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Retura of names and appointments of the medical and hospital staff

(other than regimental), showing whetber they were in the Active
Militia and if so, their rank and corps, with rates of pay and length of
service ln ail cass.-(Nr. Casey. )

Return of names of the staff paymasters appointed, showing whether
non. combatants or not, with rank and corps of such as vere in the Active
Militia ; with rate of pay and length of services in ail cases.-(Mr. Casey.)

Return of names of all officers, surgeons and assistant surgeons in the
Active Militia, who volunteered for service in the North-West, with
rank and corps.-(Mr. Oasey.)

Return of naies, rank and co rps of the officers composing the Military
Claims Commission, while at Winnipeg ; stating also any subsequent
changes in the personnel of the commission, with rossons for the same.-
(Mr. <asey).

Return of ail horses purchased for use during the expedition, showing
name and rank (if any) of persons by whom purchases were made, and
number purchased by each ; authority for purchase, price paid, and final
disposition of the horses by sale or otherwise, when the service was
over, with price received for such as were sold.-(Mr. Oasey).

Return of ail horses, ponies, cattle, furs, waggons, carts and other
property seized by the Mounted Police or expeditionary force, while on
service in the North-West between 27th March and lst August, with the
disposition made of the same ; the names of persons from whom such
seizures were made, and the amounts (if any) paid, received, or now
payable or receivable, on account of such property.-(Mr. Casey.)

Return showing ail purchases of foo-, material, medical supplies and
comtorts, forage and equipment, by tender and otherwise, showing
quantities, price and names of persons from whom purchased, for the use
of the North-West expeditionary force, with schedale of quantities of
each description remaining unused at the end of the campaign, and the
final disposition of the same by sale or otherwise, with amounts received
for such as were sold.-(Mr. Oasey).

Return showing the total amount paid to date, or now payable on
any claim recognised by the Government in connection with the sup-
pression of the North-West rebellion, under the following heads,
namely :-Transport service. Pay of officers and men. Subsistenee.
Equipment. Arms and ammunition. Medical and hospital supplies.
Horses. Forage. Commissions, if any, for payient of maney or pur-
chase of supplies ; distinguishing payments made under any of these heads
to the Canadian Pacific or Hudson's Bay Compaies.-(Mr. Casey.)

Copy of the Order in Council appointing certain persons as Inspectors
or Commissioners of Indian Affairs in the North-West, in the year 1878,
together with the report, if any, of said Inspectors or Commissioners.-
(Mr Landerkin.)

Statement, in detail, of ail law or other costs or expenses incurred by
the Dominion since 1870, in connection with the western and northern
boundary of Ontario; when and to whom paid.-(Mr. Oameron, Huron.)

Return showing :-1. A copy of all contracts with I. G. Baker & Co.
for supplies agreed to be furaished by them to the Mounted Police for
the years 1884 and 1883. 2. A cipy of all accounts of I. G. Baker &
Co. for such supplies for said years.-(Mr. Gameron, Huron.)

Return showing :-1. A copy of ail contracts with I. G. Baker & Co.,
for supplies agreed to be furnished by them to the Indians for the years
1884 and 1885. 2. A copy of ail accounts for souch supplies for said
years by said I. G. Baker & Co.-(Mr. Cameron, Huron.)

1. An account, in detail, of ail the law costs incurred by the Dominion
in testing in the courts the Liquor License Acta of 1883 and 1884, and
to whom paid. 2. A statement, in detail, of the costs of carrying into
effect and attempting to enforce said Acts, and to whom paid. 3. A
statement, in detail, of all salaries or payments or allowances made to
any official or person under the said Acts; when paid, and to whom. 4.
A statement, in detail, of ail other expenses incurred under the said
Acta. -(Mr. Oameron, Huron.)

Copies of all correspondence between the Government of the United
Kingdom and the Canadian Government, or any members, officers or
employees thereof, respecting the medals to be given to the volunteers
who served in the recent insurrection in the North-West.-(Mr. Amyot.)

Copy of any complaints made to the Department of the Interior
against E. Brokovski, an intelligence officer in the employment of the
Government; also copies of all reports of the said 8rokovski to his
Departmental superior during the years 1884 and 1885, or such periods
of said years as lie was employed by the Department of the Interior;
together with ail letters or communications asking that the office held
by said Brokovski be abolished.-(Mr. Gameron, Middlesex.)

Oopy of the appointment of Angus Mc)onald, of Upper Washabuok,
Victoria County, N. S., as census enumerator in 1881; also ail copies
ot ail correspondence between the Gavernment, or any member thereof,
and any other person relative to the cancellation thereof.-(Mr. Kirk.)

Copies of petitions and letters from Rev. H. Leduc and Daniel
Maloney, in relation to complaints of the people of Edmonton, Fort
Saskatchewan and St. Albert, and ail correspondence arising ont of
such petitioni.--(Mr. Rykert.)

Return bowing the amount of notes of the several banks of the
Doinuion in circulation on the first of March last. The amount of Dom-
Inion notes in circulation and in the hands of the banks on the same date.
And the amount of gold held by the Goverument and the banks for

Mr, TaoxP&o< (Antigonish).

the redemption of Dominion and bank notes at the same date.-(Mr.
MeMullen.)

Return showing the amount held by the Government through the
several Savings Banks and Post Office Savings Banks throughout the
Dominion, on the 30th June laut, 1885, giving the location of each
Savings Bank or Post Office Savings Bank and the sum held by the
Government through esch separately.

Sir IECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the fouse.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 8:50 p. m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
0

THURSDAYY st April, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERas.

SCOTT ACT ENFOROEMENT.

Mr. McMULLEN asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Governament to introduce any legislation during the present
Session that will tend to aid in enforcing the prohibitory
provisions of the Scott Act ?

Mr. T HOMPSON (Antigonish). I do not understand
from the question precisely the kind of legislation which
the hon. mem ber desires to enquire about. It will be found,
however, that some of the difficulties which have arisen in
the enforcement of the Act will be removed by legislation
which is now before the House, and by some which it is
intended to introduce in a few days.

PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS.

Mr.CHARLTON moved the second reading of Bill (No.1 1)
for the more effectual prevention of cruelty to animals. He
said: In taking charge of this Bill, Ifeel that I have assumed
a responsibility of considerable magnitude. The char-
acter of C'iri>t an civilisation is to promote kindness, for-
bearance and mercy, and the days of brutal instincts are
fading into the past, and become less pronounced as Chris-
tian civilisation advances. We have fallen upon the better
days of hospital§, of charities, of schools, and the spirit of
religion reaches not only to men, but down below men to
the animal creation. As Coleridge has very well said:

"He prayeth best who loveth best,
All things both great and small;
For the dear God who loveth us,
He made and loveth ail."

