVES. This money will not be ail expended before
the 30th June.
Mr. SPEAKER. This money appropriated by the Supply
Bill lapses on the 30th June, and it is only that money
which is appropriated. If it lapses it will not be spent
after the 30th June. It will be available till the work is
completed, but not after the 30th June, There must be a
Supply Bill every year for the money.
Mr. DAVIES. The wording of the Bill will have the
effect of extending the vote for an indefinite time. The
third clause reads: "The money appropriated shall be
available until the work is completed and paid for." In
passing the vote through the Committee of Supply last
year, the House merely authorised the e rpenditure of
money during the current year; but this is an amendment
extending the time, and, after this is passed, the Government have authority to expend the amount either before or
after the 30th June. It is practically a revote of the money
voted in Supply last year.
Mr THOMPSON (A&ntigonish). The money was voted
last year for this work, and a doubt bas arisen as to the
right of the Minister of Railways to enter into a contract
by which it is proposed to expend that money. Notwithstanding the tact that it has been voted by Parliament, his
authority to expend it for the construction of a branch of
the Intercolonial Railway, bas been questioned. The effect
of this Bill is simply to enable him to exercise the power
he bas under the Railway Act in respect of the Intercòlonial
Railway, and to apply the money to that purpose, not as a
revote, or extended vote, but simply to make it available
for the purpose.
Mr. MILLS. I do not think the Minister of Justice quite
apprehends the position taken by the hon. member for
Sonth Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright). The Government
have put a Bill before us which must, so far as this clause is
concerned, originate in committee under a resolution, unless
a sufficient provision was made by the Appropriation Bill
of last year. Now, the Bill is a charge upon the revenue of
the current year only, and lapses at the end of that year,
and a Bill founded upon that appropriation must be consistent with the appropriation iteoif. It must deal only with
the appropriation for this year for work that can be completedwithin the year. But that is not the intention. The
Minister proposes to take power to construct a railway
which will be a general charge, not upon the revenues of
this year, but upon the resources of Canada. It is a permanent charge upon them. If the Bill be carried, it will be
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a permanent charge, no matter whether there was an apMr. SPEAKRR. I would suggest that, in order to remove
propriation made in the ordinary provisions of the year or any doubts as to whether the money is intended to be availnot. It will be as much a statutory charge as the charge able when the vote lapses or the Supply Bill of the present
for the Governor General's salary, or any other charge year lapses, the last words should be struck out of the Bill:
against the revenue of the country. It is not a charge And shall be available for that purpose until the work is completed
against the revenues of the year founded upon the appro- and paid for.
priation made for the year, but a permanent charge against If these words are removed, and it were made plain that
the revenues of the country. Therefore the appropriation there must be a revote, that would remove any doubt, and
made last year is not sufficient authority for the third I think it is desirable that there should be no doubt that
clause of this Bill.
this is to be revoted.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). In so far as the Bill
Mr. MILLS. It will have to go into committee.
affects the construction of the railway by the expenditure of
Mr. SPEAKER, Yes, after this amendment is disposed of.
capital. it must be in order. The appropriation of $250,000
Mr. DAVIES. Whatever amendment might be moved
made last Session lasts until the first of July. We have
the right, therefore, without the intervention of the com- might take a different form. after the clause is amended.
mittee, to say that that appropriation shall, until the first
Amendment (Mr. Vail) by leave of the House, withdrawn.
of July, be applicable for the purpose mentioned in this
Order for third reading of Bill discharged, and Bill reAct.
ferred back to Committee of the Whole, amended and
Mr. MILLS. You do not say that.
reported, as amended.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). To that extent it is in
Mr. POPE moved the third reading of the Bill.
order, and if it is in order to the extent of the appropriation.
Mr. VAIL moved the amendment which he had previfor one day, it cannot be ruled out of order. The hon. gentleously
proposed (p. 661).
man points out that this Bill involves a general charge on
Mr. WOODWORTH. I do not rise for the purpose of
the public revenue, but that would apply to every Bill
intimating any intention of voting for the amendment, but I
under the Consolidated Railway Act.
the hon. member for
Sir RICHARD CA.RTWRIGHT. If the words "land do think that there is a greatdeal in what
IDigby (Mr. Vail) has incorporated in his amendment-that
shall be available for that purpose until the work is com- is,
there are other portions of Nova Scotia excepting
pleted and paid for " have any meaning, this is a distinct the that
city
and county of Halifax and the eastern portion of
statutory enactment that the 8250,000 voted up to the 30th
There are eight counties lying south and
June shall continue to be available for the purpose of car- Nova Scotia.
Halifax,
and those counties have not got a fair
west
of
rying forward this road until the work is completed and
money
in the extension of railways and the
share
of
public
paid for. It may be those words are wholly and entirely
improper there, but still they remain in the clause, andI opening up of facilities for the people of those different
cannot see how it can be contended they do not confer power sections. I do think that with the Nietaux and Atlantic
Railway lying there, 75 miles in length, in a state of delato use this appropriation after the 30th June.
pliation and collapse, owing to the want of funds to go on
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I thought I had stated with it, when Nova Scotia has given $6,000 a mile to that
my view on that point before. It is this: The Bill assumes work, a sum which is totally inadequate to carry it on, and
that the $250,000 has been appropriated for this work, but with the gap between Annapolis and Digby of some
that there is a deficiency in the authority of the Minister to 20 miles lying unfinished, with a great deal of
apply it to this work for want of suitable legislation in the bridging to do-I say I think, in view of these
Consolidated Railway Act. There has been doubt as to the facts, that the Government should give their attenapplication of that Act to a work of this description, and tion to these matters, and other matters connected
the Bill, without appropriating the money or extending the with the western part of the Province, and not to give all
appropriation as regards time simply, makes it available for the public money to the city of Halifax and the eastern
the purposes of the company.
part. I do not object to give money to the city of Halifax
Mr. DAVIES. The very argument the hon. Minister and the eastern part, where it is needed, and I have no
uses is one proof that the Bill is out of order, because in doubt that this is a very useful work which is contemplated
Committee of Supply this House authorises the expendi- by this Bill, and that it is very important that it'should be
ture of a certain sum until the firet of July, but the Bill doue ; but while these things are being done the Government should not leave the others undone. While I do not
goes further and provides for expenditure beyond that intend,
as I said before, to vote for the amendment of the
date,
hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail), still I leave it with the
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). It does not necessarily Government to say if they think they have got sufficient
go beyond the first of July. It is fully expeoted the work funds-and they ought to know whether they have or notwill be completed at that time.
whether they eau meet the just and equitable demands
Mr. DAVIES. Well, that is another question; but we of the western parts of the Province and the island of Cape
will keep to the point. The Bill says it shall not be con- Breton, which has no railway at the present time, and
fined to the first of July, but the money shall be available which has been in great need of it for many years. I prefor all time to come. Therefore, on the face of it, it is a sume that the Government know their business, and that
justification for the expenditure of money which has never they have undertaken to do this, believing that they will
been initiated or voted upon in Commnittee of the Whole.
be able, during this Session, also to provide for the other
Mr. IV ES. The hon. gentleman will see the position in parts of Nova Scotia.
which his contention would place the House. If ho is right
Mr. KIRK. Hon. gentlemen on this side of the House
this year, he will be right next year; and if the work could have been charged with opposing this grant because it is a
not be completed by the 30th June, 1887, we could never com- grant for Nova Scotia. For my part, I repudiate the
plete it, because we could not begin it without an Act. charge. I am a Nova Scotian, and i am willing to vote for
Granted that you cannot do it one year, and granted that any reasonable amount of money, or any amount the Governthe Supply Bill is only good for one year, you are in a ment choose to put in the Estimates, for any necessary
dilemma, and you could nover do anything at ail.
public works ; but I am not willing to vote away the peoMîr. MiLis.
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ple's money, the money that belongs to the people of Nova
Scotia, money which is to be charged to the people of Nova
Scotia, to build a second road for the town of Picton, to
build a road to a town of 3,000 inhabitants that bas already
a road, while, as the resolution put into your hands sets
forth, there are other portions of Nova Scotia proper, and
the whole of the island of Cape Breton, without a mile of
railway at ail. Now, Sir, I agree with what the hon.Lmember for Digby (Mr. Vail) bas said with regard te the
western counties. Here are several counties, for instance,
Shelburne, Queen's, and Lunenberg, with a population of
60,000, and not a mile of railway in any of these counties ;
yet the town of Pietou must get two railways, while these
have none. Then we have all the county of Halifax east of
the city, and the county of Guysboro', with a population
of over 40,000. These counties also have no railway facilities ; yet, these counties ought to be considered before we
build a second railway to the town of Pictou. Then there
is the island of Cape Breton with four or five counties, and
with an aggregate population of 95,000, with varied
resources of mines, agriculture, and fishing, but with not one
mile of railway ; yet, bere we are asked to vote money belonging to the people of Nova Scotia and to the people of the
island of Cape Breton, in order to build a second railway
to the town of Pictou. Sir, I repudiate the idea that we
oppose it simply because it is going to the Province of
Nova Scotia. It is not money voted to the Province of
Nova Scotia, but it is money voted to the town of
Pictou, which bas already one road. The hon. member for
Prince County, Prince Edward Island (Mr. Hackett), and
the hon. member for Inverness (Mr. Cameron), have
sought to justify this vote because it would give employment to our people. Why, Sir, are we to vote away money
for the special purpose of giving employment to the people.
If the Government should propose to build a modern Tower
of Babel upon some of the capes of Nova Scotia, would these
hon. gentlemen vote for the expenditure of the money simply
because it would give labor to our people ? Surely not.
Why, Sir, I opposed the expenditure of money which
was voted by this Parliament for a work in my
own county, and that at a time when I was running
an election and asking the votes of the people ; I opposed
the grant because I thought the work was unnecessary, I
considered it an absolute waste of money. Upon that
ground I shall oppose any grant, I care not for what
county, or for what Province. Sir, we are told by the hon.
member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) that the road will be a
remunerative one. The present road you have there is a
remunerative road, but will it be a remunerative
road if there is another built to perform the same work
that the present road is doing now. If you have to support
two roads to do the same amount of work that is
being done now by one, will the new road then be
remunerative ? I fancy not. Now, the hon. member for
Pictou said that he did not oppose the grant to other
branches. For my part, I did not oppose the grant to other
branches of the Intercolonial Railway, and I would oppose
a grant to no branch if the town to which it was to go
was in want of a railway. I am sure I would not oppose
the granting of money to build any road where I was sure
the publie intereet would be served byit. But it is because
the town of Pictou bas already a road that I oppose the
granting money to build a second one, and that, too, in
view of the fact that provision bas been made by this
Parliament to build a road from Oxford to New Glasgow
which will accommodate Pictou, whether this road is
built or not. Now, Sir, I was sorry to bear a remark made
by the hon. Minister of Justice in his speech upon this
Bill on Friday last, which I cannot allow to pass unnoticed.
I have to make an aology to that learned and exceedingly polite Minister or his high-minded and gentlemanly
reference to myself In the opening sentence of his speech.
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Had the hon. gentleman spoken in a higher tone of voice
so that I could have heard him, I would have acknowledged
the generous compliment at once, and I hope it does not
come too late now to be acceptable. The hon. gentleman's
remark is worthy of him, and shows the true inwardness of
the man, and is one for which I shall ever bear towards
him a grateful and kindly remembrance. Sir, theb hon.
gentleman is a very learned, wise and great man-in bis
own estimation, at any rate-and an exoeedingly important
man, and, liko Sir Oracle, "when h. opens bis mouth no
dog must bark." More than all that, he is a very brave
man, which I shall show before I am done. The hon.
gentleman, I have no doubt, bas not forgotten the geography of bis own county, a knowledge of which h.
obtained by riding by rail from Halifax to the town of Antigonish and back once or twice a year during the five years he
represented that beautiful county in the Local Legislature.
But a generous nature would have pardoned me if I, in
common with all Nova Scotians, have forgotten that the
hon. gentleman lad been for four years the AttorneyGeneral in a Nova Scotia Government. And why? Because
those four years of the history of Nova Scotia, so far as
railway enterprises are concerned, formed an entire blank.
That hon. gentleman with his party obtained power in that
Province in 1878 on the cry that Cape Breton and othor
sections of the Province required railways. H. came in ,o
Parliament in that year with a majority of twenty-one in a
Legislature of thirty-eight; and during that whole Parliament what did ho do to wards providing railways ? The
Government simply re-enacted a law which the hon. member for Inverness (Mr. Cameron) the other day said was
enacted by the previous Government for the purpose of
depriving Cape Breton of railways. That was one of tLe
acts which the hon. gentleman performed. I had almost
forgotten another piece of history. The hon. gentleman
also passed an Act incorporating a syndicate, a bogus syndi.
cate, that was to build railways everywhere-a syndicate
that had not one dollar of money and could not obtain one
dollar. Those being the facts, the bon. gentleman might
have pardoned me for having forgotten them. Then we
come to the time of a general election. In 1882 theb hon.
gentleman went to the country having a majority of
twenty-one. How did he return after the battle was over ?
Mr. SPEAKER. I must ask the hon. gentleman to keep
to the tenor of the Bill. The matter to which hoeis referring has nothing to do with it.
Mr. KIRK. The hon. Minister attacked me on that line.
He pretended to pay me a compliment by saying that I
had forgotten history. I want to point out that h. had
reminded me of some forgotten history.
Mr. SPEAKER. We must try to keep to the subject
under debate.
Mr. KIRK. I have been talking about the han. gentleman's performances in regard to railway building.
Mr. THOM PSON (Antigonish). I think the bon. gentleman should be allowed to go on.
Mr. SPEAKER. If the hon. gentleman is allowed to go
on, it will lead to an answer, and remarks will be made
backwards and forwards. Hon. members should keep to
the question under debate.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I hope the hon. gentleman will be allowed to finish the speech which h. got somebody to write for him since last Friday.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I rise to a point of
order. I think the Minister of Justice was entirely out of
order in making such a remark. It is not in consonance
with bis position in this House to throw such taunts across
the floor to an hon. member.
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Mr. BOWELL. The hon.gentleman should have gone
a little further, and said that the hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk) was distinctly ont of order in reading his
speech.
Mr. KIRK. I beg to say that I have not read my
speech. The remark made by the hon, gentleman is just
such as I might expect f•om an hon. member like the Minister of Justice. That I have notes of my speech indicating what I intended to say is true. I was going on to
state that the time came when the present Minister of
Justice had to appeal to the country for approval of his
conduet. He went to the country, and how did he return ?
Not in a majority, but a hopeless minority.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, chair.
Mr. SPEAKER. Some hon. members call "chair," and
I must hold that the hon. member, if ho has not the unanimous consent of the House, cannot refer to those old matters.
Mr. KIRK. Ministers should, if they do not wish to
provoke discussion, treat members with courtesy and respect.
louse divided on amendment of Mr. Vail.
Yass:
Messieurs
Allen,
Armstrong,
Au er,
Béehard,
Bernier,
Bourassa,
Burpee,
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Middlesex),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Cartwright,
Oasey,
asagrain,
Charlton,
Cook,
Davis,
Edgar,

Fisher,
Forbes,
Geoffrion,
Gilîmor,
Glen,
Guay,
Gunn,
Harley,
Bolton,
Innes,
Jackson,
King,
Kirk
Landerkin,
Langelier,
Lister,
ReCraney,

McIntyre,
McMullen,
Mills,
Paterson (Brant),
Ray
Rinret,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Scriver,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Trow,
Vail'
Watson,
Wells,
Wilson.-5l.

Messieurs
Montplaisir,
Fortin,
Foster,
Orton,
Paint,
Gaudet,
Gauit,
Pinsonneault,
Gigault,
Pope,
Girouaid,
Prun,
Guibault,
Reid'
Hackett,
Robertson (Hamilton),
Haggart,
Robertson (Hastings),
Hall,
Ross,
Royal,
gay,
Besson,
Scott,
Bickey,
Shakespeare,
Hilliard,
Shanly,
Homer,
Small,
Hurteau,
8proule,
l're,,
Btairs,
Colby,
Jamieson,
Taylor,
Oostigan,
Jenkins,
Temple,
Ooughlin,
Kaulbach,
Thompuon (Antigonish)
Towanhend,
Coursol,
Kilvert,
Oathbert,
Kinney,
Tupper,
Daly,
Landry (Kent),
Tyrwhitt,
Daouat,
Landry (Montmnagny), valin,
Dawson,
Lesage,
Wallace (Albert)
Desaulniers (Mask'ngé),Macdonald (King's),
Wallace (York),
Desaulniers (St.Maurice) Mackintosh,
Ward,
White (Cardwell),
Memter,
iokiBon$
MOa&UuM,
White(Hsug)
*aardins,
Dodd,
Mcarthy,
White (Renfrew),
Dugas,
McDougald (Pictou), Wigle,
Dund
McDougahll(0. Breton), Wood (Brockvile),
Everett,
McLelant
WoolI (Westmoreland),
Farrow,
McNeill,
Woodworth,
Ferguson(LeedskGren),Mitehell,
Wright.-107.
Ferguson (Welland),
Moffat,
Abbott,
Allison,
AM yOtt
Bmrker,
Bell,
Benoit,
Bergin,
Biondeau,
Bourbeau,
Bowell,
Bryson,
Burnham,
Burns,
Cameron (Inverness),
Campbell (Victoria),
Cerling,
Cochrane,

Amendment negatived, and Bill read the third time.
&ir RiciaRD CARTWRIGHT.