This s4irit of philanthropy, Sir, has been very strongly
manifested through the creation of societies in varions eoun-
tries for the prevention of cruelty to animals. We have in
England the Royal Society, among the patrons of which
are the Queen, the Prince and Princess of Wales, and a
great number of the English nobility. We have in Canada
the Metropolitan Society of this city for ,he prevention of
cruelty to animals, and it is under the auspices of this society
that i have introduced this Bill. Among the documents of
societies I have with me, are the reports of the New
Hampshire Society, the fHumane Society of New York,
Henry Bergh, President; the American liumane Society,
of Washington, the Woman's Branch of this society ;the
District of Columbia Society, the Western Pennsylvania
Humane Society, and the Woman's Branch of it. I also
have lettera here from Mr. Bergh, and from Mr. Anderson,
who introduced a Bill of similar character into the British
House of Commons. The Bill has been drafted by the legal
advisers of the Metropolitan Society of Canada, Messrs.
Bishop, Green and Wicksteed. The Bill proposes to con-
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solidate the Canadian law with referene to cruelty to
animals, and introduces many new provisions. The 2nd
clause provides a penalty for unlawfully and maliciously
killing cattle; the 3rd clause, for unlawfully and maliciousl
attempting to kill; 4th, unlawfully killing other animals:
5th, for acts of wanton cruelty; 6th, for injury done to
animals while driving, &c.; 7th, keeping places for baiting
animals; 8th, for using birds and animals for live targets
9th, promoting cruelty; 10th, neglecting impounded ani
mals; the 11th clause refers to the keeping of animals
having infections or contagious diseases; 12th, bringing in
animals infected into public places; 13th, offering for sale
i n markets any infected animal; 14th, cattle transported by
railway, provisions for the unloading and feeding o
stock; 15th, feeding cattle at the expense of the owners in
transportation by railway, if the owner makes no provision
for it; 16th, floors of cars to be cleaned and littered; 17th,
provides a penalty; 18th, proceedings upon complaint;
19th, proceedings in case of search warrant. The Bill is a
consolidation of our own law; very few of the features of
the Bill are new, and some of them are copied from the
Imperial Statutes. A Bill of a somewhat similar character
was placed in the charge of Mr. iRichey, of Halifax, and was
submitted to a select committee two Sessions ago, and
waa reported upon by that committee. Whether the Min-
ister of Justice will require the reference of this Bill to a
select committee, or will permit it to be taken into consider-
ation by Committee of the Whole, I will now see. If the
hon. gentleman requires to have the Bill referred to a select
committee, it will be unnecessary to make further explana.
tion of the provisions of the Bill.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I think I must avail
myself of the hon. gentleman's willingness to have the Bill
referred to a select cominittee. In so far as it contains new
features, I think it is well worthy of consideration,
especially with reference to those clauses which provide,
for instance, for the prevention of the use of birds or
animals as targets, and the provision with respect to the
neglect of impounded cattle. In se far as the Bill is a con-
solidation, I think it is objectionable, because it is pro-
poses to consolidate into a Statute, to be be called "an Act
for the more effectual prevention of cruelty to animals," a
number of provisions which do not properly belong to that
head ; it proposes to consolidate provisions belonging to
enactments relating to the preservation of property, tho
spread of contagious diseases among animals, and pro-
poses likewise to consolidate provisions with respect to pro-
cedure which are not applicable solely to offences against
an Act like this, and are to be found in the criminal law appli-
cable to all procedure of a ike kind. For these resons, while
there may be much in the Bill that would be valuable, I
think it is desirable to have those views considered, and I
therefore concur with the hon. gentleman in having it
referred to a select committee.

M ,tion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

Mr. CHABRLTON. I move that the- Bill be referred to
a select committee composed of Messrs. Patterson (Essex),
Cameron (Huron), Wright, Weldon, Beaty, Shakespeare
and the mover, seven members. We might also name two
more nembers from the Province of Quebec.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I would suggest to the hon.
gentleman to increase the number to eleven, by adding the
Minister of Justice, the Minister of Militia, Mr. White
(Bastings), and Mr. Mackintosh.

Mr. CHARLTON. I agree to that.
Motion agreed to, and Bill referred to Select Committee.

INTEREST ON MONEY SECURED BY MORTGAGE.
Mr. McMULLEN, moved the second reading of Bill

(No. 12) to amend the 4ct relating to interest on mort-

gage secured by real estate. He said: In moving the seond
1 reading of this Bill I oonsider it my duty to offer some ex-
r planation why I consider such a measure necessary. The
r system of borrowing money followed by farmers often ser-

iously affecta their position. In many cases they have un-
dertaken to borrow money for long periods, to be repaid by
annual instalments. I am glad to say that the Bill which
I am now seeking to amend term*tiated many of the
abuses which grew up under that system; but, while I did

a so, there still remain some provisions that require amend-
ment. It is desirable that the farmer, after borrowing

3 money on his farm, and after contracting to pay it off by
instalments, should have the right after a lapse of time to

f pay off the principal, The rate of toterest has fallen con-
siderably during the last few years. I know in my section of
country there are farmers who borrowed money some years
ago at 8 and 9 per cent., and at the present time companies
and private individuals from whom they borrowed are ex-
acting those very excessive rates of interest. Many of our
farmers, unfortunately, have got themselves into very
straightened financial circumstances by being placed in
positions of this kind, and it becomes the duty of Parlia.

3 ment, when evils of this kind are found to exist, to apply the
remedy. I believe it is right that the borrower under all

. circumstances should at least have the advantages possessed
à by the lender. The lender with his capital can help him.
- self, but the borrower is absolutely in the hands of the

lender, who may exact from him interest and exactions
that in the end may prove very serious, and may possibly
turn him out of house and home. It is our duty to protect
the poor against the encroachments of the rich. In my
own section of country I have known several cases were
mortgage companies, having liens upon farms, have con-

* tinued to charge the high rate at which the moneywas
loaned many years ago. These companies have maintained
the rates and refuse to accept payment of principal except
with the addition of a bonus. The last two years have
been very trying ones for many of our farmers, and I have
known several cases where they have sought to get release
from the financial bondage into which they have unfor-
tunately fallen, but the companies have retused to release
them. They say : You have entered into a contract
to pay a certain rate of intere.qt, snd we intend
to hold yonestrictlytofthatecontract. Perlhapeit
is the duty of Parliament to respect the rights of
private individuals in matters of contract; but if there is
one thing in which they should interfere, it is in order to
release t e poorer classes from the bondage into which they
have fallen in connection with payments of instalments and
interest on mortgages. It wili be in the interest of the
poorer classes to amend the Act placed on the Statute book
in 1880. In that year the hon. member for Centre Welling-
ton (Mr. Orton) introduced the Act which I am now seek.
ing to amend. It-provided that a mortgagor, after a loan
has been in existence for five ycars, after paying three
months' interest in advance, should have the right to
pay off the entire amount of the mortgage. I seek to
amend that clause so that after a mortgage has been
in existence for three years, the mortgagor, by giving
three months notice, shall be entitled to pay off the
mortgage. I do not think it is right that the mortga2or,
in order to be able to pay off the mortgage, should be required
to pay anything more than interest U to the time of psy-
ment; it is unfair to ask him to pay tSree months' interest
in advance when the money is in the hands of the lender.
By simply giving notice he should be allowed to pay off a
mortgage. That is one of the provisions of my Bill. The
other provision is, that where a mortgage is sub-
ject to a rate of interest in excess of 6 per cent., and
has been in existence for more than a year, the
mortgagor shall have the right to pay off the mortgage by
giving six montha' notice or six months' intereet. Il my
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,own section of country very serions difflculty has arisen in
regard to the disposing of farms. Many of our farmers
have been under the necessity, through falling into debt or
failure of crops, of disposing of their farms. I have known
several cases where the mortgagee has declined to accept
the money to pay off the mortgage, and in consequence
some sales have been lost. I know a case in which the
mortgagor had died. I happened to be one of the execu-
tors of the estate, and when we commenced to realise it
we found the difficulty staring as in the face of getting rid
of the mortgage. The company declined to accept the
principal unles they were paid a bonus, and the result was,
we were compelled to lease the farm for some two years,
and hold it until the mortgage expired, and thon sell it and
pay off the mortgage. During that time the value of the
property had declined very much, and the estate lost con-
siderably, owing to the fact that the executors were not able
to pay off the ineumbrance. In order to meet such cases
there should be some provision that whenever it became
necessary, owing to a man being hampered financially, to
realise by selling or improve his condition by borrowing,
there should be some means by which he could get relief.
There are farmers in my section who are paying 10, 12 and
15 per cent. on chattel mortgages, and the reason is
that they are unable to raise money, on account of the
companies refusing to allow them to pay off the prin-
cipal on a mortgage on their land. I do not contend
that all these advantages are always taken by companies,
because tbey are taken also by private individuals; and I
want the law so amended as to apply to all parties borrow-
ing money, both companies and individuals. 1 know farm-
ers who have first-class real estate on which they could
borrow money easily at 6 per cent., and who yet are paying
to-day 10 per cent., and the mortgagee declines to accept
the principal and afford relief. Some may say that the
farmers who are in this position should have taken steps to
have had clauses inserted in the mortgage that would pro-
tect them. But farmers are not, as a rule, well versed in
financial transactions, and in many cases they are only too
willing to enter into arrangements for a number of years
when borrowing money, which arrangements they find
themselves unable to carry out, and in a few years they
faill into the grasp of the companies and monoy lenders, and
probably, at the end, find themselves turned outofhouse and
home. Cases of this kind I desire to remedy by this Bill ;
and I say that it is right, notwithstanding the right of
contract between private individuals, that in cases of this
kind some relief should be afforded by law, rather than
to permit those who are unfortunately involved in difficul.
ties of this kind to be ground ,out of everything they are
possessed of. We should give the borrower all the advan-
tage he possibly can get, because it is generally the case
that the lender can look after himself. It is well known
that in Canada the rate of interest has dropped within a
few years, and we should give those who are subject to the
exactions of exorbitant lenders the opportunity of paying
off their encumbrances and obtaining money at a cheaper
rate if possible; we should relieve those who are in bondage
to financial agents and money lenders, and who are to-day
paying excessive rates of interest under chattel enortgage,
to get money to pay the interest on their real estate mort
gages; I say we should give them a chance of liberating them-
selves from this bondage. I know of several cases within the
last year in which farmers have been compelled to borrow
money under chattel mortgage on their stock at 12 and 15
Per cent. to pay of real estate mortgaiges at 7 or 8 per cent.
They offer to pay off their mortgages in full, but this offer
the lenders will not accept, but, on the contrary, they say :
We will renew the mortgage; and they put principal and in-
terest together and give a longer time at the old rate. This
Bill is intended for the relief of such classes by, in the first
place, permitting the mortgagor, in the case of a mortgage

Mr. MOMULLwZ.

which bas been in existence three years and bears interest
at 6 or a less rate of interest, to pay it off on three months'
notice, and in case of a mortgage which bas been in exist-
ence over a year, he may do so by giving six months'
notice, and that is, I think, long enough time to give the
lender a chance of finding other investnents for his money.
These are the principal provisions of the Bill of which I
move the second reading.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The first section of the
hon. gentleman's Bill contains a provision which is very
unusual, and would, I think, be very unwise. It proposes to
amend sections four and five of the Act of 1880, by enabling
a person who bas been charged and who has paid an ex-
cessive amount of interest, not only to rocover that interest
back again, but to recover double the amount. The second
section of the Bill proposes that the Act of 1880 shall be
amended in this respect: The Act of 1880 provides for the
paying off of a mortgage at five years; and the hon.-gentle-
man proposes to extend that right to mortgages
drawn at three years. That clause, of course, is a matter
entirely for the consideration of the House. The Act of
1880 was passed after long discussion by the very
narrow majority of seven members, and it may be con-
sidered doubtful whether it is wise to go a step further in
making that Act more stringent than it is. If it were net
for the fact that the clause in principle already exists in
the Act of 1880, I should doubt very inuch the power of
this Parliament to enact it, because it seenis to me that it
is not a provision relating to interest properly, but
relating to contracts for the securing of money. low-
ever, inasmuch as the Act of 1880 already contains that
provision, it is merely a question of extending it further,
and, therefore, I do not feel warranted in pressing on the
House my own view that it is really a matter with which
Parliament cannot deal at all.

Mr. MoMULL EN. With regard to what has been said
by the hon. Minister of Justice, I may say it is very often
found that private individuals as well-as societies, in calcu-
lating the arrears of interest, extract from the borrower
more than is really due. Farmers, as a rule, are not capa-
ble of making exact calculations of the interest due on their
m-rtgggos, while the Icnders are generally very acute and
acourate calculators, and, as I say, I bave known casas in
which they bave taken advantage of the ignorance or the in-
experience of borrowers to exact more than was due. This
provision is intended to doter them from such practices,
and I think it is not too much to compel lenders in such
cases not only to repay the interest, but to'pay back double
the amount, and thereby deter them from -such exactions.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I do not think that the first
provision of the hon. gentleman's Bill is quite fair, as it
would result in people borrowing money and refusing to
pay the interest. I think the law as it stands at present
is sufficient to collect back the amount which is overpaid,
and I think no more should be allowed. ihe hon. gentle-
man's Billihas, bowever, one good feature about it, and
that is the provision changing the time from flve years to
three, for there is no doubt that there is a good deal of
hardship in the five year arrangement. The present Billwas
only passed aftter a determined effort on the part of many
men in this House interested in loan societies.
It is no harm for me to say that, and I do not intend any-
thing offensive ; they contended-that contracts then existent
should be allowed to run the full length of the contract,
but thei louse by a narrow majority decided that the time
should be reduced to five years. I contetid that the money
market is at present so changed that we can now afford to
go a step further and make mortgages payable at the end
of three years. I have no hesitation in saying that there
has not been a Bill passed in Parliament for the lut five
years which has done to much good to the farming oom.
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munity as the one which this Bill proposes to amend.
know that many mortgages againt farmers have been pai
in full which would have been still in pxistenee, and theî
are many farmers in Ontario who have to-day money d
posited at 4 per cent., and who would be glad to use it t
pay off their mortgages which are bearing interes
at 7 per cent. If the la'w were changed so that the
could pay off those mortgages at the end of three year
it would be a great advantage to the farmers of the ciou
try. Some people may say this is interfering with cou
tracts. Well, the companies seem to have no trouble i
lending their money. I will give an instance. A ma
dies, leaving a good farm, which his executors offor f>
sale. A gentleman with money is prepared to buy th
farm and to pay cash for it in full. He goes to the com
pany having the mortgage, and offers to pay it off, but th
company refuses to take the money, and insists that th
mortgage must romain for the time it has to run. Th
resuit is that the executors cannot sell the farm, becaus
the purchaser will not buy it with a mortgage agains
it. Thon the creditors cannot get their pay. The matte
rans on, the creditors press for their money, and at last th
farm has to be sacrificed to pay them, and the widow and
orphans suffer. Now, it is our duty in this House to mak
a law that will meet cases like this. It may be said tha
this does not often happen. I do not know how it i
in other Provinces, but in Ontario it is an
every-day occurrence; and we, as honest men, should d
what we can to help those who are left without the assist
ance of the bead of the house. I know that there isa
feeling in this flouse that this matter should not bi
dealt with at ail; but that feeling is only in the minds o
those who have money to lend, and not in the mind of th
man who wants to borrow money or to sell is property and
finds a mortgage staring him in the face. The Minister o
Justice says this is a matter for the House, but if the hon
gentleman will agree to reduce the time for paying off the
n ortgage from five years to three, ho will have an Act which
will be to his credit and to the credit of this Dominion. Som
hon. gentlemen say that the mover of this Bill lends money
himself. If ho does, it is ail the more to his credit that he
introduces a Bill into this House which is going to benefi
the borrower.