ApRIs 13,

REAL PROPERTY IN THE NORTU-WEST TERRITORIES.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish) moved the second reading of Bill (No. 10) respecting real property in the NorthWest Territories. He said: Mir Speaker, when this Bill
was introduced I took that opportunity of stating to the
House what the details of the Bill were, in so far as they
were connected with the main principles. I propose, before
coming to the second reading,to confine myself toa statement
of the two principles which appear to me to be involved in
this Bill, and a short statement with respect to the working
of similar enactments in other parts of the world. I am glad
to have the opportunity of making the few statements
which I desire to offer on this subject in the presence of
some gentlemen who have already given the subject a great
deal of attention. I am aware that the hor. member for
Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) on two occasions in two Sessions
drew the attention of the louse to the necessity of adopting a measure like this with respect to land in the NorthWest Territories. And the hon. member for Bothwell,
while Minister of the Interior, introduced a Bill embodying
the same principle, and he carried it through some of its
stages in this House, and I understand he has given the
anbject a great deal of attention since, and has more than
once, I think, brought the matter to the notice of Parliament. The two principles which, it seems to me, are involved in this Bill, and to which alone'I propose to draw the
attention of the louse this afternoon, are these: First, the
Bill proposes to give, in relation to titles to land in the
North-West Territories, facility of proof; second, it proposes
to simplify dealings with land in theNorth-West Territoriesk
As regards the first, the mode by which facility of proof
is to be attained, is principally the adoption ofthe
system of certificates of title, issued by registrars of the
different districts of the North-West, which certificates of
title shall be indefeasible and inoontrovertible evidence of
title. The House is quite aware, Sir, without my going
into detail this afternoon, of the system which prevalls in
the Provinces with respect to the registration of deedsthe House is aware that with regard to the proof of
titles there, a great deal of difficulty and expense nearly
always arises, and that as time goes on and titles become
more complicated, and the transactions in land become
multiplied, the difflculty is very largely increased. In
order to establish a title we have to go back to the grant
from the Crown, or so long a period back that there will be
a presumption of a grant from the Crown, and then investigate every transaction that has occurred since that time
in relation to the transfer of the property. We have, however not ended the dißficulty when we have completed
the searches, because, in relation to each transaction,
whether ii be a conveyance or the transmission of property
by operation of law, we have to extend the enquiry, for the
reason that at every stage of it, questions of fact arisequestions of pedigree, questions of marriage, questions
of forfeiture-and as to the actual execution of instruments, and while the investigation is exceedingly laborious
and becomes more so as time advances, the uncertainty increases at every stage. We propose, then, in accomplishing what I think a measure like this will aceomplish, to
establish facility of proof of the title by making the certificate of title which shall be isued by the proper officer safter
due investigation, after due proof, before hin or before some
competent authority-incontrovertible sud indefeasible evidence of title which shall not be contradicted even by the true
owner, in an action of ejeotment, or in any other proceeding.
The second object which we design to accomplish, that is simplification of dealing with land, is aecomphished by establishing uniformity in al eonveyances of the same clasa. We
adopt the system of short forma of conveyance, carrying
the implication of covenants which are not expressed.
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The signature is attested and registration is necessary to validity, and so fully is this to be the case, that the instrument
will not operate as a conveyance of the property until it is
registered. At the time of the registration of the instrument of transfer, the outstanding certificate of title
is to be given up to be cancelled, if the transfer is a complete transfer of the property. If it be only an encumbrance to the property, the certificate is to be produced, in
order to have a memorandum endorsed upon it indicating
what encumbrance is being made. As I said to the
House, when I obtained leave to introduce the Bill, following the system which has prevailed wherever this method
has been adopted, following the system which prevails
with regard to other species of property, the transfer of
which is like the tranfer which is adopted by this Billas, for instance, regulations with respect to shipping-no
trusts are to be recognised on the register, and no limitations affecting titles are to be there noticed. The doctrines of notice which affect titles in the Provinces
are to be abrogated, and any trusts are only enforcible by the courts of law as against the persons
who ought to be charged with them and not against the
property itself. This is essential of course in order to ensure the indefeasibility of the certificate of title, and make
the transactions accomplished preceding it, simple, plain
and effectual. I may mention that the experience in South
Australia, from which colony the Act is principally obtained,
and where it was originally put in operation, has been that
the simplification of the dealing with land, which I have
mentioned as the second principle involved in this Bill, has
been so completely accomplished that transfors, whether by
mortgage or sale, are said to be frequently accomplished in
the space of an hour, and at an expense of 10 or 20 shillingi
at the outside. There is, it is true, some danger of fraud
and of error in relation to any system whatever which aims
at and accomplishes simplification. The more simple, the
more direct, the more rapid these transfers are to be
made, the more danger there is both of fraud and
of error. It is quite true that it is barely possible
that the transfer should be successfully forged, and
succesfully put upon the register, and the legal owner be
deprived 'of his property by virtue of the indefeasible
character of te
certificate. It is likewise true
that it is barely possible in the investigation which
the officer has to make before issuing the certificate of
itle, that error may occur both as to persons and to
boundaries. But the experience which 1 am able to refer
to in the working of the Act in other countries, is satisfactory in that respect. Cases of fraud and of error are exeeedingly rare, and an assurance fund has been established
in almost every colony in which the system is worked, by
a small tax on the value of the property as it comes on the
register; and in South Australia a tax of one-fifth of one
per cent. has been found far more than sufficient to establish a fund for that purpose. I see that in the Act of a
like character which was adopted in the Province of Ontario for one portion of that Province, the fund was established by a tax of one-quarter of one per cent. on the value
of the property brought on the register. Another circumstance which gives us some confidence as to the successful
working of the system is, that in countries where it prevails, it has been found so advantageous to the
owners of property that in advertisements, indicating
that properties are for sale, it is put forward
as one of the advantages, one of the inducements to pur.
chasers, that the title has been registered under the Torrens
Act, indicating to purchasers that there is a certainty of a
good title and that the expenses of a long investigation can
be readily avoided. I think, Sir, that the opinion will be
almst unanimous in this House, that while the system
itself, in relation to any country in which it is feasible
to adopt it, has a great many advantages, we have
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peculiar facilities for putting it into force in the NorthWest, for the reason that we are there--as I stated to
the House when I addressed the House before on this
subject-near the root of the title. Comparatively few
patents of land have issued, the great proportion of land
there is still vested in the Crown, and in relation to those
tracts of land which have been patented, the subsequent
transactions are few in number. We have likewise the
advantage of having in that country a system of surveys
which tends to give some degree of certainty, regularity and uniformity te the boundaries of property
thereby avoiding the complications which have been
suggested as likely to arise in older countries,
were the boundaries are irregular, uncertain and changed
from time to time. We have also the circumstance that in
that country possessory rights are more notorious than in
older portions of the Dominion. I have noticed that whenever a discussion hs arisen in older countries as to the propriety of adopting the Torrens system, it has been readily
conceded that in the colonies where it has been adopted it
is a marked success, and the advantages likely to arise from
its application in older countries have only been questioned
on the ground that there are marked distinctions
botween the land systems of older countries and
newer ones, so that the advantages derived froi the
system in nàw countries like the North-West are not
possible in old countries like Great Britain, where
this subject has received a great deal of attention. In
one or two enquiries made by committees and royal commissions, after thorough investigation of the subject by the
examination of witnesses and the obtaining of reports from
different colonies where the system has been in force for
some time, it has been conceded in the reports to Parliament and to the Crown that the systema was succesful in its
operation in the colonies, although as applied to a country
like Great Britain its success might be doubtful. I mention
these circumstances for the purpose of expressing the
opinion, in which I think the House will agree with me,
that the North-West, in its present position, possesses
peculiar advantages for the adoption and trial of this
system. Now, I may detain the House for just a few
moments in reading very brief extracts from the reports
received from different colonies in which the system has
been in operation. In reply to questions put in Lord Kimberley's circular sent to the several colonial Governments
for the purpose of ascertaining the success of the system,
the Examiner of Titles in Adelaide stated in 1880:
" Up to the present time no difficulty whatever has occurred in carry-

ing out the ordinary transactions of land, such as transfers, mortgages,
and leases; and there can be no question as regards such transactions.
Land, in fact, being as
The Torrens system is a complete success.
easuily and securely dealt with as stock in the funds."

The Registrar General of Queensland states that since
the Act had been brought into force there, 15 per cent. of
the lands which had been alienated from the Crown before
the adoption of the Act had been voluntarily brought upon
the register, and that nearly 4,000,000 acres of lands, which
had been alienated from the Orown since, had been brought
under this system. As regards New Zealand, the report
was equally favorable. "lIn fact, the systen so far hs been
found equal to all the purposes of conveyancing." The
report of the Registrar General of Victoria was:
" The proportion of land under the Act is now about 7,557,000 acres,
or nearly one-eighth of the whole land of the colony. Titles of every
sort and kind, simple and complicated, have been registered, and from
the value of £5 to £10,000 and more.
The facilities for carrying out
morta s and paying them off are very great, and thoroughly appreciated bythe pubic. The erpense of either transactions is comparatively
triffing."

From New South Wales this is the report:
" Although the Act has been in operation eighteen years, no compensation has been made for the deprivation of property, nor has any
claim been mustained against the assurance fund, whic at the prisent
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time amounts to £38,000. The popularity of the Act is so well secured,
and the public generally have become so accustomed to our certificates,
and have such faith in their undoubted value, as in many instances to
decline accepting a property unless the title is registered under what is
universally styled Torrens' system."
From Tasmania the statement is:
" The real property Act has now been in operation in this colony for
more than eighteen years, during which time 13,714 dealings, all sorts
included, have been registered, and I consider that indefeasibility of
title has been practically secured, inasmach as I am not aware of any
case in which a registered title has been upset upon reference to the
law courts. More than one-sixth of all the lands alienated from the
Crown in this colony are now under the Act. It may, therefore, I think,
be predicted that the majority of transactions in reai property will soon
be conducted through the lands titles office, which may now be considered the statutory conveyancer of the colony."

intended, if there are objections, to remedy them. The
first section reads:-" Words directing or empowering a
Minister of the Crown to do any act or thing shall inolude
a Minister acting for him " and so on, in the same direction
as the second.
Mr. MILLS. I called the attention of the Government
to this subject last Session. Of course the patent issued to
a Minister by Ris Excellency on behalf of Her Majesty
authorises the Minister himself to discharge duties pertaining to a certain Department, and the hon, gentleman provides here to impower one Minister to discharge the duties
of another. That has long been a principle acted upon,
while there was a Minister responsible for the particular
From British Columbia this report came:
acts done by a colleague in his name and on his behalf,
" The title to real property bas been greatly simplified, without radi- which it was possible for him to ratify, it seems to me it
cal changes in the general law. Stability of title, with safety to pur- ought to be provided for by Statute. What I referred to
chasers and mortgagees, has been secured. The ownership of property, last year was that there was no patent issued by the Crown
both in town and country, is shown by the register at a glance, and
whether encumbered or not. It increases the saleable value of property. and no one ever authorised to discharge any duties in
It enables both vendors and purchasers to accurately ascertain the the Railway Department. The Minister of Railways
expense of carrying out any sale or transfer. It protects trusts, estates received bis position when there was no person to
and beneficiaries. It prevents fraudo, and protects purchasers and whom the Crown
had issued a patent for the discharge
mortgagees, and has operated so asuto almost entirely dispense with the
investigation of prior ttile. Loans on mortgage are effected, and trans- of the duties of that office. The office had been kept
fers of the fee are made, with as much ease as the transfer of bank vacant contrary to the intention of the law, and the Minisstock is made in England, a search of from five to ten minutes ter of Railways was authorised to
fill the office, as Acting
being all that is necessary to disclose the state of any registered title."
Minister, by somebody in some other way than that which
I have a report from the Registrar of British Columbia, the law provides under the great seal of the Province. It
coming down to the 31st of December, 1879, in which there is very plain that anyone who so acted was acting illegally.
are one or two additional observations which may be of in- When the hon. gentleman who is now regularly appointed
terest to the Ilouse. The Registrar states :
Minister of Railways, undertook to discharge the duties of
" Lawsuits with respect to the ownership of registered lands are Minister, without anypatent under the great seal of the
unknown, and must remain exceedingly rare so long as the principles Provin
he w
of the present system are in force.
Considered in an economical point of view, I believe it to be unequalled by any system for the was nndertaking te diecharge duties he had no authority to
registration or record or assurances, the registry books alone are about discharge by Iaw. Tho hon. gentleman proposes to provide
one-half less, and one bookkeeper only is necessary, where, under a for a regular instesd of an irregular mode of procoeding, g0
copying Act, at leaut three or four clerks would be required. Up to the
present time the fees of office, though fluctuating, have as a whole been
sufficient to pay all the expenses of the Department."

goos on to provide that:

I may mention as one qualification of what I have read,
IlAh acts hitherto dons by any Minister of the Orown, acting for
that in British Columbia the system is not exactly the another Minister, or, where suai office wa vacant lu the place of such
Torrens syetem. It is, so far as the registration of titles i Minister, are hereby ratified, eonfirmed and made vaiid.

concerned; but the methods of simplifying the dealings in
Mr. POPE. That ie good songe.
land has not been adopted there; but the old system of
Mr. MILLS. It would have been botter sense if the hon.
conveyancing, which we propose to abolish so far as the
North-West Territories are concerned, still existe in thatgtlaand
hiercoleagues hdofdice, Rs thellency
Province. In Manitoba, as you are aware, the Torrens obviously intended somo one should diseharge its duties.
system has been adopted and is stated to have operated The hon. gentleman's colleagne (Sir Chartes Tupper),
satisfactorily. Knowing that the Bill involves a greatMo
many details, the discussion of which would weary theth nst
itutio
,ofate
o
nd theapoiin
o
cinsttutnftecegndge
arint
o
House and be unproductive of any useful purpose, I confine
myself at this stage to these two points, which appear agree with them, the hon, gentleman and hie coleagues
to me to be the principles involved in the Bill, viz., the giv- set the law at defiance by failing te apnint or advise the
ing of facilities for the proof of titles, and the simplification
of proceedings in dealing with real property. For the rea- app on entl an nerte
discnarge the dties,
son that the Bill does involve details which require careful and hpon, entLm ertpokete ishargete
ito
thought and a comparison of opinions, I propose, if it be thelangapcontmet Lt esippos
tas
nter into
pleasure of the House, instead of referring it to the Commit- are otactoith cert preaseMinisteoowapro
tee of the While House, which no doubt would be properpwitout a imnt undrathegrat sat.hmocs honw pro
under some circumstances, to refer it to a select committee. pose
arhameter
afy ailyt h a lnd, u
In moving the second reading, therefore, I move that it beho
referred to a special committee to consist of Messrs. White conteththo idThat
e prtiaywhaehis do
(Cardwell), McCarthy, McMaster, Mills, Hall, Davies, WelTeejeather cnsdeation;anice, a nilisteial
don, Royal, Shakespeare, Desjardins and the mover.

dreferred
the seco, teimesudrefrr1
read
to,
agreed Motin
Motionond
eadtheeecnd
te Bill
IBti
aree
to Special Committee.iGoverument
THE INTERPRETATION ACT.
Mr. POPE moved the second reading of Bill (No. 80) te
amend the Interpretation Act.
Mr. MILLS. Explain.
Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman himself raised no
objection to the Acting Minister. The second provision is
Mr. TdToiPSON (Astigonish).