Mr. ORTON. I am very glad indeed to find that the hon
member for North Wellington (Mr. MeMullen) has becom
such an enthusiastic convert to the principle I have been
advocating in this Bouse for a number of years, and that he
is now so far advanced as to introduce a Bill to improve the
Act which I had the honor to bring into the flouse in 1880.
At the time that Act was introduced it was proposed that a
borrower of money should be allowed to repay Lis loan at
any time he liked upon giving three months' notice, or upon
paying three months' interest in advance. Notwithstanding
ail the offorts which I and those who believed in the
principle I advocated could make in this flouse ahd before
the Banking and Commerce Committee,it was atterly impomsi-
ble to get the Bill carried through the Committee in its best
form; and amongst those whostrenuously opposed the tbree
years amendment was the leader of the Opposition.
There were other clauses in tbat Bill which I hoped would
be carried through this flouse by this time. Under the
special privileges enjoyed by the old loan societies, borrow-
ers were subject to ail sorts of fines and penalties, and if
they desired to pay off their mortgage in advance of the
time it was due, they were forced by the lona companies to
pay often more than they originally borrowed, after pay-
ing interest and principal for perhaps ton or twelve years.
The Bill I proposed had for one of its objects the relief of'
the farmers of Canada from the grind ing tyranny of the
old loan societies; but it was held by this flouse and strenu-
ously urged by the leader of the Opposition, that it was an'
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I interference with contract, and that it would be impossible
id to carry out such a sweeping measure. I think if some
re relief were given to the farmors of Canada in this direction it
e- would be only right and just. The retroactive actions of these
o loan societies should niot be allowed to be perpetuated in

st this country; they are wrong and utterly dishoneat in
y principle. I say it is unjust that snch special privileges
s, should ho perpetuated in this country in order to enrich the
n. money lenders. If they are enabled to get back their
n. money without suffering any possible loss, that is ail the
n justice thut should be given to thom. However, I am glad
n to welcome this Bill as a stop in the direction of the efforts
r i made in 1880, and I shall bc very glad to aee itpassed; at
e any rato, tho clause permitting the borrower to pay back his
i. loan at the end of three yeurs. While welcoming this, I
e must say that I congratulate the hon. gentleman on his
e conversion to the principle of the Fariners' Banking and
e Loan Bill, which I brought up the other day, and which is
e of a similar character to this. I hope he will not only suc-
t coed in this Bill, but that his advocacy of it will help tu
r create a sentiment in favor of doing justice to the agricul-
e turists of this country by the means I have proposed.
d Motion agreed to, and Bill rend the second time.0
t

PROTECTION OF WOMEN AND GIRLS.

n Mr. CHARLTON moved the second reading of Bil (No. 20)
o to punish seduction and like offences, and to make further

provisions for the protection of women and girls. He said :
a In again returning to the advocacy of this moasure, I must
e corfess that the task is somewhat disappointing. Pive
f timles this Bill bas been presented to this Luse, twice it
e bas received the approval of the House, and upon oach

occasion it has been rejocted by the other Chamber. The
f only thing I have to console me rn this apparenrtly hopelesa
- struggle is the belief that I am acting in a good cause, and

that the adage :
eThe fight for the right when once begun,

Though often lost is often won,"
will hold in this case, and that ultimately this Bill, or one

t similar, will be placed on the Statutes of Canada. I see al-
roady indications of public opinion being aroused on this
subject. During this Session I have presented petitions to

. the House from thousands of ladies praying for the passing
e of the Bill, and I believe the Christian and moral sentiment
1 of Canada is enlisted in its favor. I may b. permitted to

say a few words with roference to the public opinion which
calte for a measure of this kind, because reflection had been

. cast upon me by many who desire a more radical measure,
and who say this one does not go as far as many of the
social and moral reformers wish it to go. But I have been
actuated, not so much by what I believe the provisions
ought to ernbody, as by a desire to secure what I believe
the House would be willing to grant. The first Bill Iintro-
duced was much more sweeping in its character than this ;
many of its provisions were rejected, and, learning from ex-
perience, I have omitted such provisions, retaining only
those I have reason to believo will meut with approval from
the House. I expect, in urging the passage of tnis measure,
to be very mueh aided by recent legislation in the House
of commons, England, which received the assent of the Crown
on 14th August, 1885, and which is much more radical in its
character than that I now propose. Later on, I will have
occasion to refer more particularly to the provisions of the
Inmperial Statute. The Biut, the second reading of which
[ now move, does not differ materially from that which has
been four times acted on already by this Hous. In press-
ing it upon these varions occasions, I have been subjected
to many gibes and to sone abuse; I have been character-
ised as the apostle o cant, I have been accused of legislating
for the purpose of creating brazon females; but I will lave
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it to -the House to judge what amount of importance should
be attached to these charges, when we consider this fact
that there is scarcely a civilised State in Christendom that
has not on its Statute book legislation more radical in its
character than that which I propose.

No doubt, the usages of society and the opinions of me
tend to man's impunity for a class of offences that lead to
woman's outlawry and ruin. If we take the celebrated
instance of Col. Baker, who was guilty of an outrageously
indecent assault upon a female in a railway carriage, anc
whose conduct 35,# members of one of the leading clubs
of London declared did not detract from his character
as a gentleman-if we look at that instance as indicative
of the opinion and state of society in England, we have in
glarihg light the fact that society gives the man immunity
in cases where the ruin of the woman would be the in
evitable corsequence. The charge has been often made
that this Bill is dangerous, because it inflicts penalties upon
men and not upon women. We have been told that women
are guilty of enticing. It is the old excuse of severa]
thousands years ago: "The woman that thou gavest to be
with me she did take of the tree and gave me to eat." The
excuse is unworthy of a man, that the woman is to blame
for ber fall from virtue. We ought not t exact from
women a standard of morality that we are not as men pre
pared to conform to ourselves ; we ought not to expect that
the woman should be treated differently from the man; and
so long as Society inflicts upon woman penalties and
consequences which it does not inflict upon the
man, the woman is entitled to protection from the
law. The degradation of woman is a crime against
society. The pure Christian home is the only safe founda.
tion for the freo and enlightened State. Vice in the shape of
social immorality is the greatest danger that can threaten
the State; and ti iuy oi the Legisiaturo, the duty of the
Goveirnment, it io take measures, so far as it can, to punish
infractions of morality and to conserve the mo!ality of
the public. Last year, out of 18,700 summary convictions
in Ireland of women, 11,463 were the convictions of pros-
titutes, or a proportion of 61 per cent. Surely the creation
of a class so degraded and vicious ought to be guarded
against by every means possible, and i think that the advo-
cates of this Bill are justified in their demand that crimes
of the nature it covers shall be placed in the same category
as other crimes punishable as misdemeanors. There
is in the breast of civilised man an instinctive
sense of justice that would in any community,
wherein our language is spoken, prevent the phnish-
ment of a woman for the murder of her seducer.
There is not a jury in any English-speaking commonwealth
that would find a woman who avenged her honor by the
murder of her seducer guilty of a crime, and there is
scarcely a jury in any English-speaking commonwealth
that would punish 'a relative of the female who would
avenge the honor of his sister or of any relative by inflict-
ing the punishment of death on ber seducer. This is an
instinctive sense of justice, and a feeling of this kind
warrants us in saying that a Bill of this character should
be placed on our Statute book.

TheJBill introduced contains a provision copied from
the recent Act in England, which makes it a misde-
meanor to seduce a girl under sixteen years of age.
While the English Bill makes no provision as to previous
character, this Bill requires that the girl should have
been of previously chaste character. I appeal to any
father or brother who may be present to say whether
there is a man in this assembly who has a sister or a
daughter who would not consider that the seduction of
that sister or that daughter, when under sixteen years of age,
was a miademeanor; whether there is any man iere whose
instinctive sense of justice would not demand the punishment q
of her seducer. I do not believe there is a gentleman in thiis'
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1 House who. would not say that the seducer of a girl under
, sixteen years of age was a criminal, and should receive
t punishment such as this Bill provides. The next feature of
s the Bill provides foi the punishment ofseduction of females

under twentyone years of age under promise of marriage,
n as the former Bill did, and I do not believe there is a father
o or a brother in this House who would not consider it a
d crime to the sister or the daughter if she had been seduced
y by a designing villain under promise of marriage, who would
d not consider that that designing villain should be
s punished, and who would not take the law in his own bands,
r if there were none on the Statute book, and avenge the
e injury himseolf. The Bill provides that such a wretch shall
* be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be punishable accord-

ing to the provisions of the Bill. The next provision is in
- regard to mock marriages, and is that anyone who betrays
e a woman by a mock marriage shall ho guilty of a misde-

meanor and shall be punished.
When this Bill was under discussion on former occasions,

LI various objections were urged to it. In the other House, the
thon Minister of Justice, Sir Alexander Campbell, said that
any woman who deserved sympathy would not enter the
court. Admitting that, in the great majority of cases, that
may be the case, is that a sufficient reason for
denying redress to a woman deserving of gym-
pathy who might choose to enter the court? If the
sense of shame would prevent one woman from entering
the court, is that any reason for not providing a remedy,
is that any reason for leaving the crime unpunished ? The
leader of this Government, Sir John A. Macdonald, 'offered
as a reason for refusing the passage of this Bill that in
States where the law was on the Statute book it did not
prevent seduction. If we were to argue -that, in Ltates
where there was a law against murder, it did not prevent
murder; or that where there was a law againbt th* t it did
not prevent theft; or that where there was a law against
larceny, or against perjary, or against forgery, because,
forsooth, those crimes were committed, the law was uscless,
and ought not to be on the Statute-book-would this flouse
accept that as an argument ? If not, it should not accept
as an argument the statement that the passage of the law
in those States where it is in force bas not absolutely pre-
vented the crime of seduction. Another argument has
been used against the Bill, that it would place men at the
mercy of women. If we had no experience of the matter,
if the discussion was purely theoretical, this argument
might be considered to have weight, but there are
upon this continent at least thirty commonwealths
that have had for many years Statutes of this
character upon the Statute book, and the practical
working of those Statutes proves that the assertion is un-
founded, and that this evil which is dreaded of placing men
at the mercy of designing women has not been well founded.
Thon it was asserted that abuse3 under this law would lead
to its speedy repeal, that it was useless to put it on the
Statute-bogk because the abuses would be so great that it
would remain there but a short time and then would be
repealed. Weli, the laws which have been placed on the
Statute-book, for instance, in the State of New York, where
they have been for thirty-eight years, and in 1he Western
States at the formation of their institutions, remain on the
Statute-book. Not oneof those lawshlas been repealedand there
has not been one movement in favor of their removal from
the Statute-book; there has not been a demand from any
fraction of the population for thoir removal.

With reference to the criminal laws upon this subject, and,
in fact, with reference to jurisprudence at large, we are with-
out any compilation or manual which gives us the compara-
tive jurisprudence of different countries. Such a work
would be of enormous advantage. It would enable us to
compare in parallel columns the condition of different
eountries. As it is, we have to wade through the revised

442



COMMONS DEBATES.
Statutes of different countries and compare them, at the cost
of a great deal of labor. But, when the trouble is taken to
examine the laws of varions countries with reference to
violations of the laws of chastity, we find that, with refer-
ence to adultery, England and her colonies are almost
the only civilised countries in the world, with the
exception of the State of New York, that have not
such laws. The firt Bill which I introduced into this
House made adultery a crime. That provision was
expunged from the Bill because it did not meet with the
approval of the louse, but I find that a provision against
adultery existe in almost every State of the American Union;
that it existe in France, where the wife and her accomplice
may be imprisoned for a period of from three months to two
years, and the male offender may be fined from 100 to
2,000 francs; that in Germany the two parties may be
punished by imprisonment for six months. However,
perhaps that is foreign to the subject now before the louse,
as adultery is not made an offence by the provisions of this
Bill. I referred, a few moments ago, to the fact that
the late English Statute made the seduction of a
female between thirteen and sixteen years a mis-
demeanor, without reference to ber character. The
law in Germany makes it a misdemeanor to seduce a
female under sixteen years of age,provided sheis of previous-
ly chaste character ; and it seemed to me that it was only
just that that provision should be inserted in this Bill.
Seduction under promise of marriage is made a misde-
meanor in most of the American States and in most civil.
ised countries, Livingston, in his iatroductory report to
the code of crimes and punishments for Louisiana, makes
use of the following language:-

Seduction is not, I believe, punishable in England, unlesa preceded
by a conspiracy. Yet, if we consider the base profligacy of the aet, by
which the most implicit confidence is destroyed and the mot solemn.
promises are deliberately broken, not only to the utter ruin of the un-
suspecting victim, but to the disgrace and misery of ber connections, it
is one in which the immorality of the act and the misery it inflicts both
require exemplary punishment."

And believing that this is the case, a provision for the pun-
ishment of seduction under promise o marriage is inserted
in this Bill. Now, we have in a very old code of laws a pro-
vision with regard to seduction-we have in the Mosaic law,
in the 22nd chapter of Deuteronomy, at the 28th verse, the
following provision

"If a man find a damsel that is a virgin, which is not betrothed, and
lay hold on ber, and lie with her, and they be found, then the man that
lay with her shall give unto the damsePs father fifty shekels of silver, and
ahe Fhal be his wife; becauoe he bath humbled her, he may not put her
away &il bis days.."