Toei

nte

osdrto;a

1ie

iitra

mght be regularly
office, under the provision of tis lsBi,it the
intention of the
kept vacant four or five years.
that should be doueTTho hon. gentleman
might, on the office ofMinieter of Justice becoming vacant,
1permit it to romain vacant, and withont tho appointment
of any person under the great seat undertake to diechargo
the duties himself.
Mr. POPE. Not very likely.
Mr. MILLS. WelI, it may net b. vey likely. Weupposed it would b. very unlikely- that the hon, gentleman
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would undertake to act as Minister of Railways without
being appointed, and yet, notwithstanding the remote possibility of such an act, it happened, and the hon. gentleman,
under the provisions of this Bill, might keep a Department
without a head for years.
Mr. POPE. Should the neceesity arise, the appointment
would be made; bat, if the necessity does not arise, it
would not.
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman sees that the law says
what the necessity is. Parliament has declared that such
an office eis necessary.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.
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Council, and whether the House, now that it is seized of
the subject, should not decide how those fines should be
applied. A very large amount of money every year is
irnposed, levied and collected under the Canada Temperance
Act. Whether the House would delegate to the
Governor in Council, the application of those fines
so levied, is a matter worthy of attention. Whether
the person who presecutes, or the municipality in
which the offence je committed, should get a ortion
of the money is a very serious question.In the
smaller towns and cities, the civic revenue used largely to
be augmented by these fines, and now these moneys are
lying there without any power on the part of the civic
authorities to retain them. My impression is that the first
FINES AND FORFBITURES BILL.
part of the section is a good one, that the fines should remain
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish) moved the second read- in the municipalities; but the second part gives power to
ing of Bill (No. 82) respecting the application of certain the Governor in Council which I do not know that the
Ilouse is prepared to give them.
lu point of fact, it deFines and Forfeitures.
gates to the Governor General in Council the whole power
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the object of and responsibility of dealing with the fines collected under
the Bill?
the Act, outside of the Province of Ontario. I think it is
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I suppose the hon. worthy of consideration whether the House itself should not
gentleman was not present when I made the explanation. designate the manner in which those fines should be applied.
I introduced it a few days ago, and I then stated that there
Mr. THIOMPSON (Antigonish). There is no objection
were certain Acts of this Parhiament imposing fines, penal- to the second reading ?
ties and forfeitures in respect of which there is no provision
Mr. DA VIES. None whatever.
as to how thoee fines and forfeitures shall be disposed of.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think there should be
There is in the Interpretation Act a provision as to how
fines and penalties recovered in a certain way are to be dis- some provision for a due account of the fines and forfeitures
posed of, but a recent decision of the Supreme Court of the and moneys received being laid before the House, either by
Dominion has established that that enactment only applies formal communication within the first fifteen days of the
to*penalties which are recovered in suite for penalties, and Session, as in many other cases, or by a regular account
not to criminal proceedings or quasi criminal proceedings. being kept, debit and credit, in the Public Accounts, which,
It is proposed, therefore, by the first section of this Bill to perhaps, would be the preferable manner of dealing with
provide that penalties, fines and forfeitures in regard to the matter. Has the Minister of Justice considered that
which no other provision is made, shall belong to the1 point, or has he any proposal to make in reference to it ?
Crown for the public uses of Canada. By the second clause
Mr. T HOMPSON (Antigonish). I have not considered
we propose to take power to the Governor General to the mode of keeping the account to which the hon. gentleappropriate those fines and penalties in any manner that man refera, but I will give it my attention.
may be deemed for the public interest.
Mr. CASGRAIN. I would call the attention of the
Mr. DAVIES. I think the decision of the Supreme Minister to the fact that this Bill is not printed in French.
Court to which my hon. friend refers is not exactly as he Of course, there is no objection to Private Bills going into
has stated it. It arose under the Interpretation Act, and as committee without being printed in French, but a Public
to the application of the fines under the Scott Act. The Bill is a matter of more moment than a Private Bill. I
Interpretation Act providles that all fines, the mode of merely call attention to it, not to stop the legislation, but I
recovery of which was not specially provided for by the Act do not think it is right.
which imposed them, should be recovered before a civil
Motion agreed to, and Bill rcad the second time.
court, and another part of the section provided for the disposition of the fines. The question before the Supreme SUMMARY PROCEEDINGS BEFORE MAGISTRATES.
Court was whether those two portions of the section were
to be construed as one section or whether the latter part of
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish) moved the second readthe section was to be construed by itself, in reference to the ing of Bill (No. 84) to make further provisions respecting
disposition of the fines-in other words, where an Act like Summary Proceedings before justices and other Magistrates.
the Canada Temperance Act provided a mode for the He said: The House, I presume, is aware that probably,
recovery of fines, whether the specific appropriation of the most technical branch of law is that which relates to
these fines in the Interpretation Act applied; and the court convictions for offences against the criminal law, and the
held, no doubt very properly, that it did not apply in laws imposing penalties of any kind. That branch of our
such cases, and therefore, did not apply to the anada law has very largely to be administered by magistrates who
Temperance Act; therefore all fines levied under that are not skilled in legal procedure, in consequence of which
Act belonged to the Crown, except those levied in the great facilities are given for the setting aside of convictions
Province of Ontario.
I suppose the main object of which are required by the interets of justice and of order.
this Bill is to appropriate these funds in a certain This Bill, which has come to this House from the Senate,
way. I have no doubt, as far as the Maritime Pro- proposes to remove some of the technical objections by which
vinces are concerned, that it is required; but whether convictions of magistrates are continually defeated, and It is
the wording of the Bill will carry out the intention of the warmly approved by members of the profession in almost
hon. gentleman is a matter of doubt. Perhaps it had better every part of the Dominion. A statute in the same lins was
be discussed in committee, as I take exception to so ne of passed by this Parliament last Session, but owing to changes
the phraseology. The hon. gentleman vests in the Governor in one or two of the sections, which were altered during the
in Council the power of deciding how those fines passage of the Bill through Parliament, it was really made
should be applied absolutely, and it is questionable whether ineffectual, and the object of this Bill is to invite Parliament
that power should be vested in the Governor General in again to reconsider the original propositions of the Bill,
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which were to remove the serious technical objections
which s- often result in defeating convictions which are
required in the interests of justice. I have a memorandum
upon the subject with regard to the details of the Bill, with
which I shall not trouble the House at this stage, but which
I will give the House more fully when we go into committtee.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.
THE LIGHTHOUSE AT CAPE RACE.
House resolved itsolf into Committee of the Whole to
consider a certain proposed resolution (p. 513) on the
subject of the transfer of the lighthouse at Cape Race to
Canada.
(In the Committee.)
Mr. FO3TE R. The object of the Bill which is to be
founded on this resolution, is explained in the resolution
its3elf. It is to take over the lighthouse at Cape Race,
whieh was built and hitherto maintained by the British
Government, and which it is proposed to transfer to
Canada. This lighthouse was built somewhere about the
year 1856, and the fund out of which the expense of
its maintenance has been paid, has been raised by a
tax upon shipping passing through between Europe
and America, nortb of New York, of, I think, oneeighth of a penny per pound. For a number of years
back the Canadian Government, rather than submit the
shipping, going from our ports to the Old Country, to that
tax, has been itself paying the ta, amounting to some
8 1,200 per year. The time of the transfer is fixed in the
Bill for the first of July of this year. The fund which bas
been raised in that way from a tax on shipping will amount
to somewhere near $100,000, and that fund is to be transferred to Canada, as well as the lighthouse. There are
some 300 acres of land in connection with the lighthouse
and the lighthouse itself is in a very fair state of repair.
Under the system of management by the British authorities it has cost about $7,000 per year for its maintenance; but it can be maintained a great deal cheaper
by Canada, owing to the contiguity of position and
other considerations.
It is supposed, after fairly estimating it, that the annual cost of keeping it up will be
somewhere in the neighborhood of $1,000, so that we
shall have the fund of 8100,000 transferred to us, while we
undertake the management of the lighthonse, which bas
cost heretofore, on the average, between $6,000 and 87,000,
and which, it is behieved, we eau maintain for $4,000. It is
a condition of the transfer that all lighthouse dues will be
abolished, which have amounted to about $1,200 per year,
so that altogether it seems to me that this arrangement
will be a favorable one to Canada, as the lighthouse belongs
to our system geographically, and it is very important to
our commerce.
The necessary legislation bas been provided for in the Old Country, and we now ask for similar
legislation here.
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might make regulations under the provisions of the British
North America Act that would have force beyond the
marine lague. But I think there is a despatch in the
possession of the Government, written by Lord Carnarvon,
where our jurisdiction beyond the marine league is contested.
Now I can understand how we might htoquire property the
same as any private individual, and how we might enter into
a contract with some proprietor for the purpose of holding
Cape Race lighthouse as a private property; but that we
could exercise any legal jurisdiction over the party who
might be put in charge of that lighthonse, or subject him to
any regulation that might be made by the Department here,
I do not understand. I think, before we undertake to
acquire the lighthouse, and make regulations with regard
to it, and to ineur expense, we ought to know in what
character and in what way we are doing this. It may be
that this lighthouse, as the hon. gentleman has said, is a
necessary part of our lighthouse system, and it might be
considered that the whole island of Newfoundland is a
necessary geographical part of our political organisation.
But it is not so as a matter of law, It is outside of our
Dominion, and so is the lighthouse. I should like to know
in what way we are going to acquire this, and what sort of
control we are going to exercise over it.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). There can be no doubt
about the soundness of the principle stated by the hon.
gentleman, but an Imperial Statute bas been passed, or is
on its passage now, through the Imperial Parliament,
exactly in the teris of the Bill which my hon. colleague
proposes to introduce in this House. The Bill sets ont that
we ave the right to acquire this property by this transfer.
Sir RICIARD CAR WRIG IT. Does that legislation
propose practically to give us jurisdiction over those 309
acres in Newfoundland ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). Yes. The Bill to be
introduced hure is a eounterpart of the Imperial Statute.
Mr. VAIL. I know there bas been an arrangement
existing for a long time between the Canadian Government
and the Imperial Government in regard to this lighthouse.
I never could understand why the Dominion should have
to pay a large sum for the maintenance of this light and
Newtoundland be exempt from payment. The light is as
useful to Newfoundland comparatively as it is to the
Dominion, and I repeat that I never could understand why
Newfoundland should not have contributed a certain
amount. It is quite true, as the Minister of Marine has
said, that under the arrangement there is to be a transfer of
$100,000, which will be equivalent in interest to the amount
of $4,000; but if the lighthouse has cost $7,000 yearly for
maintenance I do not know how the Minister expects to
maintain the light and keep the building in repair for
$4,000. It las cost us 81,200 a year towards its maintenance, and if it can bu maintained without incurring any
additional cost over 81,200, it is desirable to take it under
the control of the Dominion Government, because in that
Mr. MILtLS. I do not know in what way the hon. gen- way our shipping will be exempt from lighthouse dues,
tleman proposes that we should exorcise control over the which will be rather a favor to them. It seems to me the
lighthouse and whether it is under the juriediction of Minister of Marine should have entered into some cerreCanada or whether we are simply to be regarded as private spondence with the Newfoundland Government and ascercontractors acting under the Government of Newfoundland. tained if they would be wilhing to contribute a certain
amount for this light and pass the necessary legislation to
I do net know whether the opinion of the Minister of Jus.- flfil
terptof
the agreement.
tice has been taken on this matter, but the ordinary rule
their part o
that as been applied to us, I think, since Confederation,
Mr. McLELAN. We have already some three or four
is that we have no jurisdiction beyond the marine league. lights on the coast of Newfoundland which we are supplyand that our jurisdiction is confined within our territorial ing, and judging by the cost of those, we docided that we
himits. I have, on two or three occasions before, expressed I eould maintain Cape Race light at less cost, or at aIl events
the opinion in the flouse that when control was given over for the same aemount we are paying yearly, and the interest
the subject of shipping and navigation, and when control waa upon the sum that wouId be transferred with the lighthouse.
given over maritime defence as well as over land defence, we Having our vessels employed in the service, and visiting
Mr. THoMPsoN (Antigonish).
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the coast where the other lights are, we considered we Department, and I may say that it was very necessary for
could maintain Cape Race light at very much less cost than the trade of Canada. It was originally placed there at the
is now paid by the British Government; and, therefore, we instance of Canada Canada could not undertake to construct
proposed to accept the proposition of the Imperial Govern- the fog alarm, so representations were made if my memory,
Ment to take the lighthouse over and the fund connected serves me, by the Department and the work was
constructed,
with it.
and it has proved of greater service to Canada than any
Mr. DAVIES. What annual charge will this involve light or fog alarm that I know of. While it was done by
the British Government on the representation of Oanadian
upon the revenue of the country ?
Ministers, a certain tar had to be levied for the purpose
Mr. FOSTER. The expense of maintaining it over a of maintaining it, and all vessels sailing north of New York
series of years has reached an average of from 86,000 to contributed towards that light and fog alarm. But Canada
$7,000 per annum. It is estimated that it can be maintained found the sum so small, involvingr as it did much
by the Dominion Government for about 84,000 a year. trouble to her shi t.owners, that Canada agreed to pay, for
We came to that conclusion after having gone fully and removing the tax on her vessels, $1,200 a year, and they
thoroughly into the matter. We now pay 81,200 a year agreed to pay that and exempt Canadian vessels from the
rather than have vessels coming to our ports taxed for light operation of making entries and all that kind of thing.
dues. As has been said, we shall obtain the fund of 81O0,000,' Now, I do not know upon whst basis the Minister estimates
whioh at 4 per cent. will reach about $4,000 a year. We the cost of maintaining it, but whatever the cost may be,
shall save the $1,200 and have the interest derivable from and I do not suppose it would be unreasonable, it would be
the fund. The cet cannot be more than it is now; the money well laid out in the interests of Canadian shipping.
assumption is that it will be substantially less.
I have looked into the matter fully, I have read alHtho
Mr. DAVIES. What gives the hon. gentleman the correspondence connected with it and I am satisfied that
assurance that the Government are going to save about the Bill is one in the right direction.
83,000 a year. The light costs now 87,000 'when maintained
Mr. VAIL. Does the bon. gentleman mean to say that
by the British Government, and the Minister estimates that the lighthouse at Cape Race was erected at the request of
it will cost Canada only about 84,000. On what basis does the Canadian Government ?
he make the calculation ?
Mr. MITCHELL. No; what I said was that the fog alarm
Mr. FOSTER. One basis of making the estimate is that was erected by the British Government on representations
we have already, as has boen stated by my colleague the made by the Canadian Government as to its necessity, and
hon. Minister of Finance, maintained a number of light. the plans and specifications were furnished by the Dapart.
bouses on thst coast, and we know what the cost of main- ment over which I had control during my administration.
tenance bas been, and what staff is necessary to maintain The estimates of cost were also furnished by us, and it was
the lighthouse at Cape Race. Instituting a comparison of at the request, as I say, of the Canadian Government that the
the cost of those lighthouses to Canada and the expense of British Government undertook the matter in the interests
Cape Race lighthouse to the British Government, with whom of British and Canadian commerce, and the commerce of
the expenses are on a larger scale than in our case, with the world-or at least that portion of the commerce of the
these as base+ the estimate was made that the light can be world north of New York, because all vessels north of New
maintained for abaut $4,000 a year.
York sailing to the British Islands had to contribute
towards its maintenance, because it was assumed that they
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman knows that that lightbenefit from it.
house is probably of far greater importance than some came in that direction and derived
others; therefore the expenEe is larger. What is tho state
Mr. VAIL. No doubt the hon. gentleman is right, but
of repair of the lighthouse at Cape Race ?
I understood that there was a light on Cape Race before
Mr. POSTER. I can probably give more information the Provinces were confederated.
with respect to that matter when the Bill is before the
Mr. MITCHELL. There may have been a light, but
House; but I can state generally that the lighthouse is in a there was no fog alarm; probably there was a light. Howfair state of repair. We have had some examination made ever, a fog alarm was particularly needed because there was
with respect to the matter, and the reports are in the Depart- no point where more shipwrecks, and more disastrous shipment. Those indicate that the building is in a fair state of wrecks, occurred than at that point, owing to the prevalence
repair, in as good a state of repair as lighthouses usually are, of fogs.
some expenditure having to be made on them yearly. Of
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If I understand right,
course it is a large lighthouse, but yet we have the figures
we
are to get $100,000, which is equal to $4,000 a year
as to the cost of maintenance and the exact number of
employees necessary, and it is not a difficult matter to forever.
arrive at the conclusion that it can be maintaired more ecoMr. POSTER. The amount accumulated is about
nomically than at present.
8100,000. That remains with Qanada, we binding ourMr. VAIL. I understand that this light has been under selves to keep the light free forever.
the control of the Dominion Government and that they have
Resolution reported and concurred in.
contributed a certain amount annually towards its mainMr. FOSTER introduced Bill (No. 100) respecting the
tenance.
transfer of the Lighthouse at Cape Race, Newfoundland,
Mr. POSTER. Nothing except the $1,200. In order to and its appurtenances, to the Dominion of Canada.
relieve commerce and make it free from Canadian ports to
ports of Great Britain, the Dominion Government volunBill read the first time.
tarily assumed that payment rather than have our vessels
charged with light dues The hon. gentleman is right in
CHIGNECTO MARINE RAILWAY.
this, that that amount of $1'200 went to the fund and it was
ont of that fund that this expenditure was made.
Mr. POPE moved that the House resolve itself into ComMr. MITCEIELL. In regard to the Cape Race lighthouse, mittee of the W hole to consider a certain proposed ý'esoluI know some little about it from old associations with the tion (page 513) respecting the Chigneeto arine ailway.
go
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Explain.
Mr. POPE. The hon, gentleman will remember that
there was a vote for this railway a few years ago-I think
in 1882. The company were to have time to carry out the
arrangement and we were to give them a subsidy upon the
road being built and running to the satisfaction of the
Government. We were to pay them $150,000 a year for
twenty-five years. That is the position in which the matter stood until last summer, when Mr. Ketchum, the gentleman with whom the arrangement was made, asked us to
reduce the time to twenty years, and to increase the amount
correspoudingly to the sum of $170,602, which amount was
arrived at by actuarial calculation. An agreement was
entered into, dependent upon the sanction of the House to
meet those views. There is no other alteration in the
arrangement except one, and that is to this effect; that in
case the earniugs of the undertaking should excecd 7 per
cent. per annum, the company agrees to pay over to the
Government one-half of the surplus profits.
Mr. VAIL. Nothing is to be paid until the scheme is
completed ?
Mr. POPE. No.
Mr. MITCHELL. On the principle upon which I supported another vote to-day, I suppose I ought not to vote
against this, because it provides for the spending of money
in the Maritime Provinces, and as we never get anything
like our share of public money, of course I could not con.
sistently vote against it. I will say, however, that of all
the votes I have ever had to give in this Parliament, there
is none that suggests itself to my mind as so utterly
useless as this vote of $3,750,000-because that is
what it will cost before we are through with
it. Of course the country is committed to it.
But they are coming here asking for changes in the conditions under which that grant was made; aid my hon. friend
who always places this question so plausibly before this
House, would only do what, in my opinion, would be in the
interest of the country, he would refuse to make any alteration ; he would say, there is the bond, we have been foolish enough to promise this money, but we are giving it for
a public undertaking, as to which we have to ask ourselves
if the work is ever completed-and I do not believe it will
be-what vessels are to be carried over that railway. There
is, comparatively speaking, no traffic; there have never
been any reliable statistics presented to the flouse to show
what vessels would be carried over it; there is no tonnage
which would be carried to or from the Bay of Fundy that
would not go around ; and there would not be enough traffic
to pay for the grease that would oil the wheels. But we
are facilitating the means of getting money, and I suppose
it would come from foreigners. The only justification I
have for the vote is that it is going into the Maritime Provinces, and therefore I will not say any more about it, but
I do not approve of it.
Mr. DAVIES. I am afraid I have not reached that
exalted state of political righteousness that, my hon. friend
has. He seems to agree with the moral rule that the lon.
member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) has laid down, that it is a
crime to oppose any expenditure in the Maritime Provinces
no matter how absurd or ridiculous it may be.
Mr. TUPPER.

I did not say that.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon, gentleman did not use those
exact words, but no other inference could be drawn from
his language with reference to the hon. member for Digby.
He said it was a curious time for the Ion. member for
Digby to object to the expenditure of money, and a curious
thing that he should object to the expenditure of money in
the Province of Nova Scotia. Now, I think it is time we
Mr. Porr,
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called a halt in these matters, and got our common sense
about us, and judged of the expenditure of large sums of
money on the ground of their utility and necessity, and not
on the ground that they are for the Maritime Provinces. I
have no doubt that within a few days or a few weeks there
will be an application made to this House for the expenditure of a few millions more or less, to build a tunnel between
Prince Edward Island and the mainland.
Mr. MITCHELL. You do not object to that, do you ?
Mr. DAVIES. We will see when the proposition comes
down whether it is feasible or not; but I suppose those
gentlemen who defend the expenditure of money simply
because it is for the Maritime Provinces, would be prepared
to defend that proposition, whether the scheme were practicable or not. But I think this is too serious a matter to
dismiss with a little badinage. 'This Parliament is not
committed to this expenditure; the country is no doubt
committed by the action of a previous Parliament; but this
scheme, which has been so much laughed at, has never
been seriously discussed in this House, and the House has
never had any statistics on the subject placed before it.
It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess,
Mr. DATIES. I do not want to detain the House from
going into Committee on this Bill. My main reason for
rising at all was to express my surprise that we had not a
little fuller explanation from the hon, Minister as to his
proposed change in the subsidy he proposes to give to the
Chignecto Marine Railway. The hon. gentleman is always
very short, even if not very clear, in his explanations. I
do not think we can complain that he occupies very much
of the time of the House; on the contrary, we can complain
that, being a Minister in charge of a very important Department, and controlling the expenditure of a very large portion of the public money, he relies so implicitly on the
confidence his followers seem to have in his prescience and
knowledge, that he is prepared to ask them to go it blind
on nearly every occasion. The lion. gentleman will admit
that on this occasion he has made a somewhat important
change in the terms of the contract, which has not, to
put it mildly, the approval of the practical men; and my
only object in rising was to ask him to give some
fuller explanations than he has done of the scope and
effect of that change. I understand that this Bill, author-