So long ago as in the days of Moses, a provision was made
rt quiring that the seducer of a virgin shouldmarry her and
pay the penalty of his crime as well. By the law of France
the seducer muet either marry the victim of hie wiles, or
Pettle a dowry upon her. In Germany seduotion under
sixteen years of age is punishable by six months imprison-
ment. Even in Canada seduction on shipboard is pun-
i- hed, and if seduction in this country is a crime on board a
ship, I am unable to see why it should not be made a crime
on land. By the Roman law seduction in the case of
a member of the better clase was punished by the confisca-
tion of half hie estate ; in the case of a member of the
lower class by corporal punishment and imprisonment. If
we look at the provisions of some of the American States
wO shall find that in the State of New York seduction
is punishable by a fine of $5,000, or by five years im.
prison ment, or both five years imprisonment and $5,000 fine,
at the discretion of the court; ii New Jersey, seduction under
promise of marriage by a married man, is punishable by five
years imprisonment and a fine of $5,000, and by a single
m:ni the maximum degree of punishment is the same, the
provision being that marriage may bar conviction ; in
oeio, a male over 18 years of age seducing a female under
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18, is guilty of felony; in Rhode Island, seduction under
promise of marriage is punishable by five years imprison-
ment, or $5,000 fine; in Arkansas, seduction is punished by
imprisonment, or $5,000 fine; in Nebraska, seduction, five
years imprisonment, or $3,000 fine; in Michigan, sedue-
tion, imprisonment for maximum term of ton years; in
Illinois, seduction, $1,000 fine, or five years imprisonment;
subsequent marriage bars conviction; Minnesota, seduc-
tion, five years maximum punishment, subsequent mar-
riage bars conviction; Kansas, seduction under promise of
marriage, $3,000 fine, or two years imprisonment, or both,
at the discretion of the court; in South Carolina
the female may take civil action in her own
behalf; in Alabama, seduction under promise of
marriage, or by temptation, deception, or flattery, is a
felony punishable by from one to ton years imprisonment;
in Wisconsin, seduction by promise of marriage is punish-
able by five years imprisonment as the maximum term; in
Oregon, seduction under promise of marriage, three to six
months in common jail, or one to five years in penitentiary,
and a fine of from $500 to 81,000; Connecticu, seduction,
firet offence, one year and $ 1,000 maximum punishment,
for second offence, one year and $2,000 maximum; Penn-
sylvania, seduction under promise of marriage of a female
under twenty-one, 85,000 fine, and three years imprison-
ment, or both; Virginia, Georgia and North Carolina,
seduction nuder promise of marriage is a felony. Now,
here are twenty States, the penalties of which I have
enumerated, and in all the States of the American Union
seduction is treated as a misdemeanor or a felony. With
regard to recent English legislation, the 69th cap. of 48 and
49 Vic., assented to on the 14th of August last, provides for
the protection of women and girls, and punishes for pro-
curation ; for procuring the defflement of a woman or virgin,
by threats, or fraud or by administering drugs; for the
defilement of a girl under the age of thirteen years,
which is made a felony, punishable by transportation. It
also provides punishment for the defilement of a girl be-
tween thirteen and sixteen years of age, without reference
to previous character, which is declared to be a
misdemeanor; a householder permitting defilement
of a young girl on his promises to be guilty
of a misdemeanor; it makes provision with regard
to the seduction of a girl under eighteen with intent to have
carnal knowledge, and makes this a miodemeanor; it makes
provision with regard to unlawful detention with intent to
have carnal knowledge ; power, on indictment for rape, to
convict of certain misdemeanors ; power of search, and a
provision with regard to outrages on decency, and with re-
gard to the suppression of brothels. This is a measure
much more stringent, much more sweeping, and much
more radical than the measure I submit to the Hlouse to-
day. The first section of this Bill provides that any person
who-

" Seduces and has illicit connection with any girl of previouuly chaste
character, or who attempts to seduce and have illicit connection with
any girl of previously chaste character ; being of or above the age of
twelve years and under the age ofsixteen years,"-

This limitation is dopted because our Statutes make the
carnal knowledge of a child under 12 years of age a felony.
The English Statute places the limit at 13 years. I thought
it not best to change the limitation established by our own
Statute, and made the period between 12 and 16, the period
when the seduction of a girl of previously chaste character
should be declared to be a misdemeanor. The second eub-
section of the first section provides for the punishment of
any person who has unlawful carnal knowledge with a
female idiot, or imbecile woman or girl. The second sec-
tion provides that any person «ho, under promise of mar-
riage, seduces and has illicit connection with any unmarried
female of previously chaste character under 21 years, shall
be guilty of a iûisdemeanor; and provides also that in oase
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of marriage this shall be a bar to conviction. The third
section makes a mock marriage a misdemeanor. The
fourth section makes provision with regard to inducing
resort to a house for illicit carnal knowledge. In case the
girl is under 12 years of age, and is enticed to a house for
this purpose, it makes the crime a felony. The fifth section
provides that taking a girl ont of possession of her parents
or lawful guardians shall be a misdemeanor. The sixth
section makes provision with regard to the detention of a
woman in houses of ili-fame, and is as follows:-

"Any person who detains any woman or girl against ber will,-
"(1) In or upon any premises with intent that she may be unlaw-

fully or carnally known by any man, whether any particular man or
generally, or,-

"(2) In any brothel,-
"Sha be guilty t a misdemeanor, and being convicted thereof shall

be punished as hereafter provided.
" Where a woman or girl is in or upon any premises for the purpose

of baving any unlawful carnal connection, or is in any brothel, a person
shall be deemed to detain such woman or girl in or upon such premises,
or in such brothel, if, with intent to compel or induce her to remain in
or upon any such premises, or in such brothel, such person withholds
from such woman or girl any wearing apparel or other property belong-
ing to ber, orwhere wearing apparel bas been lent, or otherwise sup-
phed to such woman or girl by or by the direction of such person, such
person threatens such woman or girl with legal proceedings if she takes
away with ber the wearing apparel so lent or supplied,-

" No legal proceedings, whether civil or criminal, shall be taken
against any such woman or girl for taking away, or being found-in pos-
session of any such wearing apparel as was necessary to enable ber to
leave such premises or brothel. •

That is copied from the English Act. The following pro-
vision is also copied from the English Act:

" No person-shall be convicted of any offence under this Act upon the
evidence of one witness, unless such witness be corroborated in some
material particular, by evidence implicating the accnsed."

The provisions of the Bill broadly stated are: That the
seduction of a girl of chaste character between 12 and 16
years of age is a misdemeanor; that the seduction of a
woman under 21 years under promise of marriage is a mis-
demeanor; that mock marriage is a misdemeanor ; that
carnal knowledge of an idiot or imbecile woman or girl is a
misdemeanor ; that a woman detained in a brothel may be
allowed in escaping to make use of any means or wearing
apparel without being subjected to a Criminal prosecution
for the same ; that the charges brought under this Bill shall
be corroborated bymaterial evidence other than the evidence
of the woman ; that any man charged with a misdemeanor
under this Bill shall be a competent witness in his own
behalf ; that no prosecution shall be commenced under the
provisions of this Bill after the expiration of one year from
the time the act was alleged to have been committed. These
are the provisions of this Bill ; the provisions of the Bill
introduced and passed by this House, with these provisions
added from the English Act, which was assented to on the
14th August, 1885. I move the second reading of the
Bill.

House divided on motion of Mr. Charlton for second
reading of Bill.
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Macmaster,
Bill read the second time.

THE SHORT LINE RAILWAY IN NOVA SCOTIA.

Mr. TUPPER moved for:
Copies of all correspondence between the Goverument of the Dom-

inion of Canada and the Government of Nova Scotia, in reference to
tbe Short Line Railway in Nova Scotia, and legislation affecting the
ssme.

He said: As this House is aware, in 1882 the Great Amer-
ican and European Short Line Railway Company began, in
the Pi ovince of Nova Scotia, the construction of a work of
considerable importance, as was shown by the substantial
grants made at that time and subsequently by this Parlia.
ment. The road which was undertaken to be constructed
by the company begins at Oxford, in Cumberland
County, running thence to the town of Glasgow, in the
county which I have the honor to represent, and
connecting by the Eastern Extension Railwa ter-
minated at Louisburg in the Island of Cape areton.
The construction having proceeded up to a certain
point the company become embarrassed, and after
having done considerable work stopped its opera-
tions in 1883, with a debt of $150,000 or thereabouts unpaid
and owing the sub-contractors of the company and the
different persons who had supplied materials to the road.
Nothing was done by the company, or in connection with
that great public work, so important to Nova Scotia and to
the different Provinces of the Dominion, in connection with
our railway system, and the company remained in a state
of insolvency from that time down to the present day. In
July, 1883, the manager of that company, who was also
superintendent of the construction company operating, in a
manner, with the original company, gave wbat purported
to be a mortgagu on the road-bed and all the company's
property in the Province to trustees of the sub-contractors.
This document, drawn up in the form of a mortgage with
power to sel], was dated 31st July, 1883, and was recorded
in the different counties in the Province. After that, in the
year 1885, application was made by the trustees to the Pro.
vincial Parliament to ratify this document and remove al
doubts as to its validity, and in fact to give it effect, sinoe
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the manager, as it appeared, had not affixed the seal of the
Company, and it was not really, in law, effectual. Legisla-
tion was sought, as I say, by the trustees, and was finally
passed on the 24th of April, 1885. The Legislature of Nova
Scotia deemed it necessary to provide in the Bill legalising
that assignment, the following clause :-

"This Act shall have no force or effect until published in the RyalGazette by order of the Governor in Council. Such orders shall not beassed until arrangements satisfactory to the Governor in Council shall
gave been made for securing to the creditors of the contractors men-tioned in the indenture set forth in the schedule to this Act, out of themonays realised from the sale of the property and asets herein refer-
red to, the aums due to them for labor and materials used in the
construction of the railway."
In the month of July, 1885, as this House is aware, $8125,000
was put in the Estimates to relieve the debtors and pay
the claims in connection with the construction of this roady
and steps were afterwards taken in the most satisfactory
manner to carry out the wishes of Parliament as expressed
in that vote, and these claims were nearly all settled and
paid off. The parties interested in the different
counties, however, were unable to understand-although
that action was taken by this Parliament, and although the
trustees mentioned in the Act approached the Local
Government and the arrangement was not impugned by
any one in the Government and was approved by them, I
am informed, in the month of June-.[ say the parties inter-
ested in the different counties were unable to understand
why the Local Government hesitated in the matter, and de-
layed the proclamation provided for by the 5th section of
the Act which I have read. I understand that correspon-
dence took place between this Government and the Govern-
ment in Nova Scotia suggesting the proclamation of this
Act, and it is to obtain the correspondence that I have made
this motion. It is to ascertain what reasons the Local
Government put forward for their delay in carying out the
wishes of the Legislature of Nova Scotia that I now move,
because, as this flouse will see, it was not a matter of
policy with the Goverunment; it was virtually a trust
repotsed in the Government by the House in connection
with a private Bill, that on the Council being satisfied that
the interests of the parties concerned were to be guarded
and protccted, that Act should corne into force and have
eth ct. I am informed that though satisfactory security
was offered, and though that vote was passed in June,
yet that no proclamation was made until the 6th of
January, 1886, to put the Act in force. The effect of
that delay would be apparent to those who are interested
in the undertaking. Its effect was to postpone, for some
time at least, the accomplishment of the project, as capital-
ists would not be inclined to undertake any work of the
kind with the title in the condition it was in, owing to the
misfortune of this company, because the company had
vested in it the necessary right of way over which the road
was to be built in the different counties. I have been in-
duced to move for this correspondence owing to the fact
that one of the papers in the city of Halifax, which is sup-
posed to reflect to some extent the views of the Local Gov-1
ernment, gave this extraordinary reason for the virtual
viol ition of their duty by the Local Government in neglect-
ing to proclaim this Act as the Legislature had provided:
Thut capitalists were endeavoring to make some arrange-
ments for the completion of the work, and capitalists had1
apprcached the Local Government and requested them to(
duiay prociaiming this Act sothat their arrangements mighti
b mire satisfactorily carried ont. Had the arrangementsE
been satisfactorily carried out, of course no one would com-i
plain, but still the Government took upon its shoulders a
very heavy responsibility when it interfered to
that extent with a scheme not within the pur-
view of the Local Legislature, a scheme in reference to
which it had not accepted, and had no responsibility, and as(
1 believe for the rasons I have given, in direct violation of

their duty. They had no right to use either for good or
evil, legislation of a private nature-legielation of the nature
I have explained, for political purposes or any other pur-

oses. There was a duty imposed on them, as pointed out
y the fifth clause of that Act, and they should have fol-

lowed that strictly. Of course it would be entirely out of
place to discuss the attitude of the Local Governmeut with
reference to this work, and I am ziot attempting to do it.
I have simply endeavored, as briefly as I could, to show why
I make this montion, and I hope the correspondence when
it is brought down will throw pon% light upon the matter.

Mr. KIRK. I am glad to see that theb hon. member for
Picton has not altogether lost interest in the short line rail.
way. I believe that Une was originated in order that it
might have an influence in securing for that hon, gentleman
the position be now occupies in his lHouse. When I saw
last year that the Government had placed in the Estimates
the sum of $ 50,000 to build a branch railway from Stellar-
toe to Pictou, I thought that the short lino from Oxford to
New Glasgow was abandoned altogether. I am glad, how-
ever, to see that the hon. gentleman has some little interest
in it still, and that he is not endeavoring to strangle his
own child. A number of yeurs have passed by since this
road was projected. In 1882, when a subsidy was obtained
from this Parliament for. the purpose of constructing it,
and a contract was awarded for its construction from
Oxford to New Glasgow, the people of the county of Pictou
and the other counties interested were led to believe that
the road would certainly be built, and that at a very early
day. I think 1884 was fixed as the latest tine at which
the road would bc built. I remomber the discussions which
took place on the subject during the elections of 1882. The
bon, Minister of Railways at that time, Sir Charles Tupper,
was the father of the young gentleman who was running
for the representation of the county of Pictou, and, no
doubt, it was felt that the combined influence of the father
and the son would secure the construction of the railway in
a very short time; and I remember that the late Minister
of Railways, in 1883, declared on the floor of this flouse
that the existing company had all the means necessary to
build the roaJ. W"hen ho was asked abouL the poition ard
financial standing oftho company, be saiù:

1I have taken great pains to ascertain the finan ial standing and
position of this company, and I think I am in a position to state that
whatever work they wiii engage in they wilI carry through."