ising a subsidy to be paid to the tune of $8150,000a year to

this railway company-he proposes now to make it $170,000-was one of the last acts done by the last Parliament
just previous to au election. I would not hint in the slightest that the vote of this subsidy was intended to have the
sligbtest effect on the vote of the counties through which
this railway was to run. But it is rather remarkable that
the subsidy has lain dormant these four or five years, that
not a single shovelful of clay has been raised or a stroke of
work done during those years, and that now, when it is
believed we are approaching another election, and the
electors of those counties are to be asked again to express
their confidence or want of confidence in the Government,
the terms of the subsidy are changed so largely in
favor of the company.
1 think the hon. gentleman
might have explained to us a little more clearly
whether or not there is any prospect of this company carrying out this work, whether it has made any, or
what arrangements with capitaliste, whether there is any
possibility of the work being undertaken before another
election takes place, and the terms generally of the agreement which the Department over which he presides entered
into with the promoters of the enterprise after the Act was
passed; because, if I understand the matter correctly, there
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was no agreement made between the Government and the Act empowering the Government to enter into a contract
promoters previous to the passing of the Act. The Act for the building of the Ohignecto Railway. At the time of
was a more guarantee passed to secure the support of Confederation this great work of building canal, which
capitalists, and the agreement with the Government was would connect the waters of the St. Lawrencea with
the Bay
arrived subsequent to its passage. Surely the House has a of Fundy, was first proposed, and a board of commissioners
right to be informed of any agreement the lion. gentleman was appointed to report on that question. Eminent
entered into.
engineers were sent to the Lower Povinces to make a
survey of the route and an estimate of the proposed cost.
Mr. POPE. I laid it on the Table.
Mr. Page also made a report in 1871, and a vote of
Mr. DAVI ES. When ?
$1,000,000 was placed in the estimates for the purpose of
Mr. POPE. Some three or four weeks ago.
commencing this canal. Although there was no specific
pledge made, it was tacitly understood this work would be
Mr. DAVIES.. The new agreement?
commenced in the Lower Provinces, and I hope the policy
Mr. POPE. The Act was the old agreement.
of the Government will be to carry ont, as far as possible,
Mr. DAVIES. The Act contemplates that the Depart- all the pledges made and agreements entered into, whether
ment should enter into an agreement with the promoters. specifically or otherwise, with the different Provinces
I want to know if the hon. gentleman did so, and when, at Confederation. Hon. gentlemen have charged me
and the ternis of that agreement, as well as the terms of with advocating the work in Nova Scotia, simply
the new agreement he proposes to enter into now. In the because it would give employment to local labor. That was
very few remarks he made, so far as I was able to catch not the argument I advanced as I do not care to raise
their purport, it was that we are not increasing the liabili- the sectional cry in this Parliament, but we have heard in
ties of the Dominion by this change in the subsidy. In one the Lower Provinces, from the hon. gentleman's own supsense, that is true, but in another sense it is not strictly porters and the Grit press of those Provinces, that the whole
correct, when $3,500,000, which we are to pay to a expenditure of the Dominion was used in the construction
company, and which was to be spread over a period of of public works in the west. While I was advocating,
twenty-five years, is now to be spread over a period of therefore, the building of the railway from Stellarton to
twenty years instead. Although the hon. gentleman is Pictou, I only brought out the idea that now that the
accustomed to deal with millions, still when it comes to a Government had fairly relieved itself with regard to engagematter of 83,500,000 he ought to explain a little more in ments in the west, it was time they should pay a little
detail the nature of the bargain he is making. flowever, I more attention to the east. I am surprised that any hon.
will not detain the House going into committee on the gentleman representing a constituency in the Maritime
resolution, and in committee we can have the explanations. Provinces should raise his voice on this occasion to condemn
Mr. POPE. I will explain the matter a little more fully the building of the Stellarton-Pictou branch, so as to prenow if it has not been fully explained before. Some three vent, if possible, the expenditure of money in the Eastern
weeks ago, this contract, and it is the only one, was laid on Provinces, for the hon. gentleman was one of the loudest
the Table, and the hon, gentleman lad only to look at it and among his colleagues in denouncing the Government for
he would have found out all the conditions and circumstances their course in spending the money of the country in the
made with the company. It is true that the Act was passed west. The hon. gentlemanfrom Queen's (Mr. Davios) has
in 1882, and Mr. Keifer, the promoter of the Bill, had not thought proper on this occasion to refer to a projeot
been able to get up his company until some time last sum- which is now pretty well matured, that of constructing
mer, when he came and said it was desirable this change a sub-aqueous railway between Prince Edward Island and
should be made. If the work is not built satisfactory to the the mainland. He says we are asked to vote $3,500,000
Government, there is no harm done, for there will not be a for the building of the Chignecto Railway, and that the next
startling expenditure will be about 85,000,000 for the purpose
dollar paid until the work is completed.
The hon. gentle- of connecting
Prince Edward Island with the mainland, and
man knows well that when the Canal Commission was
he says it is time to stop large expenditures of this kind.
appointed some years ago, not only to examine Bay Verte That was not a very patriotic speech of the hon, gentleman.
Canal but the Welland and other canals, and report, it ie should make no
comparison, as regards the scheme
reported in favor of Bay Verte Canal, which, accordingto
them, would cost $6,000,000, but, according to Mr. Page, introduced in another branch of the Legislature for the ur.
carrying out the terms of Confederation.
hat
would cost from $8,000,000 to 810,000,000.
The object cf pose of has
no connection with this. This idea of bnilding
this resolution is to keep faith with the Lower Provinces. scheme
a ship railway will, if carried out, be of great benefit to the
This ship canaltrade of Canada. We know that vessels coming down the
Mr. DAVIES. Does the hon. gentleman believe in it.
St. Lawrence on their way to southern ports have to cirMr. POPE. I have very good authority here for believ- cumnavigate the Peninsula of Nova Scotia, and the building
ing in it. Some of the most scientific mon on this conti- of a marine railway will at once bring that shipping into
nent declare here they have perfect confidence in it. the Bay of Fundy, and thereby reduce the great risk and
Whether I have or not, I do not know much about it, and I expense and time required in coming around the peninsula.
might be a little sceptical, but I say it is worth trying. If The hon. gentleman said there were no statistics at all in
we can have this for one-quarter the cost of the Bay Verte connection with the matter but that the House had blindly
Canal, I say let us try it. The hon. gentleman will find, if voted. I would tell him this question was discussed in 1882,
it works well, that we will have saved at least two-thirds oft though, of course, young men like him (Mr. Davies) and the
the cost of the Bay Verte Canal. We felt ourselves bound, hon. member for Northumberland had not seats then in the
as my hon. friend knows who rather objects to this to-night' House, and are therefore not qualified to speak on this point,
to do something for the Bay Verte Canal. We felt we but we had the figures, statistics and facts before us, and it
ought to keep faith, and so did this House, and when the was clearly shown by the thon Minister of iRailways (Sir
Act was brought down by my predecessor, we felt if we Charles Tupper), that he estimated 600,000 tons of shipping
could get this for one-fourth the cost, and if it answered the and freight generally would be taken across this railway.
This was the report made, that a great deal of the trade
purpose, it was worth trying.
from Upper Canada, from fHamilton, Toronto, Ottawa,
Mr. HACKETT. I cannot understand why there should 1Montreal and Quebec, going down the St. Lawrence and
be any great objection to the amendment proposed to thei east for southern ports, would necessarily pas@ over this
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railway, and be c~nvinced this House of the great necessity
for building this railway, and the great benefit it would
prove to be for the trade of Canada. Now, although four
years have elapsed, and nothing very practical has been
done, yet I do hope that the company having seen their
way clear, after having considered the matter and placed
their stock on the European markets-and I believe they
have had a very fair offer of the money-no obstacles will
be placed in the way of the Government carrying this out,
but that Parliament will amend the Bill, and thus keep
faith, as the Minister of Railways said, with the people of
the Maritime Provinces, and will show that no interest
which they had at heart at the time of their entrance into
Confederation will be neglected, but that, now that the
Government have fulfilled the pledges they made in regard
to railway communication with the west, the pledges which
were mae to the Provinces in the east and the contracts
entered into and the promises made at the time of Confederation will be carried out.
Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I desire to refer to a
remnarkof the hon. member for Queen's, Prince Edward
Island, (Mr. Davies) who said that so far no money las
been spent and no work has been done on this enterprise,
I bélieve that Mr. Ketchum, the promoter of the enterprise,
lias devoted his time almost entirely for a number of years
to the work of bringing the scheme to its present position,
and that also he as expended a large amount of money,
that he has had a number of surveys made in con nection
with the location of this railway, and that a considerable
amount has been expended in testing the undersoil in the
district through which the railway is supposed to pass, in
order to show that it is practicable. At the present time, that
gentleman is in England negotiating with capitalists, in
order that the company may raise the money which is
necessary to carry out the scheme in view. I feel that that
,gentleman has been justified in taking the course he has
by the action of Parliament in the past in regard to this
matter. I feel that, whether this scheme is practicable,
from an engineering point of view, or not, whether it lias
any commercial value or not, that gentleman, at ail events,
has had good reason to believe that this scheme would
receive the sanction of Parliament, from the fact that, as
the hon. member who last addressed the House has said,
the importance of connecting the waters of the Bay of Fundy
with the waters of Northumberland has been repeatedly
dîseussed in this House and in the press of the
wuntry. Up to this time I believe the importance of this
worýhas nover been called in question. It is no doubt as
the result of the action of Parliament and the discussion
w4ich has taken place, and the general expressions of
public opinion in favor of this work, that the promoters of
thià sheme have been led to devote years to the study and
development of this scheme, and in doing so to expend large
sums of money. I know they have brought this matter to
the attention of eminent engineers both in Great Britain
and America, and in reference to its practicability from an
engineering point of view, I know it has received the support of those gentlemen. Its commercial value has been
reccgnised by the boards of trade in the varions cities of
this Dominion, and I am led to believe that the promoter
of this scheme is now in a fair way to raise the necessary
capital to enable him to construct the work. However
that may be, after the action which Parliament has already
taken and after the promoter has been led to make so large
expenditure, it wquld be contrary, I believe, to all precedent
that Parliament should even express a want of confidence
in the commercial value of the scheme.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you believe in it? Do you believe
in it as a commercial scheme ?
Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). Whether I believe in it or
not is of no importance to this House or to anyone else ; but,
Mr. BacÂETT.
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with regard to the commercial importance of the scheme,
the hon. member who addressed the House last furnished a
number of testimonials in support of the commercial value
of the scheme, which I consider are deserving of far more
weight than any opinion I could express. I believe that Mr.
Ketchum, the promoter ot the scheme, is at present in
London, and I am not prepared to say just what position his
finaincial arrangements stand in, but I am led to believe that
if this legislation which is now asked from Parliament

passes, he will be aole to secure the flnancial aid which is
requisite to enable him to carry through his project. I
cannot see why there should be any objection raised by any
hon. gentleman at the present time to the proposition which
is made by the hon. the Minister of Railways. He does not
ask for any additional subsidy. He si mply asks for a change
in the mode of paying the subsidy, and I think, in view of
the position into which this scheme has been brought, and
in view of what the promoters have been led to do by the
action of Parliament in the past, it would be inconsistent
and undignified for Parliament now to reverse the policy
which it has adopted in the most public and emphatic manner, or even, by refusing to alter the terms upon which the
subsidy granted to this company fis payable, to express any
want of confidence in this undertaking as a commercial
enterprise.
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not rise to speak of this measure particularly, because it passes through the county
which I represent, nor do I favor it because the person who
was mainly instrumental in getting the original Bill
through Parliament was the distinguished gentleman who
previously represented that county, but I am one of those
who believe in this project.
Mr. MITCHELL. As a commercial speculation ?
Mr. TOWNSHEND. As a commercial success. I believe
in it also because the hon. member for Northumberland (hir.
Mitchell) was one of those who pronounced in favor of it;
and not only did he pronounce in favor of it, but members
on the other side of the House did the same. The hon.gentleman may wonder why I make that assertion. I think
he will agree with me when I say that any person who was
in favor of the construction of the Bay erte Canal; any
person who voted for the large amount of money which
was to be expended in that enterprise, must also be in
favor of this one, for the same reasons which exist for constructing a canal through the Isthmus of Chignecto exist for
the construction of this ship railway. Now,if the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) and other gentlemen will turn to the records of Parliament of ton or fifteen
years ago, they will find, I think, that a Canal Commission
was appointed in 1871 or 1872, who made a most careful
investigation of the matter from a commercial point of
view, and reported unanimously in favor of the project. I
have not before me, at present, the data on which they
based their reasons for favoring the constructidn of that
work, but I know their report was adopted as thepolicy of
the Government of which the hon. member for Northumberland was a member. A certain amount of money was
placed in the Estimates for it, but before anything could
be done, the Government had resigned. When the Mackenzie Government came into power they did give up the
project, noL because they believed it would not be a great
commercial benefit to the Dominion, but in consequence of
the immense expense which the construction would entail.
I think the statements I am making will be borne out by
reference to the records. Now, I say that both the party
now in power, and our opponents, are committed to this
project. On referring to the records of Parliament on
the subject of the Bay Verte Canal, it will be found
that Mr. Mackenzie only abandoned it because of the great
expense, and he stated in Parliament that if the ost would
not exceed the amount estimated by the engineers, he would
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go on with the construction of the canal. I think the hon.
member for South Huron (Sir Richai d Cartwright) and the
present leader of the Opposition, when in the Government
at that time, also took the same view. Every argument
in favor of the Bay Verte Canal can be adduced in favor
of this projeet. I do not think that we ought to be called
Upon nw to diseuss the merits of this question because
Parliament is committed to it, and it is only because objectionsehave been raised to it, that [ refer to these matters. I
was surprised to hear my hon. friend from Queen's, P.E..,
(Mr. Davies) come out in oppposition to this Bill. -If there
is any part of the Dominion that is going to gain by
it from a commercial point of view, it is the Province of
Prince Edward Island. That Province is so situated that it
will derive more benefit, in my view, than any other part
of Canada; therefore it seems to me the hon. member for
Queen's is placing himseolf in a position inconsistent with
the interests of his Province. Allusion has been made to
the change-of the terms in which this vote is submitted.
There is no increase of the amount asked from Parliament
It is to be remembered that the company are not to receive
onedollar until they complete the road and operate it; and
more than that, they are not to receive a subsidy year by
year unless they keep it in operation every year, until the
money is ail paid. Therefore, I think the Government have
taken pains sufleciently to guard themselves in this respect.
Now, with your permismion, I will read an extract from a
speech ofthe late Hon. JohnYoung who was a great authority
on the subject of the trade and commerce of this Dominion.
Speaking of the canals of the Dominion, hoesaid:
1It would be difficult to point out aIl the advantages which would
result to Prince Edward Island, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick by the
construction of the Bay Verte Canal. If the 900-ton propeller could
deliver Canâdian or western products at Rlalifax, or St. John, these
places wonld thus become cheap depôts for such producs. Assored
eargoes of fis hops, shooks, lumber, &c., could be made up at these
ports for the West India Islands and South America, and could bring
back return cargoes from those countries of sugar, coffee, hides, tallow
4c., to be again reshipped as return cargo to Canada, and the Western
States by the inland propeller, and thus be delivered at leu cost by
such means than by any other possible route."
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to do duty several times before elections were coming
on, t and four 3 ears ago the project was changed into a
marine railway. Finding that the canal could not be carried
ont it was proposed thata ship railway should be
built across the iathmus. The hon. member for Prince
(Mr. Hackett) states that the previous Minister of
Railways gave very full information to this House and
explained that some six hundred thousand tons of shipping
would go over this railway, and the consequence would be
that it would be a paying work, and that there was a
necessity for the railway being built. I think the very tact
that this Act has been on the Statute-book for four years
and nothing whatever has been done in regard to it,
shows p!'etty plainly that it is a work that noither
commercial mon nor capitalists of this country or of England have much confidence in. I must protest against
the idea that a vote of this kind of three million dollars
odd, and some $300,000 or $400,000 voted this afternoon,
for.a branch of the Intercolonial.Railway should be charged
to the Maritime Provinces as a Maritime Province expenditure. The Maritime Provinces are not particularly interested
in this work in any way, and notwithstanding the hon.
member for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) has pointed to a
report made by Mr. Young on the ship canal and the
amount of shipping that would go through and the advantages that would accrue to the people of Nova Scotia, I am
quite satisfied that hon. gentleman could have known very
little about the trade of the Lower Provinces if ho suppoeed
for a moment that vessels from Prince Edward Island would
go through that sbi p canal to reach Halifax. Everyone knows
in Nova Scotia that Prince Ed waid Island bas a much larger
trade with Halifax than with St. John or any other place in
the Lower Provinces, and ho would be a madman who
would take a vessel over this proposed railway down the
Bay of Fundy and round the coast of Nova Seotia to Halifax,
when ho could take his vessel through the Strait of Canso
1b8je
at much less cost an din much less time to Halifax.
rather too late to oppose this grant, if it is teobe carried
ont. I have no objection to it so far as I am concerned,
but it must not be supposed that the work will be of very
great bencfit to the shipping interests of the Maritime Provinces, because only large vessels would be likely to
use that railway, and one ship in three or four years
might, if freights wore very low in New York or
Boston or some other eastern port, go to Quebec
for a cargo of deals or timber. Any ship going from
New York or Boston round to Quebec to load timber
would never think of going up the Bay of Fundy
and over this marine railway, but would go through
the Strait of Canso and up the Gulf, as they have always
done. It is nonsense to expect that ships would use this
work to any extent. The hon. member for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) has stated that Mr. Ketchum
spent a good deal of money in connection with this matter
and that ho visited England in order to enlist the aid of
capitalists in the work. He las, no doubt, taken some
trouble, but it will be remembered that that gentleman was
voted a considerable sum of money for an old claim in connection with the Intercolonial, of which payment had been
refused, and it was generally understood in the louse that
the vote was given to reimburse him for the expense of
going across the water in order to carry out this project
and raise the necessary money to build the ship railway. I
did not rise to oppose the proposal, but I thought it nocessary to make these observations so that it may be understood what our views are as to the beneit that sh.ipping
would derive from this ship railway, if it were built.

There is also a report from Mr. Patterson, of the Montreal
Biard <f Trade, though I have not it in My possession, in
which he expresses himself in smilar terms a to the value of
the Bay Verte Canal, and my argument, of course, is that
everything favorable to the construction of that work tells
equally in favor of the construction of this. I do not see
how it can be contended that this work will be of no use.
Let hon. gentlemen remember that there are 500 miles of
navigation which will be saved by the construction of this
canal, and it is hardly to be supposed that vessels and steamers from the St. Lawrence are not going to make use of this
route instead of going round the coast of Nova Scotia.
Then is it to be supposed that the fishermen from Gloucester and other parts of Massachusetts, are going away
round Nova Scotia and Cape Breton instead of taking a
short route to the fishing ground by crossing on this ship
railway ? This will be the firt great work of the kind that
bas been constructed in the world, and I hope there will be
no disposition on the part of this House to change the
policy already adopted by Parliament, and especially in a
matter of this kind whore the risk is not in any way to fall
upon the Dominion. I am informed that the necessary
capital has been obtained to carry it out, and it has been
taken up by men of the firet standing i England, by distinguished engineers such as Mr. Fowier and others, who
have pronounced on the feasibility of the work. I will not
detain the House any longer, but I felt that I could not
romain silent in a matter of this great national concern,
and allow it to pass by without making these remarks.
Mr. MITCHELL. Reference was made tome by the hon.
Mr. VAIL. I am sure the members of the Hlous. whoi member for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) in relation to
have sat here for a number of years are pretty familiar withi this matter, and he said 1 was in favor of the Bay Verte
this quwetion, from the fact dat this ship çanal wat madei canal. There wa a time in the history of tiU country whon
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I was in favor of it. It was at a time when the country had
not one-fourth part as much debt upon it as it has to-day,
when the resources of the country were not mortgaged as
they are to-day, when the great enterprises we have undertaken during the last few years-I say it to the credit of the
Federal Government-had not been carried out, when we
had not our present liabilities upon us. It was at a time
too when I felt that in view of the large expenditures that
were being made in the west we ought to use every means
at our disposal to open up the resources of the eastern
portion of this Dominion. I never felt warmly about the
Bay Verte canal, although I supported it, because it
probably would do soma good. When you take into account
the position of Canada to-day, the enormous increase of
debt in the last fifteen years and the great facilities for
transportation now afforded, we know that we possess
means of transportation which the Bay Verte or any other
canal or ship railway could not afford. If I was in favor of that
canal it does not follow that I should be in favor of the Chignecto Ship Railway. They are two different things. I have
no hesitation in saying this: That in 1882-and the hon.
member for Prince County referred to the fact that I was
not then in the House, which is true-when this scheme was
proposed, I looked upon it as a vision ary scheme, and every
day s experience tells me I was right in my view. I have tried
to inform myself in regard to trade and commerce. The
hon. member for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) bas stated his
confidence that the Chignecto Marine Railway could be built.
We all believe that it could be built; that science and
mechanical art in our modern civilisation will enable us to
doalmostanything. I, however, asked the lon. gentleman:
" Do you believe that it can be made commercially to pay ? "
I bave too high an opinion of the honesty of the hon.
gentleman to believe that lie would do other than he did,
evade giving an answer; but he left the impression on those
who bard him that ho did not believe that profitable
commercial results would follow such undertaking.
The hon. member for Prince County referred to the
fact, and he was quoted by the hon. member for Cumberland as having furnished valuable statistics in relation to the
question ; I heard of ro statis'ies from the hon. member
for Prince County, I bard statements. He said, would not
ships go from Hamilton, Toronto, Montreal and Ottawa,
down the Gulf and over that marine railway to Boston and
New York. The thing is simply ridiculous. Shipping go
from Ottawa to Boston down through the Gulf of St. Lawrence and over this marine railway ! The hon. gentleman
could not have meant what ho said. What he probably did
mean was that commerce would go by that route to Boston
or New York from Hamnilton, Toronto, Montreal or Ottawa.
Does not the hon. gentleman know that with the present
railway facilities and the competition of the various railways, the rates of freight, the time of delivery, the cost of
insurance, and other items enable the freight to be carried
at about one-third the cost it couId be carried if the Chignecto
Marine Railway or the Bay Verte Canal was built. That
is apparent to overyone, and no commercial man wl-o understands his business would pretend to say that if ho wanted
to send a shipment from hore to Boston it would be
preferabie to send it down fiom Ottawa te Montreal;
thence down the enormously long navigation of the St.
Lawrence, thence to go through the Chignecto Railway,
thence to Boston and to New York. Sir, the whole
thirig is simply ridiculous, and is not to be spoken of. The
hon. member for Cumberland (5fr. Townsbend) claims my
attention for a moment in this matter. He argues that
because we may bave bon favorable at one time to the construction of the Bay Verte Canal, we should still be propared to sustain a motion for the same thing to-day. Sir,
I am one of those who are not afraid, if they have been uin
error in the past in relation to anything, to acknowledge
that error, and te hark bak on that position. I say that
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to-day the Bay Verte Canal would be an act of folly, and
that to construct this Chignecto Ship ]Railway would be an
act of worse than folly, and I speak from a Maritime Province standpoint. No man in this House-and I suppose
some men here will not think so highly of me because I say
so-would be more in favor of appropriations and expenditures of the public moneys for the Province from which I
corne, and with which I am associated, than I would,
but I would like to see those expenditures of such a
character and expended in such a way as to do honor to the
country, to do no discredit to this Parliament, to promote the
commerce and civilisation of the localities in which they
are made, and be of benefit to the whole country ; but I say
that to expend this sum of $3,750,000-to spend it as this
money will be spent, if it is spent, if there are fools enough
in England to furnish the capital which is to be brought out
and put into that work-would be an act that will be
pointed to in the future as one of the grand follies of the
age, and in regard to which Canada will only earn contempt
and this Parliament have discredit thrown upon it for
encouraging such an expenditure. Where is the commerce
to come from which would support such an enterprise ? Is
it to come from north of the St. Lawrence to go to New
York and Boston ? Will there be enough commerce trom
that direction to pay even for the grease for the wheels that
this railway will require to run it ? The hon. member for
Cumberland (Ur. Townshend) said that the schooners coming
from Gloucester to the fishing grounds, would supply a
great traffle to that railway. Did the hon. gentleman read
an interview with Mr. Batson-I suppose he did not-who
is a great authority on these matters, the Collector at Gloucester, who stated in an interview the other day that there
wore only, I think he said, twenty-eight American fishing
schooners that went from ithe New England ports into the
Bay of Chaleurs altogether last season. Where is the shipping to come from which will pass through that railway
from the North St. Lawrence ? Is it to come from Miramichi,
from Bathurst, from Restigouche, or any of the ports up
the St. Lawrence, until you arrive at Quebee and Montreal ?
I appeal to hon. gentlemen who come from those various
sections ofthe country to say whether there is any commerce
that will come from those ports t go to the southern ports of
the United States which would warrant an outlay of this
ki nd, which would justify this expenditure of money-money
which might be far more protitably spent in other ways.
The hon. member for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) has
charged those who are opposing this measure in the House
with a breach of faith. He says the money is voted and
the Act is passed. I look at the Act of which the hon.
member for Cumberland (hir. Townshend) is one of the
corporators, and if he and his associates eau get $3,750,000
pebaps it may benefit the country, and perhaps it may
benefit themsolves; I eau tell nothing about that. But
this I will say, that before we go on to expend such a sum
of money we ought to look carefully into the enterprise.
I am one of those who balieve in keeping the pledged faith
of Parliament, and I am prepared to do it in this case. I
do not oppose giving the money that bas been voted by
Parliament, provided it is given in accordance with the letter
as well as the spirit of the Act. What I do say is that the
Parliament of 1882 made a mistake in granting this money.
It was granted without the matter being sufficiently looked
into and considered, without sufficient evidence being produced before Parliament that it was a work which would
be profitable; and with the better light which recent
experience has given us, I say that the Parliament of that
day did an act which I cannot pronounce to be a wise one.
Now, the letter of the law I am willing to carry out.
These corporators bave got an Act; they have the facilities and they have the guarantee of the country for
the money. Let them keep to the spirit of the bond.
They agreed to begin it in three yearsand to finish it in
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seven. The Act was passed in 1882, and we are now in the
year after the year when they should have commenced
operations, and what have they doue in the way of commencement beyond speoulating in charters and trying to
raise money upon them. I know of nothing else they
have done, and I think before Parliament lends itself
to a matter of this kind, by amending the Act and
giving them further facilities, we should make careful
enquiry into it. 1, for one, do not hold myself
prepared to amend the defects and give greater
facilities and change and alter the Act to enable
these men to go to the British market and
again perhaps fool the people of that country into
putting money into a speculation which, in my opinion,
will not only reflect discredit upon the country, but be
practically useless, and have us pointed to as we have been
pointed to for the last thirty years by the men who were
induced to put money into the Grand Trunk Railway.
These men have the Act; let them keep it and go on and
do the work if they can, but do not let us endorse them by
giving them additional facilities and additional time, so as to
induce an outlay of capital, which will only result in disastrous failure without any benefit to the country. These are
my views, and whether they plesse hon. gentlemen or not, I
have stated them honestly. I am a Maritime Province
man, and I believe in outlays in that part of the country.
I believe in the development of the country where it eau
be done profitably, but I do not believe in uselessly expending public money on work which will be pointed at in
future years as showing the want of judgment and the folly
of the Parliament of Canada.
Mr. G[LLMOR. I think it would be a great misfortune
and an act of folly if this Parliament and this country
invested $3,750,000 in that undertaking. I cannot conceive
where any commercial interest is going to be advanced by
the building of that railway. I cannot understand how
600,000 tons of shipping are going to pass over it, or 100,000
tons or 50,000 tons. It is quite impossible that it can be
utilised to any such extent as to justify such an expenditure.
I endorse every sentiment expressed by the hon. member
for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) that it is a misfortune
and a discredit to expend the publie money of Canada in
any such undertaking as that. I know that the late Minister of Railways spoke about 600,000 tons of shipping going
over that railway. Well, he could always make powerful
He used to speak about
speeches and great appeals.
600,000,000 bushels of wheat coming down from the NorthWest and that was an astonishing argument, but no more so
than to speak of 600,000 tons of shipping coming over that
railway and being lifted up in the air and drawn fourteen or
fifteen miles. If I had a ship of a thousand tons I do not
In the
think I would like to risk it on the railway.
first place, there is no argument that I have heai d
in favor of the expenditure, and this is thej way that money
is going to be expended in the Maritime Provinces for
the benefit of the Maritime Provinces. I for one raise my
voice against it. I say that it will be money thrown away
so far as the general interests of the Maritime Provinces
are concerned. I do not like to make appeal with regard
to political and electioneering purposes, but it is very
singular that when an election approaches some person
down in Pictou has to have $150,000 or $200,000 expended
to build a road parallel to an existing line. Just before an
election it is very convenient to have the promise of that
money, and so with the Chignecto Railway. It is very
singular that just about the time they are needed some
enormous promises are made; sometimes the money is
expended, and sometimes it is not; but I tell hon. gentlemen that the Maritime Provinces will not be benefited by
any such foolish expenditure and waste of public resources.
I do not believe, and I am satisfied that the majority of the
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members of this House as well as the country,
do not believe, that our finances are in that condition to warrant us in expending such enormous sums
of money in projects, which even if completed, would
not compensate, in a commercial respect, for the
expenditure. There is no doubt that railways have largely
taken the place of ships. The fleet of schooners that used to
ply up and down the coasts, giving employment to hundreds
of men, have nearly all disappeared ince the Intercolonial
Railway was built; few vessels carry on that trade now.
What do vessels that go to New York or Boston want to
carry ? The kind of lumber manufactured there consiste of
deals for the English markets; and the vessels carrying
that lumber do not want to cross the Chignecto Railway or
go through the Bay Verte Canal; and what vessels are to
go through ? Fishing vessels that sail in the Gulf would not
avail themselves of that railway if it were built. I think it
is folly to talk about such a work; but now that the subsidy
bas been voted, and the company asks us to renew the contract, I think the House should say that the circumstances
have changed and we do not propose to renew the contract.
Mr. WOODWORTH. I do not propose to occupy the
time of the House for more than a moment in stating my
opinion in regard to this resolution. It has been observed
by the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell),
and justly and rightly observed, that the Act that incorpo.
rated this company, passed on the 17th of May, 1882,
enacted that the work should be commenced within three
years from the passage of the Act, and completed in seven.
In thirty days, or thereabouts, from now, four years will
have expired, and not a blow on this work has been struck.
Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). They are doing work
now.
Mr. WOODWORTIH. Doing what?
Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). Clearing the track.
Mr. WOODWOIRTH. *Well, although my hon. friend
may think that is commencing the work, and that may be
the letter of the Act, I think he will find that it is not the
spirit of the Act. Men going down with two or three
theodolites, and with two or three levellers, and looking
around and taking lunch, is not commencing the work.
Commencing the work has a technical and proper meaning.
It means some vigor infused into the work ; something
done; something tangible shown, and not merely somebody
going down and looking at it. The company were to complete it in seven yeare, and even if this resolution passed
they could not do so. As bas been observed that at the
time the Act ws passed in 1882, there was a plethora of
money in the Troasury. We had a surplus; we had a great
deal of money to spend, and an experiment might properly
be tried at such a time. That may be a very fair way to
look at the matter, but today we have other works on our
hands. Since that time we have built the Canadian Pacifie Railway, which bas cost a great deal of money, and is
to-day costicg a great deal of money; which has taxed
the energies of five millions of people, such as the
energies of no five millions of people were ever
taxed in the history of th wo-ld before; and I say that these
men, not having gone on with their charter, and not having
expended any money within the spirit of the Act, are not
jnstified in coming to us and saying, augment the money,
lessen the number of years, extend the grant, and let us go
on. I have looked at the matter and I know something of the
geography of the country there, and I do not see for the life
of me what is to come over this railway from the Bay of
Fundy to the Straits of Northumberland,or go from the Straits
of Northumberland to the Bay of Fundy. It may be that I
do not know, but I have not been informed. The question
was asked of the able and intelligent member for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) whose word in this House on affairs that
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he is acquainted with is credited with a great deal of weight,
and I was curious to see what answer he would give. But h.
carefully and astutely and ingeniously avoided the question
put to him, and did not give hie imprimatur to the scheme.
Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I desire to say that the
impression the hon. member for Northumberland said, and
this hon. gentleman has repeated, that I conveyed to the
House that I had no feiLh in this schemeMr. MITCHELL. I did not say that; I asked if he had
faith in the commercial results of the scheme.
Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I mean the commercial
results of the scheme, and the hon, gentlemen both say that
I conveyed that impression. If they received that impression, they should not have done so. The whole tenor of
my remarks was that in my opinion it was improper, unwise, and uncalled for to raise that question at the present
time - that while it might have been proper to raise it at
the time the company got its charter or asked for the subsidy, yet after Parliament had sanctioned this scheme and
voted the subsidy, and after their action had led the pro.
moters of the scheme to spend a considerable amount of
time and a large amount of money to bring the scheme to
its present position, it was not proper or dignified for
Parliament to disecus the commercial importance of the
scheme, and the whole effect of my remarks was to protest
against that discussion.
Mr. MITCHELL. What I want to get at is this: Does
the House understand that the hon. gentleman has faith in
the commercial results of this scheme?
Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I can tell the hon. gentleman that I have a good deal of faith in the commercial
results of the echeme. I do not wish to refer to other
schemes, but I feel tempted to ask the hon. gentleman if he
has faith in the commercial results of some of the schemes
he proposed last Session, and for which h. asked large
subidies.
Mr. MITCHELL. One momentMr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I oannot allow this togo any
further.
Mr. MITCHELL. I have in my hand an amendment
which I think it desirable to propose. What I want to say
is this4 The hon. gentleman asks me if I have faith in the
commercial results of some of the schemes I have submitted
to tis House. I am prepared to answer the hon. gentleman, the only scheme I know of that I submitted to this
House was in connection with the Miramichi Valley Railway. I submitted it as an act of public improvement, that
would give facilitiesKr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order. The hon. gentleman
ha apoken, and the hon. member for King's has now got
the. fleur.
Mr. MITCHELL. The bon. gentleman had not the floor.
Some hon, MEMRERS. Chair, chair.
Mr. MITCHELL. His honor will find he will beet get
rid of me in this matterMr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. member for Northumberland has already spoken, and he cannot now address
the House again.
Mr.
ation.
Mr.
Mr.

AnIL 1s,

Beme hon. MEMBERS.
Chair, chair.
Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I will take another opportunity.
Mr. WOODWORTH. I was going on to say, when I
was interrupted and gave way to the hon. mem ber for
Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) to allow him to make, not only
an explanation, but another speech, for h. speake so seldom
and so well, that I am always glad to give him the floor,
even at my own expense and perhaps against the rules. I
said the hon. gentleman did not seem to have faith in the
scheme itself. Why ? Because the ion. momber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) asked him the question, and the
answer of the hon. gentleman was not that which he bas
given now, and not that which will appear in ffansard tomorrow. His answer was to the effect that, well, a great
many persons stated that they had faith in it, there were
reports and different statements of eminent men, much more
able to form an opinion than h.. That was hie answer to
the hon. member for Northumberland, and he will find his
explanation now given, in interruption to me, is entirely
different from the answer he gave to the hon. member for
Northumberland, and Irely on Bansard to prove my version
correct. The hon. gentleman's memory may be. a little
defective to-night, as he will see by Hansard. Therefore,
I have the right to say that h. did not seem to
the scheme. Then, as to
have any faith in
Railways and
the opinion of the Minister of
Canais (Mr. Pope), neither did he seem to have any
faith in it, for when he was asked the question, he said
there was a lot of documents, that they looked very well,
but he would not read the whole thing; that it was likely
a good scheme, and that if it was not carried out the Gov.
ernment would not spend the money. That was his answer
to the ion. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies); so that we
have no light thrown on the subject, nor can we find any.
body who bas faith in it, because the ion. member for
Cumberland (Mr. Townshend), who supported the projeot,
stated that h. was the successor of the Miniater who pro.
posed this scheme in 1882, and folt bound to stand by it on
that account, and also because it came from the county of
Cumberland originally. So hesu pported it, although h.
did not know much about it. He stated, also, that Mr.
MackeLzie, who was leader of the Opposition when the then
Minister of Railways (Sir Charles Tupper), in 1882, intro.
duced the schcmi, was very much in favor of it.
Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, I did not.
Mr. WOODWORTH. Mr. Mackenzie is reported in
Hansard as being entirely the opposite. The hon. member
for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) stated that Mr. Mackenzie
was in favor of the scheme, and considered it would be of
great utility and advantage.
Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, no.
Mr. WOODWORTH. As 1 have here Mr. Mackenzie's
statement when the scheme was introduced, I wili read
just a couple of sentences, which are not contradicted by
any others in his remarks. I quote from page 1471 of the
Bansard of 1882:

"Now when it la said that a canal at this point would beof great
public service, I am bound to say that our experience for two or three
years, leads to the conclusion that the trffic which would pass through
I do not say that the scheme is impracit, would be very small.**
ticable, but I doubt very much its utilit from the reports made, froin
MITCHELL. I was only going to give an explan- time to time, by maritime men on the subjeot. My recollection is that
several New Brunwick members, and those from the neighborhood
opposite St. John especially, were warm in favor of the construction of
the canal, while those from Nova Scotia were entirely hostile to it,
LANDERDIN. Let the hon. gentleman explain.
believing that the trade whch would pas through it would be very
much legs than was anticipated by its friends. I think it was rather
DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order.
conclusively proved that vessels passing to the West Indies would
route, but that it would be much chesper and better
MITCHELL. I am not going to be put down by never seekto that
Une eastward, until they reacked the open
take
for
them
What I wanted to say to the hon. gentleman was ses and got intoa astrsight
direct Une to the West India Isauds. The trade
from Prince Edward Island, andany trade froin the lower St. Lawrence

Mr.
him.
thisMr. WooDwoiRM.
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to Beston, would uudoubtedly be benefited by a short course there
but that trade is comparatively light."

681

projects of that kind; and, although, if the faith of the
country is pledged to this, it must be carried out in accorBut the whole scheme seeme to have taken another com dance with the letter of the bond we have entered into, still
plection to-night. I was not in this House in 1882, and did it is a very serious consideration for us to remember, that
not hear these remarks, but, according to Mr. Mackenzie, the in addition to the three millions and three quarters which
New Brunswick metnbers were in favor of it and the Nova are demanded by this project, there are probably twelve or
Scotia mombers were hostile to it.1o-night, on the con- thirteen millions more to which the country is at least
trary, we find the New Brunswick members hostile to the equally pledged for the construction of various linos of railscheme, and the only hon. gentleman from Nova Scotia%ways or similar projects; and that, if you add that to our
who has spoken in its behalf, says ho advocates the schome existing liabilities, it ig only too clear as has been already
really because it had been proposed by the hon. memberr stated, that the sum total will be a very formidable one,
for Lumberland whom ho succeeded (Sir Charles Tupper), and one calculated to tai the resources of this oountry to
and although he was not in love with the scheme ho was the utmost. I understood that the hon. momber for Norththe only one who seemed to father it at all. All the New * umberland (hir. Mitchell) stated that this work required to
Brunswick members who have spoken, the hon. members 3 be commenced within three years.
lor Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor), Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell)
Mr. DAVIES. By the Act of incorporation.
and Westmoreland (Mr. Wood), were certainly not very
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Thon it is clear that
for
member
hon.
great defenders of the project, the
Digby (Mr. Vail) opposed it, and the hon. member for this company have no locus standi bore at all. This is nearly
Cumberland stands alone in its favor.
This is a very the end of the fourth year. I quite agree with everything
large sum of money, $3,750,000, especially when we have that has been said as to the very doubtful nature of this
all this war debt upon us, when we have our hands full experiment, and I think the House ought to pause in view
with schemes that will pay, with railways that will pay, of the certain fact that, over and above our prosent very
with canals that will pay, with measures, not tentative or large debt, we have many millions of liabilities yet undisexperimental, but measures already inaugurated, and which charged which we will assuredly have to meet.
it has been proved to the Administration will pay. If our
Motion agreed to, and the House resolved itself into Com.
Treasury were full, I would not say that this money should mittee.
not be granted and expended to try the scheme; but before
(In the Committee.)
people indulge in luxuries they ought to be supplied with
the necessaries. That is the proper economy to follow.
Mr. CHAIR MAN. Shall the resolution be adopted ?
While, therefore, I would be very glad to sec this scheme
Mr. MITCHELL. Not if I can help it. I was interworked, I think that with other schemes on hand of rupted
a short time ago, and I now desire to say what I had
immediate necessity, with the breakwaters, with the piers to say then. I simply wish to observe that the hon. genthat the different maritime interests, up and down our tleman from Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) has chosen to
shores, are trying to have money expended upon, the refer to some scheme which I have had the honor of bringpeople whose representatives we are, who are looking ing before this House. 1 am not aware of any scheme
to us and watching what votes we give, and what demanding a vote of public money which I have brought
opinions we express, in order to see whether we really before the House which has not been
in the public interest,
reflect their opinions, who are wide awake to the or in regard to which it is not recognised,
whore the money
interests of the country, who read the papers, who has been expended, that it has been of great
public service.
read everything that concerns the welfare of themselves I have never had my name in any of these charters and I
and their children-the people will say: Before the have never derived any benefit from them. What I did
$3,750,000 are granted here upon a tentative measure, give was done in the interest of the ublic, and the monoy
us the necessaries of life ; and, then, if you have money to that was expended was expende in the public intersnare, you can afford to spend it generously. I think the est. The hon. gentleman does not answer the question
Government ought to pause in this matter, especially as which I asked of him, whether as a commercial undertakthere is no father for the bantling, especially as there is no ing ho believed in the result of this work. 1 have not got
one in love with it, not a soul who will get up and nail his an answer yet from the hon. gentleman from Westmorecolors to the mast, and say that this Bay Verte Canal, or land, but I inferred, and I think I had a right to infer, from
as it is now the ship canal, of ton or twelve miles, is a the manner in which ho spoke, that he had no commercial
necessity in the interest of the country, and should be faith in this undertaking. Now, that was ail I intended to
attended to immediately. I thonght it my duty, when this say some time ago, and ail I intend to say now, and if I had
resolution came up, to utter these remarks, which I do in all been allowed to say it then, it would have saved some time
sincerity, not wishing to oppose unnecessarily the Govern- now.
DOW.
ment in this concern, but to state my opinion that the
Resolution to be reported.
Government, unless they have more money on hand than
they have, should pause before putting this sum in the
Mr. MITCHELL. This is the first time that I ever saw
lEstimates, and proposing this resolution uand asking us to an important measure of this kind, involving an expendipass them.
ture of nearly $4,000,000, pass through this House without anyone being able to show any practical benefits to
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not know any- result from it.
thing about the merits of the scheme, although I am bound
to say that the experiment of taking large vessels across by
INLAND REVENUE AC1' AMENDAMENT.
railway las never yet been successfully tried, whether it
House resolved itseif into committee on certain probe practicable or not. But what I want to call the attention of the House to is this: We have had a good deal of posed resolutions (page 601) to amend the Consolidated
discussion bore as to the true extent of the liabilities of Inland Revenue Act and the Act amending the same.
Canada. I have pointed out a good many times, that in
(In the Committee.)
addition to the debt which we at present possess, there are
On
rcsolution
1,
very many millions of liabilities which are not usually
Mr. COSTIGAN. At present, whon a change takes place
taken into account, liabilities contracted under a great
variety of Acts for the promotion of railwyas and similar in the Excise duties, it involves a hardship to the manufacse
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APRIL

13,

turers, or it might involve a hardship. For instance, they one rate of duty, at a higher rate of duty after the goeds
may manufacture goods during the month of April. The are sold.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Ail these parties
accounts have to be rendered up to the lt of May, covering the whole of April, they may have disposed of part of
their goods affected by the Excise duties. On the 24th Aprily
the Excise duty may have been increased, and, according to and make considerable mney ot of the projected changes
the strict reading of the existing law, they would be obliged
orantici
ont
ti
nty
deeany special
to pay into the Treasury the difference between the duty as indulgence. The hon, gentleman states, and there is no
it stood when they sold the goods and the duty impoeed doubt le is correct, that these accounts were only fortafterwards. It is to remove that objection that the change nigbtly before, and that they may now ho made monthly.
is now proposed. If the goods manufactured are sold before 1 should like to know when that change came into effect,
the increase takes place, they should not become subect to
Mr. COSTIGAN. The change was made under the Act
the duty.
of 1883.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I see clearly enough
what the hon. gentleman proposes to do, but I do not see
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do these monthly
the desirability of it from considerations of general policy. returns vary in the case of different distillers or manufacThis is practically to offer a sort of premium to the manu- turers, or are they all on a particular day of the month
facturers of spirituous liquors or ales, and I suppose other throughout the Dominion ?
exciseable liquors, to make as much as they can in the
MF. COSTIGAN. In all cases on the first day of
early part of the month in which the changes of the reve- the month, throughout the Dominion.
not
think
I
do
to
sell
them.
nue take place, and perhaps
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then the Minister of
that these parties are deserving of any special consideration at our hands, The hon. member explained to us very Finance has it a good deal in his own hands; if he brings
learnedly last Session that in the case of spirituous liquors, down his Budget on the first days of the month, he can
and I suppose the same holds to some extent in the case of prevent any confusion arising.
beer-if not, his colleague beside him can correct me-it is
On resolution 2,
not desirable to sell these freshly made. There are special
This is to provide that the Governor
Mr. COSTIGAN.
provisions to prevent their being freshly sold on the
regulations to dispose
have
power
in
Council
may
ground of injury to the public health. I think for of fusil oil, otherwise thanto bymake
destroying it. We have
that very reason the hon. gentleman's present proposition
chemiis inadvisable. It is not at all desirable that parties applications from parties engaged in bemanufacturing
the
manuuseful
in
oil
would
this
fusil
articles,
that
cal
sbould be encouraged to manufacture largely just
before they expect a change in the revenue laws, and should facture of their preparations; and instead of wasting that
be encouraged, as they will be, if this passes, to sell their quantity for which we have to pay the distillers, we progoods. I think that the old law did no practical harm. It vide that it may be utilised under proper safeguards.
Mr. BLAKE. Has the hon. gentleman found that it is
added a little to our revenue, and prevented, to some
extent, the anticipation of duties which always takes place, utilised in other countries?
as we have had ample proof time and again, when a new
Mr. COSTIGAN. No, I have not heard that it is.
tariff was proposed. I cannot see that there are any
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
sufficiently good reasons for this, or that there is any hardship which deserves to be removed, caused by the opera- stated just now that he had to pay the distillers. 1 was
tion of this law. We have worked under the old law for a not aware that any special allowance was made to them.
great many years, and this is the first time I have heard What bas he been in the habit of allowing ?
any serious complaints made of the injury done to manuMr. COSTIGAN. The percentage allowed has not exceded
facturers.
3 per cent. for such quantities of fusil oil or other refuse as
Mr. COSTIGAN.
This is not at all done with the view is separated therefrom by a second process of manufacturof giving special favors to the manufacturers of spirituous ing.
liquors or beer, nor is it in any way favoring them. It is a
Sir RICIARD CARTWRIGHT. That is a reduction in
matter of simple justice, and it is only upon that ground the tax, I suppose ?
that we propose this resolution. It applies not only to
No, it is necessary that that fusil oil
Mr. COSTIGAN.
spirits and beer, but to all classes of goods subject to Excise.
should be taken from the spirits as a poisonous substance,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is no other, and it is on that ground that we charge the duty upon the
except tobacco.
actual quantity of spirits.
Mr. COSTIGAN. Tobacco, cigars and vinegars-everySir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There are other clauses
thing that comes under the Excise law. After all, Mr. on which the hon. gentleman hase not touched. What is the
Chairman, we are going back to the old law after the expe- meaning of the provision that abatement for shrinkage is to
rience we have had upon this principle of three or four be allowed in reference to spirits maturing in ventilating
years. I may say, for the information of the House, that tanks, and in what respect does it differ or modify the
formerly the accounts were made up semi-monthly; now existing law ?
they cover the whole month, so that the 'operation of this
Act will give less cause of complaint to these men than
Mr. COSTIGAN. The only change now proposed is to
when they made up their accounts twice a month. For take the ground occupied during the discussion last year by
instance, importers of goods subject to Customs duties are the Department. The present Act provides for the shrinknot obliged to pay those duties if they can take their goods age in maturing whiskey or spirits; but it provides that
out of the Customs at any day of the month and pay the this process of maturing shall take place in wooden tanks
dnty then actually due under the existing law. Now, there or vessels. It has been found that the distillers have large
is no reason why one Department should deal differently amounts of money invested in copper tanks. During last
with the public than another Department. This will not year tests and experiments have been made with a view to
involve any loss to the revenue, but it relieves men from establish the fact that the process of maturing spirits may
paying duty, on goode they have already sold, subject to be effected in copper tanks as well as in wooden tanks.
-Mr ÇoSTIQAN.
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That is not yet established, but the Department has suffi.
cient information to show that it may be accomplished by ventilation. It was thought at one time that
the whole process of maturing was due to a portion of the
objectionable elements being absorbed in the wooden vossels.
It has been pretty clearly established that while some of
the elements are soaked up by the wood, the greater proportion disappear by evaporation and the action of the air on
the liquid itself, and that by the action of the air upon the
liquid in the copper tanks, the same processcan be carried out.
The only change here is to take power so that if it be established that this object can be secured by the use of copper
tanks, the Governor in Council shall have power to allow
maturing to take place in copper tanks as well as in wooden
tanks.
Mr. BLAKE. This subject was up last year, and at that
time the hoin. gentleman stated that he bad not any data
or basis on which he could rely, and the Hlouse, at my suggestion, declined to adopt the proposal. And I do not understand that the hon. gentleman has any more data or proof
to-day. He says some experiments have been made
since the close of lat Session, that they may possibly prove
that the arrangement suggested would be feasible. But the
experiment should be continued, and after it had been ascertained that the new system was practicable, then the hon.
gentleman should ask the flouse to legislate on the basis of
the experiment which had produced such results. These
are very serions questions. It is a very serious question to
understand what kind of special provision in regard to the
tank would accomplish the object, and to what extent evaporation would take place; on what principle the abate.
ment should be made. Is it that we in Canada are so far
in advance of ail other countries that we are able to make
a provision in the way of experimental legislation which
has not been made in any other country ? I asked that last
year. The ion. gentleman said ho did not think any such
provision was made elsewhere. If such a provision has not
been made elsewhere, and if the experiments made do not
satisfy even the Minister himself that the proposition is
practicable, the proposal should not be made. This must
come from the distillers.
Mr. COSTIGAN. With regard to the principle of
maturing spirits in wooden vessels I was not aware that that
question was'disputed last year. Last year I stated that so far
as regards the effect of aging or maturing spirits in wooden
vessels was concerned, that appeared to be generally
admitted all over the world, and in Great Britain it had been
acted upon for years-the distillers aging the whiskey in
wooden vessels. The hon. gentleman says the proposal
covered by the resolution is an experiment, and that we
sbould not adopt it until the tests which we have been
making are completed. We do not propose to act before
that time. The distillers, however, have invested very
large sums of money, many thousands of dollars, in erecting
copper tanks-I dare say Gooderham & Worts muast have
eighty of those large copper tanks, which must have cost a
very large sum of money-and it would be an arbitrary
rule, while there is a probability of maturing the spirita in
the copper tanks as well as in the wooden tanks, to say that
the copper tanks shall be swept away and their places
supplied by wooden tanks. We do not say that the law
should recognise copper tanks; but as we have information that leads us to believe that probably the same resulta
may be achieved with the copper tanks, that power should
be left with the Goverior in Council. If it can be established that the same-results can be reached by maturing
spirits in copper instead ofwooden tanks, there can certainly
be no injustice, in the event of the Government being satis.
fied with the experiments, to allow the distillers to use
copper tanks.
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Mr. BLAKE. I am sorry the hon. gentleman bas forgotten the legislation he propoaed last Session. He made
last Session the same proposal. He struck it out on my
stating that it was an objectionable principle to pass legislation until the exporiments had been comploted. His
proposal in regard to wooden tanks is one thing, and that
in regard to ventilating tanks is another thing. Last year
his proposal was struck out because he did not place him.
self in a position where ho was able to say that experiments
had been completed. This time he says some experiments
are going on; a certain degree of progress las been made ;
and probably it may be found that what he proposes is
practicable. The experiment should go on to completion,
and Parliament should not be asked to legislate in advance.
If the experiments have produced certain results, lot us
have the reports of the Department, let us see what the
experiments are and what are the scientific results;
because we have to consider what abatement should
be made. This has been arrived at by experience
in regai d to wooden tanks, but we have had no experience
in regard to the evaporation with ventilating tanks. This
is a proposal which the distillers have made to the hon.
gentleman, because he says they have a large amount of
money invested in copper tanks. They have told him that
they think they can produce the necessary results with
those tanks at a future day, therefore he says, legislate on
trust. You legislate, you do your duty ; it will be all right,
if it is all right. I say the hon, gentleman has surrendered
to the distillers who have put pressure on him.
Mr. COSTIGAN. We can settle the matter very easily.
The hon. gentleman says when the subject was introduced
last year, on bis raising an objection on this point I allowed
it to be struck out. At that time no experiments had been
made. Now we have experiments, and they have satisfied
me that they indicate that the maturing of spirits can
be done in copper tanks. I have suggested it, knowing
that we have had experiments made during the last few
months, and the best officers of the Department have
reported that they have no doubt that this arrangement
will produce the same effect. The hon. gentleman asked
me for additional information and I yielded to bis request,
and now I ask him to roturn the same favor and allow me
to go on.
Mr. BLAKE. I do not take this to bo a matter of favor
from the hon, gentleman to me or from me to the hon. gentleman. I do not understand those to be the principles
upon which legislation is conducted in this louse, or the
principles upon which it would be proper to conduct it in
any Ho use. It is a question of what is right in the interests of the country. The hon. gentleman has enlarged
his statement because le told us first that the officers of his
Department thought it was possible; a little later he said
it was probable; and now he says there is no doubt
of it. According to the hon. gentleman's process of
reasoning, I am afraid myself that these experiments
which have produced such varying effects in the hon. gentleman's mind, must have been conducted on a distiller's
premises. One would like to know how much information
bas been derived during these eventful nine months,
upon which information the hon. gentleman proposes
to make this change. What principles of action are
to be applied ? You cannot apply the same principles as were applied in the case of the wooden
tanks, because there is ventilation from the tanks themselves as well as from the ventilating holes and the diaughts
of air. I should say, therefore, that the experiments should
last a considerable time in order that one might ascertain,
first of all, whether the practical results were obtained;
and, secondly, at what rate they were obtained, and at what
rate we should allow abatement. I do not think the hon.
gentleman has shown any greater basis for legislation to-
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diy than he did last year; and I do not tbink we should
allow this large abatement to ho made by the Government
until the Government brings down the practical results of
the experiments, which will show whether the change is a
feasible one or not. I asked the hon. gentleman for the
experience of other countries in which spirits are manufactured, but he is not able to say.
Mr. COSTIGAN. We do not ask power to legislate
directly, but if there is no shrinkage we have no abatement
to make. If the shrinkage does not produce the expected
results, we know what the shrinkage is when the liquor is
matured in the wooden tanks. The hon. gentleman does
not, of course, put confidence in the Government in dealing
with these questions, but such powers are frequently taken
by every Government. We simply ask power in case
these tanks are found to answer the purpose, that the same
law with regard to shrinkage shall apply to them as to the
wooden tanks, but not otherwise.
Mr. BLAKE. I do not think there is any use in my
pursuing this branch of the subject any further. Will the
hon. gentleman state what application is proposed to be
made, mechanical or otherwise, of the fusil oil which is now
destroyed ?
Mr. COSTIGAN. I do not allude to any particular
application.
Mr. BLAKE. Yes, that is the reason I ask.
Mr. COSTIGAN. Some of the manufacturers claim that
they can make illuminating oil of it, and it may be used in
several ways. We simply ask power to have it utilised
without injury to the public instead of destroying it as we
do at present.
Mr. BLAKE. Certainly, but the hon. gentleman bas
passed a law which declares that it cannot be utilised with
safety to the public, but must be destroyed, because that is
the only use which could be made of it-if it can be called
a use.
Mr. COSTIGAN. We propose now to make regulations
to guard its use so that it shall only be used under regulations of the Department.
Mr. BLAKE. Under the law which the hon. gentleman
passed, he prescribed its destruction, and, therefore, unless
some new state of things has arisen, it should be destroyed.
But the bon. gentleman does not tell us that a new state of
things has arisen. It would be easy for him to defend this
proposition, by simply stating the Department had been
shown that a good, safe, mechanical or mercantile use could
be made of the oil. But ho does not say that; he says
somebody has told him that perhaps it might be so used.
All I ask is, who said it, and what use can be madeof it ?
Mr. OOSTIGAN. Most of these communications from
the public come directly to the Cammissioner, who is an
experienced officer, thoroughly familiar with the work of
the Department, and I get my information from him. I eau
furnish the hon. gentleman, to a reasonable extent, at a
future stage, with the informatinn he wants with regard to
the use that may be made of fusil oil.
Kr. BLAKE. I am, unfortunately, unable to make myself intelligible to the hon. gentleman. Al I ask him to
do is to show us some reason why the law should be
am ended at present. H1e simply says that if the condition
of things that existed when ho passed the law has changed,
then it would be right that ho should change the law, and I
quite agree with him. But I ask him to say how the conditions have changed, and hoesays ho will give me that information at a future stage. Perhaps he will also give me
some information as to the extent that it is possible or probable that evaporation can go on with the ventilating tanks.
Mr. BLAKE.
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Mr. COSrIGAN. I will not promise to do anything of
the kind. I will give the lion. gentleman the information I
promised in regard to the fusil oil. On the other points I
think I have given him ail the information he can reasonably desire, and I know the hon.gentleman does not think it
in the public interest that he should have aIl this information
that he callis for. I think the House looks on the proposition as a reasonable one and will accept it, and with regard
to the uses made of fusil oil under the control of the Department, I will furnish information on that subject.
Mr. BLAKE. Whatever the lon. gentleman knows, I
think he had better not say that I know that the informamation I am asking is not required in the public interest,
because he cannot know that. I admit at once that he is a
complete master of his Department. On every occasion be
shows that to the House; but he bas not a knowledge of
the mind or the views of every member of the House.
Now, I conceive it to be a very important question, this
whole question of abatement for the evaporation of spirits.
Last Session we took the views of the bon. gentleman based
on the experience of other countries. We declined, on that
occasion, to take his views with regard to the ventilating
tanks, which were thorougbly theoretical; and now ho says
he has made some experiments which have not satisfied him
so far, and he says h does not intend to act on them before
being satisfied. I maintain that that is putting the cart
before the horse. I maintain that when we are called on to
legislate, we should legislate on experiments which have
succeeded, and not legislate on the theory that if the Government find they can do this or that, the law is to be
changed at their instance. That, in fact, would be abnegating our function, and handing them over to the Governor in Council. Our laws ought to be based on our reasons
being reached, not on the hon. gentleman's, however much
he may be the master ot his Department, saying I won't
put the law in force unless I am satified it should be put
in force.
On resolution 3,
Sir RICHARD CARrWRIGHT. What is the alteration here ?
Mr. COSTIGAN. The object is a further protection to
the revenue, by making provision that malt may not pass
into the hands of persons who might make illicit use of it.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understand that
may be convenient; but in what respect does that differ
from the existing law ? This refers, I suppose, simply to
malt produced in a distillery or a biewery, or does it refer
to malt made elsewhere ?
Mr. COSTIGA.N. Al malt is manufactured under the control of the Department. This is a protection to the licensed
brewers and distillers as well as to the public.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. Minister will have
to remember that bakers use malt largely. I do not know
whether this will ineonvenience them seriously or not. I
think there might be an exemption made in their favor.
Mr. COSTIGAN. I think under the Act they ean get a
permit to use the very Emall quantity of malt they require.
Mr. BLAKE. There would have to b a permit for each
case-a daily permit.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It would b. a pity to have
the baking industry hampered in that way. I think the
law should be altered to exempt bakers.
Mr. COSTIGAN. When we come to the Bill we can ded
with that without any difficulty by amending the clause.
On resolution 4,
Mr. BLÂAKE. What is paragraph 2 of section 226, which
lie proposes to vary ?
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Mr. COSTIGAN.
The effect of the change is to benefit
Mr. COSTIGAN. It is foand that methylated spirits
the manufacturers of chemicals and other products in which find their way into public use and are very often sold as a
spirits are used, to the extent that the distillers in Canada beverage when mixed with alcohol. That, of course, is
will not be enabled to charge extravagant prices to the very objectionable, and it is to protect the public against
manufacturers of Canadian spirits, as by these regulations that that this clause is inserted.
they will be brought into competition with foreign distillers.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Are there not many
Mr. BLAKE. What is the variation proposed to be persons who require, in connection with their business, to
authorised by the fourth line of this paragraph ?
have possession of methylated spirits, and would not this
Mr. COSTIGAN. At present the importer bas topay the subject a very large number of such persons to be fined if
difference between the Excise and Customs duties, and this they were found in possession of any quantity, however
authorises the Governor in Council to vary the duty, which small? I am not conversant with all the trades that use
methylated spirits, but I think that might cover a very
would be oftener les than higher.
number of people that, the hon, gentleman would
Mr. BLAKB. It is proposed to give the Governor in large
hardly
pose to fine for having possession of such a small
Council power to lower or increase the duty at their plea- quantitypro
of this article. There is a danger in making
sure. If power is given to vary, it must be to increase or them so wide
that they will be practically inoperative.
diminish. The hon. gentleman said that, under the practiMr. COSTIGAN. It is difficult to meet all theese pointe
cal operation of the law, there was, to a certain extent, a
monopoly among the distillers, who might charge too high that may possibly arise. But the greater evil is dealt with.
prices to the manufacturer who requires these particular I am informed this same provision is in the English law.
goods which the distiller produces, and who bas practically
Mr. BLAKE. That may be quite true. But we all
no redress unless he pays the Customs duties, and then the know that if we are obliging those who require to use an
hon. gentleman proposes to give the Governor in Council article in numerous trades, to obtain permits, we are putpower to vary the duties.
ting a considerable restriction upon trade, and considerable
Mr. COSTIGAN. To vary them so far as regards the vexation.
difference between the Excise and the Customs duty. The
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
What is the fee
law allows the goods to come in bond for manufacturing demanded for the possession of a permit ? It is not granted
purposes, and to be taken out of bond at the difference as a matter of course, I know. I think a considerable fee
between the Customs and Excise duties.
is usually required from all parties carrying on business.
Mr. BLAKE. What is proposed to do?
Mr. COSTIGAN. No, I think that we shall not ask any
Mr. COSTIGAN. It is proposed to leave that open to be fee at all in such cases as the hon. member suggests.
varied by the Governor in Council as the interests of the
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Io it to be granted as
public require.
of courtesy ?
Mr. BLAKE. I do not know about the interests of the
Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.
public; but it seems to me a very extraordinary proposition
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should be glad if the
that Parliament, which fixes the duties, which fixes the
amount thiat the public or the manufacturer is to pay, hon. gentleman would, if he could, give us some details,
should now be asked to leave it to the Governor in Council when this comes on to the next stage, as to the number of
to fix what the rate of payment should be. At present, the trades that are affected. My own impression is that a con
operation of the law is, as the hon. gentleman says, that the siderable number would be affected by it, much larger than
goods which are imported for use as raw material by those any body would suppose.
who require them are allowed to be used by those persons
Mr. BLAKE. Are methylated spirits used for illuminating
on their paying the difference between the ustoms and purposes at all ?
Excise duties. But, under this proposition, the duty may
Mr. COSTIGAN. In some cases, I am informed, they
be varied by the Governor in Council. It may be heightened are used-not generally.
or it may be lowered, and there may be an increased charge
On resolution 5,
at the pleasure of the Governor in Council. The principle
upon which the change is to take place is not stated, and it
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the variation
is proposed, contrary, as I conceive, to the rules of Parlia- between the present law and this provision ?
ment, to give the Governor in Council power practically to
Mr. COSTIGAN. This change is to facilitate the busimake the impost.
ness transactions by the manufacturers in disposing of their
Mr. COSTIGAN. Power to reduce it.
stock. It reduces the quantity required for ex-warehous.
Mr. BLAKE, The hon. gentleman's proposal does not ing, from the present Act. At present the manufacturer
say it shall be lawful to diminish, but that it shall b. lawful of tobacco from the Canadian leaf labors under a disadvanto vary the charge. A variation must be created by an tage from which the manufacturer from the fbreign leaf is
free. The foreign leaf may be brought into the country in
increase.
bond, and when manufactured removed in bond from one
Mr. COSTIGAN. Would the bon. gentleman be satis- warehouse to another, without paying duty until disposed
fied if it were provided that it should be a decrease?
of, while the Canadian leaf can only be bonded once, and,
Mr. BLAKE. I think it would be an improvement.
therefore, we propose to extend the privilege of removing
tobacco,
manufactured from the Canadian leaf, from one
Mr. COSTIGAN. I propose to add to the fourth paragraph: "Provided that no increase shall be made in such warehouse to another, when the packages are not less
than ten pounds.
duties."
Amendment agreed to.
On resolution 6,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
Mr. BERGIN. Before the resolution is adopted, I wish
did not say anything in regard to the efect of this resolutiont to call the attention of the House to the oleomargarine
in reference to the prohibition of the removal of methylated question. I do not think, Sir, that the Houe and public
spirite without a permit. What is the reason for that generally are seuiciently acquainted with the method o f
alteration?t
the manufacture of oloomargarine, or with the materials
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of which it is prepared. The great centre at which
oleomargarine is prepared, is Hunter's Point, in the State
of New York. It is true, as a gentleman behind me remarks, that thore are large factories at Chicago also, but
the manufactories at Hunter's Point are the largest in the
States. At that point the factories are entirely in the hands
of Jews. Dead cattle, dead hogs, dead horses, dead cats,
too, I might say, are used for the production of this article,
which is thrown upon the market as human food, and as a
substitute for one of the most wholesome and healthful foods
employed by the people. Animals which die in the cars
from over-crowding, or are strangled to death, animals that
die from disease, are purchased at a nominal sum by these
people. Hogs that die from disease, from hog cholera, and
from charbon, horses that die, and cattle that die from
pleuro-pneumonia are used in the manufacture; and the
counties around New York furnish a large number of
cattle which die in the distilleries and in the cattle byres
from that terribly infectious disease, pleuro-pneumonia,
and are taken to these factories by the hundred and by
the thousand, many of them in such a state that if you take
hold of thom by the leg you draw the leg off. Those are
thrown into vats where they are subjected to a heat of over
300 dogrees, until the fat separates from the fleash and the
bones and the bides and floats upon the top,,and the offal goes
to the bottom. When this separation takes place, after the
heat bas been applied long enough-a leat that, I make
bold to Eay, does not destroy the germs of disease in those
dead carcasses-the vacuum lump is applied, the vats are
cooled until the temperature comes down to about 150
degrees, when ice is thrown in and after a time the fat
separates and becomes hard. Thon the man-holes are
opened, water is poured in until a couple of feet of water
are between the offal and the hardened fat, the water
is run off, the offal is allowed to escape from
the bottom, the fat is taken out and thon bleached
by the application of sulphuric acid and other
chemicals.
It is contended by the parties who own those
factories and make human food out of the rotten, dccayed
carcasses that the chemicals destroy all the diseased particlos. No proof of that has ever been produced.
On the
contrary, we know, as was stated by the hon. member for
Dundas (Mr. Hickey) the other night, that where animals,
which died of a certain disease, were buried as deep as eight
or ton foet under ground, a year afterwards healthy animals
feeding on the ground under which those diseased animals
had been buried were infected with the same disease and it
spread among the cattle throughout the surrounding country.
Yet this is the material from which human food, an article
designed to take the place of butter, is manufactured, and it
can be produced at so cheap a rate that it is impossible for
the honest dairyman or for the honest butter-maker to compete. In preparing this food the manufacturers designedly
go to work to deceive.
By machinery, after they bave
bleached this fat to the color they desire, by means of
chemicals so as to place the article on the market, they
granulate it so as to give it the appearance of butter.
They imitate what is called gilt-edge butter so closely that
it is impossible for anyone to tell whether it is the genuine article or not. The manufacturera aliso add chemicals
seo as to change the odor to that of first-class butter,
and they add chemicals to give it a flavor. Whether
those chemicals added to make oleomargarine are likely to
add to the healthfulness of the product or not, I leave for
the louse to declare. But I do say that the Government
should hesitate before they allow to be manufactured in
this country or sold here an article which is the product of
rotten and diseased carcasses. What I think the Government should do under the circumstances is to issue a commission and send that commission to Chicago and the State
of New York, to Hunter's Point, to see for themselves the
matter from which this oleomargarine is manufactuiud and
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the way in which it is manufactured, the fraudulent pro.
cesses through which this is being put in order that the
manufacturers may be able to place it upon the market as
human food and so deceive the publie that they will buy
this article as pure butter when they are roally buying the
vilest compound ever manufactured by chemical means.
I think the Government would not err just now if
they were to conficate the oleomargarine that is to-day
At all events if they do not
in the country.
do that, I think it is their duty to prohibit the
sale of the oleomargarine now in the country until the
commission reports, and if after the report of that commission the Government decides to allow oleomargarine to be
manufactured bore, it should only be for exportation.
Canadians ought to be fed upon something botter than oleomargarine. We ought not to allow any class of mon to
corne here and impose upon our people as human food that
which we would not give to our dogs if we saw the manner
in which it was manulactured and the materials from which
it is made. It is monstrous to suppose that material like
that should be sold to our people as pure butter, and I think
the Government, now that their attention has been called to
it, and they have, at all events, the evidence I offer them of
the kind of material of which oleomargarine is compounded,
should listen to the suggestions we offer. I am far from
believing that oleomargarine is not a source of disease. I
am far from believing it eau be safely used, and we are yet
to be convinced that many of the diseases to which people
in the large cities and towns are subjected are not the result
of using oleomargarine. At all events, we know that since
the iintroduction of that food certain poisonous blood
diseases have become more frequent and more deadly.
These remarks I offer to the Government in the hope that
they will take heed and that they will not allow factories of
this kind to be established in the country until a most
thorough investigation has been made. I know that of
which I speak. I know that the evil bas grown to such an
extent that the authorities of the United States, not only
the Federal Government but the several State Governments,
have had their attention called to it. Last year a meeting
was held-true it was a secret session-at the Cooper Institute, in New York city, at which prominent dairymen of the
United States were invited to be present. The most able
of the internal revenue offlcers were present at that meeting. Evidence was produced more terrible. more horrible
and disgusting than anything I have put before the House
to-night with respect to the manufacture of oleomargarine.
Excuses were attempted to be made on the part of manufacturers of that vile compound by stating that butyrine
and butyric acids and all the noxious compounds were
removed by the chemicals used in its manufacture. But
they failed to prove their assertion. At that meeting at
which there were present most of the prominent dairymen
of the State, including representatives from Orange
county, which is famed for the character of its butter the
wide world over, probably the most prominent man, who
kept silent during the whole of the proceedings, was the
greatest authority. When asked what ho had to say ho
replied, in a speech characteristie of bis countrymen, leaning bis hands on the table: "I have heard it all. I have
got the best bred and best fed cows in the State of New
York, but I can tell you that the best bred and the best fed
cows are nowhere when they corne into competition with a
dead rotten hog." What that man said in his homely
Yankee phrase was the truth, the whole truth and nothing
but the truth as regards oleomargarine.
Mr. JACKSON. The hon. member for Cornwall (Mr.
Bergin) has been spreading it a little thick. My opinion in
regard to this matter is that hon. members who have been
asking the Government to prohibit the article, do not know
anything about it. I have had considerable experience
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with oleomargarine and butterine. The fact is that this 'we know that many of the diseases which carry off such
article is equal to the common class of butter. If such is large numbers of children, particularly in larger cities and
the case, and if it has been analysed and found towns, are not due to the consumption of these villainous
not to be injurious to the publie health, then I say it compounds. We know that the three hundred and odd
should ho allowed to be manufactured in this country, degrees of heat to which these carcasses are subjected, is
but my opinion is that if it is not injurions to the publie not sufficient to destroy all ofthe poisonous germs, and I do
health, it should be allowed to be manufactured free of not think there is anyone in this louse, who gives the matter
Excise, because it will go into common use with the poorer proper consideration, who will for a moment believe that it is
classes of the country, and if it cannot be detected from as well to fill the stomachs of our people, ho they adults or
butter it must be a good article. I have seen the article. children, with the fat from rotten or diseased animals, comI have bonght it and tasted it, and the sample which was bined with chemicals which we know'are destructive of human
handed round this Chamber within the last few days is a life. I think the Government will receive with consideration
very inferior article. I went to Chicago last tall buying whatI have offered, and I think they will scout the suggestion
supplies for my lumber camp. I had always bought butter, offered by the hon. gentleman opposite. Al we ask the
but on this occasion the dealer asked me why I did not buy Government to do is to enquire whether the statements I
this article, oleomargarine or butterine. I said I did not have made are correct or incorrect. If they are found to be
think it was fit for people to use, and he replied : You are true thon there can be no excuse for allowing oleomargarine
entirely miEtaken ; try it. I tried a sample. I tasted it to be manufactured or sold in this country. If they are
and examined it, and I made up my mind it was equal to found not to be true thon I shallh be obliged to admit what
good, fair butter, and I bought a large supply for one of my the hon. gentleman from South Norfolk (Mr. Jackson) says
lumber camps in Michigan. To tell you the truth of the -that anything is good enough to foed his employecs.
matter, I had always taken in butter before, but the men
always complained that the butter got strong, but since
Mr. JACKSON. I did not say anything of the kind, but
this particular occasion there has not been a single com- 'the hon. gentleman is so prejudicod against this article that
plaint against this oleomargarine. They have used it, and ha could not deal with it fairly. I said if it was not injurof course they did not know it was oleomargarine
ious to the public health-as the Minister stated it was
not-if it could be produced so that consumers could not
Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
tell it from butter, we should allow the consumers to have
Mr. JACKSON. So long as they did not know it, and it. Tho hon. gentleman referred to me as though I fed my
so long as they thought it was good butter, and if it was not men on poor articles. If they will go to my lumber camp
injurious to health, I do not see why they should not use it. in Michigan they will find that Michigan lumbermen do not
My opinion is that the Government, instead of puttiug an starve their men. They foed their mon on the best there is
Excise duty on the article, should reduce the Excise so tha, to be got, and I say that the butterine that I supplied trose
it could be manufactured in this country. The general mon was equal to, if not botter than the butter which I had
public cannot tell it from butter, and it can be used by the always supplied them. They found no fault with it, but
poorer classes because it is botter than some butter. If the hon. gentleman is so prejudiced that he could not look
they cannot tell it from butter, and if it is not injurious to into the matter fairly.
health, let them stamp the article for what it is ; do
Mr. TAYLOR. I am glad to see that what opposition
not deceive the people, but allow it to be manufactured in
this country, as it is cheaper and botter for that purpose. I exists to the policy of prohibiting the manufacture of oleobelieve it would be doing justice to the poorer classes of this margarine comes from the other side of the House. I would
country, if, instead of putting the Excise duty at 8 cents, it like to ask the hon. member for South Norfolk (Mr. Jack.
son) if ha informed his mon to whom he fed this oleomarshould ho reduced to 4 cents, or taken off entirely.
Mr. BERGIN. I did not suppose the day would ever garine or butterine what the article really was? fHe says
corne when any man in the Parliament of Canada would that the Government should properly brand the article, but
dare to stand up and advocate the feeding of the product of did ha brand what ho fed to his mon; did they know what
suai rotten carcasses as I have described to the people of this it was ? My hon. friend from North Leeds was sent a sample
country instead of butter. But when, in addition to his of oleomargarine yesterday. A friend of his who was in
hardihood in advocating that view, the hon. gentleman tells the States bought two pounds, at 9 cents a pound, and that
us that ho has been in the habit of feeding it to his em- sample is in the louse, and it was that sample which I
ployees; that ho found it to be cheaper than butter, and showed my hon. friend yesterday. It requires an expert to
that they did not find it to be worse than the butter with tell it, if it was only nine or ton days old when it was on
which ho fed them, all I can say is, I can well believe it. exhibition. I wonder if the hon. member for South Nor.
But, Sir, we know that butter will become rancid and folk (Mr Jackson) would like to have the farmers of his
strong, and w know that oleomargarine remains always county compote on the market with this article which sells
Lhe same rotten thing, with Lte snmell and taste disguised t or 9 cents a pound ? I think that hon. gentleman made
the end. It cannot get worse. IL may ho good enough in a speech a few years ago in favor of lowering the standard
that hon. gentleman's opinion to feed to the men h employs, of oats from thirty-four pounds a bushel te hirty-two
but it is not good enough to foed to good, honest Canadian pounds a bushel, so that farmers could get as much for
citizens. It was urged very strongly the other day, in the thirty-two pounds of oats as they used to get for thirty-four.
progress of this debate, that on account of its cheapness That was the substance of his argument. Now, he wants
it should be admitted as human food, but I contend that them to put their butter in competition with oleomargarine
this is an argument which should be scouted. We, Sir, in at 9 cents a pound. 1 am glad the lumbermen that he
this Parliament have a duty to performa to the countryfed with this article were in the United States and not in
We ought not to permit anything which is diseased or Canada. I am glad to know there is not a gentleman on
poisoned to ho used as human food. We owe it also to the this side of the liouse who favors the production of that
farmers of the country that we should protect them. Theirs article in Canada.
is the largest and most powerful interest in the country,
Mr. GILLMOR. Well, Sir, the Government the hon.
and we ought not, because there are men who think that gentleman supports intend to have it manufactured here.
anything is good enough to feed those whom they employ, la that the way the hon. gentleman wants to protect the
to allow poisonous products of this kind thobe introduced farmers-to force them into competition with oleomargarinto the country and used daily for human food. Ho-v do iine manufactured in this country as well as that imported
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from the United States. I, myself, made some remarks on
this matter the other day, and I certainly was not aware
that the article was made from the decayed bodies of animais. I really cannotconceive of that; 1 think there must
be some mistake. I know that some years ago, when I was
in New York, I found that the poor people of that city
were in the habit of buying an article of this kind because
they were not able to buy butter, and I am sure it was a
healtby article. I do not think there ean be any objection
to it if it is not injurious to public health; but if it is to be
manufactured, and if those who manufacture it will be buying the dead bodies of horses and cow-s, as we are told they
do in the United States, I tbink both its manufacture and
importation should be prohibited.
Mr. IRVINE. I have nothing to say in favor of the manufacture of this article. I think there is plenty of butter in
the country, and it is cheap enough. But while I am of that
opinion, 1 think the statements made by the hon. member
for Cornwall (Kr. Bergin) are very highly colored and
very much exaggerated. If we took all the dead animals
in the country, I think they would yield very little fat out
of which to make oleomargarine. I have never seen the
ai ticle; but I have alway a understood that it was made
principally out of tallow. We know that the Price of tallow
is from $4 to $6 per cwt., and tallow is certainly not an
unwholesome article; and at that rate olemargarine could
be manufactured and sold at a handsome profit for 8 or 9
cents a pound. But this is the first time I have learned that
there were so many dead animals in the country or that
there was so much fat in them. The hon. gentleman sneered
at my hon. friend about feeding his men on that article.
which was good enrugh for people on the other side of
tbe' line. I know the average American, and ho is quite
as able to tell a good article when he sees it as a Canadian. If olcomargarine is anything worse than the butter
which cornes from Ontario down to St. John, N.B., it is
certainly not worth much. I am willing that the article
should be put alongside of butter, and I will guarantee
that you will not deceive a New Brunswicker with it.
You might deceive an Ontario man, who has eaten the
stinking stuff which is sent down to us, but not a New
Brunswicker.
Mr. GAULT. If this article is ail that it is represented
to be, I think we should not manufacture it in Canada to
send to people on the other side of the Atlantic. I know
that a man was arrested in Liverpool for selling spurious
butter there, and he had great difficulty in getting away.
If this article is what the hon. member for Cornwall says
it is, it should not be allowed to be manufactured at ail.
But I hope the members who represent farming constituencies will make it a point to go around and ask the farmers
to instruct their wives how to make butter. A great deal
of the butter we get in Montreal is not fit for use.
Mr. FISHER. Before this resolution passes I should
like the Minister to make some explanetions with regard
to the means he intends to use for restricting the manufacture and to insist on a healthy product being put on the
market, if after what we have heard it is possible that
oleomargarine can be healthful.
Mr. RESSON. I should be glad if the Government
would lake the whole matter into consideration as to
whether there is not enough butter in the country and
whether the price of it is not sufficiently low as to make it
unnecessary to permit the manufacture of an article of this
kind at all. There is not a gentleman in this House identified with the agricultural interest who does not know that
there is abundance of butter produced in this country and
that the larger proportion of it is very good indeed. It is
only the handling that it gets in the country stores that
makes it inferior for use by the time it reaches a dietance
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from where it is made. After it bas passed through the
bande of many country merchants, by whom a variety of
quantities are packed together in tubs, is then shipped in
hot cars, i frequently left standing on the wharves of
towns and cities on the way to its destination, and
is then retailed in some filthy store. It is not reasonable to suppose that farmers' butter will always
be as nice as the tasteful housekeeper would like to
have it on the table. If we have a quantity of butter that
is inferior in its quality when it reaches the market, is it not
fair to assume that it would be unwise to introduce a substitute even in our own market for those who are obliged to
buy a poor article, when that substitute is more unhealthful
still than the strong-tasting butter that is so properly
objected to now. I do not think it would improve the manufacture of butter in Canada, or that it would give employment to many extra hands; and it would b. simply, as
appears from what the hon. member for Oornwall says, to
get rid of the dead stock, such as cattle dying on railway
trains, or in passing from one stock yard to another. Now,
I think the Government ought to prevent both the manufacture and the importation of it. If 8 or 10 cents a
pound is not sufficient duty, I would certainly advise the
Government to put on sufficient to prevent ite importation
altogether. There is no necessity for it.
utter is
cheap, and our people are not so poor that they cannot buy good butter and pay the price for it.
There may be some poor families who cannot afford to buy
the best butter; but is it advisable to put an article in their
way which is going materially to damage the health of the
family as well as the reputation of our butter in the market?
What would be the result ? You would put on the market
here an article that would enter into competition with dairymade butter, the product of our farms. And as hon. gentlemen say that you cannot even detect the one from the other,
what would be the result ? It would probably be to force
on the foreign market, as best Canadian dairy butter, an
adulterated substitute. I should be glad if the Government
would take means, as they can, to prevent the manufacture
of oleomargarine, by imposing so high an Excise duty on
it that it would be impossible to manufacture it with any
profit.
Resolutions reported and concurred in.
Mr. COSTIGAN introduced Bill (No. 101) to amend the
Consolidated Inland Revenue Act of 1883 and the Acts
amending the same.
Bill read the first time.

SUPPLY.
Hc use again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.
(In the Committee.)
Departm:nt of Indian Affirs.......... ...........

36,257 50

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The emall increases on this
item are as follows :-Chief clerk, an increase of $50, the
ordinary increase; in the third.class clerks, there are two
increases of $50 each; second-class clerks, also $50
increases. The fact is they are all increases of $50, except
those of Mr. Shore and Mr. Hunton, who have a 8100 increase,
because they passed on special subjects and obtained each
850 besides the statutory increase; in the third-class, there
are two increases. In the one case the clerk receives $612
and in the other 8500. Then the housekeeper has an increase
of $30, which brings him to $400, and the messenger bas also
an increase of $30, making $375. Those increases are all
ordinary increases.
Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. I observe a promotion
is mentioned; Who is the gentleman intended to be promoted ?
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. McNeill, who is promoted to the first-class at $50. Mr. McNeill had $1,400
and ho will now have $1,450. The first-class begins at
81,400 and goes to $1,800.
Mr. WALLAQE. Did ho pass his promotion examination?
bir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In all cases of promotion,
they must pass this examination.
Mr. VAIL. Who is the Solicitor for Indian Affairs?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. He is the Deputy Minister
of Justice, who receives $3,600, and these $400 make up
his salary to $4,000.
Mr. VAIL. It would be better to give him $4,000 at
once.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This has been the practice
for many years.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). It would be incon.
venient to have such a difference between him and the other
deputies.
If the Minister of
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
Justice looks at the next charge, ho will see that other
deputies are marked 84,200 or $4,000, and in one case I
think something more; and, although it is perfectly true,
as the Minister of Public Works remarked, that that has
been the practice, it appears to me that it is a very unnecessary practice, and that it would be botter to call the
salary ofour Deputy Minister of Justice $4,000, instead of
disti ibuting it in two places. In the case of the Deputy of
the Minister of Railways, and I think aiso in the Public
Works, the Deputy Minister has $4,100, the Chief Eugineer
of Canals, $4,500, and so on. I am not objecting to this,
but I really think my hon. friend is right, and that it would
be better to put the two amounts together.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Perhaps so.
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ment. Then there have been two deaths in the Depart.
ment. One officer who died received $1,800, and his place
has been filled by one at 81,475. Another who died was
receiving $1,437, and a promotion was made to fill hi&
place at $1,400. Then, it is proposed in the coming year
to superannate one or two of the officers who are advanced
in years and are receiving high salaries, and to appoint
others at lower salaries, and in this way the saving is
effected, reducing the amount from $57,000 to $53,000.
Inland Revenue Department... ..............

$37,760

Mr. COSTIGAN. There is no change in the number of
officers, and the only change in the salaries is the statutory
increases.
Sir RICHIARDCARTWRIGHIT. Looking at it casually,
I should imagine that somebody had more than the statutory increase. I find twenty-four gentlemen among whom
an increase of $1,300 is divided, which is more than 850 a
piece.
Mr. COSTIGAN. I am quite satisfied that there is no
increase except the statutory increases, although apparently
the amount slightly exceeds that. I will get the informa.
tion for the hon. gentleman on concurrence.
Mr. WILSON. I find that in 1884-85, he expended something like $35,000, and bore we bave him asking for something like 837,000. Why is ho asking for $2,000 more this
year ?
Mr. COSTIGAN. A portion of the $36,OO voted last
year, was not exponded. But every year we base the estimates upon the same principle, that is, the sum that is
likely to be required. But it sometimes happons that an
office becomes vacant, and no salary is drawn for that office
for sometime, and this accounts for the non.expeuditure of
the whole amount.
Mr. WILSON. Will the Minister please explain why it
was that the whole amount was not expended, and what
offices became vacant ?
Mr. COSTIGAN. I have been so accustomed to be celled
upon to explain increases of expenditure, that it is some.
thing new to be called upon to explain a diminished expenditure.
Mr. WILSON. I do not complain of a diminished ex.
penditure, but I do ask the hon, gentleman to explain why
it is that he is asking this year $),000 more than the expen.
diture oflast year for the same service. I want the bon. gen.
tleman to make a closer approximation of the amount that
it will be necessary to expend.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is clear that somebody here in the second-class ias received more than the
statutory allowance, there are twelve second-class clerks
and they divide among them 8712.50; now it is quite clear
that the statutory incroases would only amount to $600;
therefore some of these persons have received at the rate of
$100 each, who are they and what is the reason for giving
them the extra allowance?
Mr. COSTIGAN. All I can do s toitell the hon. gentle.
man that I will explain this on concurrence.

Auditor General's Office............................. ........ $21,300
Mr. McLELAN. There were nine third-class clerks
provided for last year, and I think only eight were
appointed. Provision was made for one, but the AuditorGeneral did not fill it, and continued a temporary clerk,
and this year he has provided for the appointment of
Mr. J. W. Ried at $800. Last year he was a temporary
clerk. He has also provided for him for special qualifications as an accountant. That and the statutory increases
are all the alterations since last year.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Incidentally I might
observe that it appears to me that the question of the deputy heads requires a little consideration. Here is an officer
of very considerable importance, that is to say, the Auditor
General himself, who is in a certain sense our officer, the
officer of the House, and who is the supervisor of all these
parties, and he is put at a considerably lower salary than
most of our deputy heads. I am inclined to think that, now
that officer bas been so many years in the service, and has
proved so efficient an officer and one so useful to the House,
the Statute should be amended so as to put him on an equality with the deputy heads who receive 81,200 or $4,100.
That, however, is a matter for the consideration of the
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But when the lon.
Ministers, and one which, I know, must be done by Statute. gentleman
comes down bere and tells us that they are only
It could not be doue by a parliamentary vote.
ordinary increases, and it turns out that that is not the
case, ho ought to acquaint himself better with the details
Department of Finance and Treasury Board.......553,067 50
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There are many or postpone the item.
alterations here and a considerable reduction, which is parMr. COSTIGAN.
Lt is cuâtemary, wlen gentlemen
ticularly due, I know, to the appointment of the Assistant critfoise the estimates, that where a discrepancy so very
liglt occure, te make and acoept the explanation on conFinancial Inspector.
Mr. MOLELAN. Of that reduction, $1,700 is for the currence. I told the hon. gentleman that there wu appar.
transfer of the Assistant Inspector to charges of manage- entiy, amonget the eecondciass clorks, an inore boyond
87
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the statutory increase, and I promised him an explanation asked for the services of this year, in all, a little over
$3,000,000 on post office service. When yon recolleet
on concurrence.
that the total revenue that the Finanee Minister expected
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not want to detain was about $1,850,000, the annual deficiency appears
the House upon a matter of $50 or $60 extra, but really I to be greatly in excess of any addition to the service
muet say that the bon. gentleman ought to have acquainted that bas been rendered within the last seven or eight
himself with the details of that kind before asking for the years. In 1878, the expenditure was $1,724,000. .Now,
vote. It is not at all desirable to postpone this to concur- the expenditure is $1,841,000, and it corresponds precisely
rence, when nobody can rely on remembering these matters, with the increase here. I cannot, for my own part, underand when they may slip through without the slightest stand how that can be justified by the growth of the post
notice.
office within the last six or seven years. It appears to me
Department to allow of
Mr. COSTIGAN. I may tell the hon, gentleman that I that there is a great laxity in the
increase.
an
such
had been furnished with all the details regarding increases,
but I did not expect to use them to-night, and the officer
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There is no doubt there is
who has them bas gone home. But I will furnish the inforincrease in this Department, but if there is a large
large
a
mation required by the hon. gentleman.
increase in the expenditure, the hon. gentleman will admit
that there is a very large increase in the service. The post
$33,100
Department of Onstoms .... ...............
office service in the North-West for example, is extending
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How bas the Minister every day, and must extend, and it cannot give a return in
accordance with the expenditure. The distances are very
of Customs managed to ask for $1,300 less than last year.
great, the population is scattered and not very numerous,
Mr. BOWELL. That is customary in mv Department. and yet we have to give them the same postal facilities
This decrease is partially owing to the fact th-ii Mr. Peachey, that we have for other portions of the country and wait
who was formerly chief clerk at $2.400, has been super- until the country becomes more settled, when the revenues
annuated.
is position has not been filled, but a third-class will increase. For many years no doubt that service will
clerk appointed. Then there have been a number of changes. not repay the country in that way, but if we do not obtain
When an officer dies, or is removed, some one else is appointed a revenue from the post office service, we will obtain it from
at a lower salary. The only increases that have taken place the sale of lands, from Customs, Excise, and so on, and so
have been the statutory increases. The office of assistant will recoup ourselves in that direction. The hon. gentlecommissioner and chief accountant bas been separated, man will remember-we have been long enough in Parliaand the assistant commissioner now has that work to attend ment together for him to remember-the time when other
to exclusively, together with the work that is imposed upon portions of the country were about in the same
himithrough carrying out the Chinese Act. Mr. Watters, position as the North-West and Manitoba are now,
a first-class clerk and assistant accountant, is now made the but matters have improved very much and the revenue
accountant, and it is proposed, when he bas passed the pro- has increased largely. We cannot expect that both ends
motion examination, to make him a chief clerk.
will meet for years to come. Nevertheless I may say that, so
far as I recollect, this Department, which at a certain period
Department of Postmaster-General.................$168,585
I had the honor of administering, is well administered, the
work, and the Postmaster-General
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is a considerable officers are up in their
and the previous Postmaster-General have given great
increase both in number of officers and cost.
attention to the service, and tried to curtail the expenses as
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. They are the statutory much as possible. flowever, the wants of the people are
increases for the first and second-class clerks. The chief such that we cannot refuse all the applications that are
clerk has a statutory increase of $50 and the first-class made. If the Postmaster-General would grant ail the
clerk has a similar increase. Next come the second.class applications that are made, I am sure that the hon. gentleclerks. One of these bas been promoted and the vacancy man would see that the expenditure has grown much more
bas been filled et $100 less. The total increase is $150. Of than it bas grown. We have to refuse; we have to select
third-class clerks there are six, the total increase being and do the best we can, and I have no doubt that Parlia$1,495. In the accountant's office there are some statutory ment will not refuse to give the necessary amount for this
increases. There are in that office twenty-three third-class service, which is a very important one, as the hon. gentleclerks who have obtained statutory increases, the total man knows.
increase, after deductions are made, being 81,500. In the
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is true there are
money order office the rincipal increase is $700, being
Increases given to third-class clerks. In the savings bank perhaps few Departments as to which the House would be
less disposed to be critical than the post office. But 1must
office there is a small increase.
observe that the deficit has increased enormously. In the
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who are the packers, time of Mr. Mackenzie's Administration a very great change
of whom there are twenty, and what grade do they hold ? was made. We reduced the rate, if I recollect aright, from
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. They occupy about the 5 cents to 3 cents, and as a matter of course a considerable
same position as messengers, and pass the same examina- loss was inflicted on the revenue at the same time. That,
however, was in a fair way of being recovered, and after
tion. They are not entitled to more that $500.
doing that our total deficit was only about $600,000; now it
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. No doubt the $4,000 threatens to be a million and it may be more, it would be a
or $5,000 increases are pretty well covered by the same great deal more if we were to take into account the increases
$50 statutory increases, but I desire to point out that this of this particular Department under consideration. I think
Department is continually increasing its number of this is more than can be fairly accounted for by any growth
employees. The number bas swollen from about 100 to in Manitoba and the North-West. There the total expendi.
188 within the last five or six years. It is becoming a ture would not be more than 8250,000, and it always wae
serions matter. We have here $200,000, including contin- very considerable, even seven or eight years ago. 80
gencies for the Post Office Department under Civil Govern- i though that may aconut for part ofit, it would not acoount
ment. Looking on a little further we have 82,840,000 1for the whole of it,
Mr. CoesTIAN.
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Department of Agriculture ................................. 0$47,705

Mr. CARLING. The increase amounts to

Department of Publie Worka.......................

1,070. The

statutory increases amount to $1,470, but 1his is reduced by
the fact that only $100 was paid for a private seoretary last
year when the usual amount is $600.Then there has been
the death of Mr. Fraser, creating a vacancy which has not
been filled, which with the difference in the amount for
private secretary leaves the increase of $1,070.
Mr. VAIL. I find by the Auditor General's report
that the total amount for extra services in this Department
is over $18 000. That would seem rather irregular. If
these clerks are required in the Department, I think their
salaries should be in the amount we are now voting. I can
understand that it is quite impossible to get along with such
a Department as this without some extra sums in this way,
but this seems an exceedingly large one. Are these clerks
still kept on, and is it the intention to keep them on,
because as the vote stands now it is rather deceptive ?
Mr. CARLING. A number of the clerks have been employed in connection with the census of the North-West
Territories and criminal and other statistics, and also in
connection with the patent branch. The number of patents
issued ha inereased very largely, while the receipts of that
branch have increased very mucl more than the cost of the
number of clerks employed, and I think a large nunber of
the extra clerks are employed there. The patent fees give
869,000 a year of receipts in round numbers.
Mr. VAIL. We have the amounts which go to make up
this surn summarised in the Auditor-General's report. There
is nothing among them for the patent office. Here is one
item, for instance: M. C. Woods, 70 hours, at $1 an hour.
Mr. CARLING. M. C. Woods is not employed in the
Department at present.
Mr. VAIL. I am not charging my hon. friend with any
neglect of duty. I am simply pointing out that this requires
somoe explanation.
Department of Marine.....................................

$23,912 50

Mr. VAIL. low is it that the Minister of Marine has
not allowed his clerks the $50 increase ?
Mr. FOSTER. They have been allowed the $50 increase.
The number of clerks is the same, but one clerk has been
transferred from the Departnent of Marine to the Department of Finance, by which a savin of some $400 has been
made; and the regular increases
$50 taken in connection
with that, make up the whole increase of $40.
Sir RICHARD CAR TWRIGHT.
has been transferred ?
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. McLelan.
In the Department.

Who is the clerk that
He was private eecretary

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There appears to be
precisely the same number of clerks.

69l
..... $0,020

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The increase is altogether
due to the $50 increases.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I observe tat
the
clerks must be of the highest quality, beoause it does not
seem necessary in any Department to deprive a single man
of the increase.
Department of Railways and Canals........$47,447 50
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
tory increases too?

Are these all statu.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigenish). There are the various
increases, and there appears to be a second.class clerk promoted to a first-class clerk-I cannot give his name.
Mr. VAIL. What is the meaning of the note at the
bottom of the page :
" An Order in Oouncil dated 18th December, 1882, allowed $2,000 a

year to Mr. Schreiber, au hief Enineer of the anadian Pfol Railway, to be paid out of the appropriation tor that railway."

Is it intended to have an engineer appointed for the
Canadian Pacifie Railway now that it is supposed to be
completed ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That will be continued
until the railway is completed.
Mr. VAIL. This vote is not to come into effect until the
lst of July, and the railway will be completed before then.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Ris regular salary is 84,000.
The note is only to show the committee that basides that
lie has 82,000 as engineer of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
but it is not noted here.
Resolutions to be reported; Committee to sit again.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.
Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 12:20
a.m., Wednesday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
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The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'elock.
FRAYERa.

FIRST READING.
Bill (No. 99) relating to Druggists (from the Senate).
1 -(Mr.
ickey.)
BUSINESS OF THE SESSION.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would suggest to the leader of the
Mr. FOSTER. There is the same number. One has
been transferred as I have stated, and a third-class clerk House whether, in view of the fact that it looks as if we
were to have a fairly short Session, it would not be well to
has been appointed at $400.
facilitate the business of the Hlouse by taking up these
Sir RIGHARD CARTWRIGHT.
What salary had Notices of Motion end pass through al the undisoussed
Mr. McLelan ?
ones, so that the Departrments could get the papers ready
in order to bring them down te the .ous and thas avoid,
Mr. FOSTER. I think it was $900.
as much as possible, any delay in our private legislation.
Department of Fisheries......

.............. $13,100

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In answer to the hon. genMr. FOSTER. There are regular statutory increases tleman I may say that it is our desire to meet the wishes
and there is to be a promotion to the place of a second- of the House, and the wish seeme to be general to have as
class clerx who died. Otherwise the number of clerks is short a Session as possible. But I would say to the hon.
gentleman that as to-day we only go on to six o'eloek with
the esame as before.