And ho had no doubt at ail as to their financial ability.
He was asked whuther ho had uny assurance that thuy
would undertake the work in edpe Breton, and ho
said that ho had every assurance that they would
undertake the work in Cape Breton as well as from
Oxford to New Glasgow, and that they would certainly
carry it out. Well, Sir, the work has not been accom-
plished. The bon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tu pper) bas
just told us that this company, who were stated
to be able to carry out any work they undertook,
failed in 1883 and are in a t4ate of insolvency now.
We know that the Dominion Government last year took a
vote of $125,000 from this louse to pay engagements
which this company entered into and were not able to pay.
Now, I am curions to know whethor it is the intention of
the Government to complote the road from Oxford to New
Glasgow. It is a line. in which not only the counties through
which it passes are interested, but all the eastern counties,
especially the counties of the Island of Cape Breton. We
are told that the company intended to extend the road to
Sydney or Louisburg. I have been informed that a com-
pany of French capitalists mado an offer to the Dominion
Government to bauild the road, and that the Government
refused to give them the contract for the whole road from
Oxford to Louisburg, but were willing to give them the
contract for that portion from the Strait of Canso to Louis
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burg-that they would divide the contract into two parts,
giving one company the road from Oxford to New Glas-
gow and another company the portion from Hawkesbury
on the Strait of Canso to Louisburg. I cannot say whother
there is any truth in this or not. If there is
the Government are bla meworthy for making a division of
the lino. If any company have offered to bnil1 the whole
lino, I think the offer should be accepted and the contract
with the European Short Lino Railway Company annulled.
When the vote was taken last year to build a road from
Stellarton to Pictou, I thought the Government had no in-
tention to build the line from Oxford to New Glasgow, and
I have been informed that that is the case. Well, Sir, I do
not know what special claim Pictou has for so many roads,
if it is the intention to build both lines. There are
other counties that require railroads as much as Pictou. I
cannot understand why the Government should undertake
to spend so large an amount of money to build a railroad
from Stellarton to Pictou, parallel to one from Truro -to
Pictou, which is already in operation. I suppose we must ac-
count for it by the fact that the late Minister of Railways en-
gaged to do so before ho left office, and probably by the fact
that the county of Pictou has two members representing it
in this Blouse. But there are five members reprosenting
the Island of Cape Breton in this House, all of whom sup-
port the Government, and I waht to know what influence
those hon, gentlemen exorcise over the Government they
support. It seems that the whole five have not sufficient
influence with the Government to obtain the con-
struction of a single mile of railway in their island.
I am inclined to think that these hon. gentlemen did not
press their claims quite as strongly as they should; I am
inclined to think that if these five gentlemen had pressed
their claims as strongly as the members for Pictou have,
and secured a seat for one of themselves in the Cabinet-
the seat which went for eighteem months begging for a
member-they would have succeeded, and possibly aiso have
obtained the road from New Glasgow to Louisburg. I am
sure it cannot be said that the Island of Cape Breton bas
not men representing her in this House who are capable of
filling a position in the Cabinet; I am sure that is not
the îeàson the seat went begging for eighteen months;
but I am inclined to think that these gentlemen did not
press their claim, or one of them would have got the posi-
tion. Be that as it may, they neither have got the position
nor a mile of railway. I hope the hon. member for Pictou
(Mir. Tupper) does not wish to strangle the road from
Oxford to New Glasgow. I am sure that it would be of
very much greater imp&Atance to the counties they repre-
sent, to Cumberland, Colchester, and Pictou also, as well
as the Island of Cape Breton and other eastern counties, to
have the Oxford lino built than the lino from
Stellarton to Pictou, which would be of advan-
tage only to the town of Pictou itself. I notice
that there are several charters passed for building
a linoeof railway to Louisburg and the Strait of Canso. I
do not know why it is the Government encouraged the
issue of charters for more roade than one. The effect of
issuing so many charters will be to keep Cape Breton
from having the road they so long desired.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness) I am glad to find that the
hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk) is taking so much
interest in the extension of the railway system in the Is-
land of Cape Breton. Baving enquired into the advisa-
bility of building a railway through the island, I deem it
my duty to say a few words in connection with this mat
ter. It is welî known by all interested in the building of
the short lino railway from Montreat to Sydney or Louis-
burg, that during the last past three years 1, at least, have
taken an active part-not only I, but all those who repre-
sont oonatitucenoies on the line between Montreal and
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Sydney or Louisburg. During the early part of this term,
several meetings wero held by those interested with a view
of securing a short lino railway from Montreal to the
eastern parts. At all those meetings, as is well known to
those who attended the committees, I urged strongly that
the lino between Montreal and Sydney or Louisburg
should be kept intact, that the lino should not be divided at
any intermediate point lor two reasons: first, because
dividing the lino at any intermediate point between
Montreal and Sydney or Louisburg would largely ibcrease
the cost of construction; and, secondly, because I believed
that if the lino were to be divided at any intermediate point
it would necessarily culminate in the doleat of the eastern
end. In the Session of 1884, we were informed that, for
reasons which I could never ascertain, it was determined to
divide the lino at an intermediate point, New Glasgow.
When that information was convoyed to the representatives
of the Island of Cape Breton, we held a consultation and
arrived at the conclusion which we placed on paper. The
conclusion arrived at was written in a letter to the thon
Minister of Railways, remonstrating against dividing the
lino at New Glasgow or any other intermediate point. This
letter is publishod in the Sessional Papers of 1885, No. 137.
It was addressed by all the represontatives from Cape
Breton to the Minister of Railways :

IdOTTAWA, 5th March, 1884.
" Da"n Si,-As it was found necessary to give the Pictou Branch,

which cost over $2,400,000-$600,000 in cash and 160,000 of acres of
Crown lands-in order to induce a company to construct a railway
from New Glasgow to the Strait of Canso; and as the said company
and the Loqai Government of Nova Scotia successively sold their
intereste in the said Pictou Branch and Eastern Extension, from New
Glasgow to the Strait of Canso, for $1,200,000, which is only half the
original cost of the Pictou Branch alone, we consider that a subven-
tion, consisting of Eastern Extension alone and $3,200 per mile, is totally
inadequate for the construction of a railway from the Strait of Oanso to
Louisburg, in view of the facts :

I(1). That the Pictou Branch pays each year about $80,000, as
repeatedly estimated by both political parties in Nova scotia, over
running expenses;

" (.2). That the Eastern Extension actually earned $9,000 less than
running expensessiast year.

r"nA railway from New Glasgow to Louisburg would prove a valuable
feeder to the Intercolonial Railway from New Glasgow to Halifax,
through which the trade of that section of the Province of Nova Scotia
woffld naturally flow. The railwiy eust of New Glasgow must be
treatednsamply as a feeder to raiiways west of New Glasgow. Tbat
section, fromNew Glasgow eastwards, will never carry as mach traffic
eastward as it will westward. It will therefore be a valuable subven-
tion to railways west of New Glasgow, whether run by the Government
or by a company. The Short Line from Montreal to New Glasgow
would not have as much interest in extension eastward of New ulasgow
as the Intercolonial Railway from New Glasgow to Halifax. As soon as
the Short Lins from Montreail will be finished eastward to New Glasgow
it will cease to have much interest in a line east of New Glasgow that
will contribute its traffie principally to the Intercolonial Railway be-
tween New Glasgow and Halifax. The company constructing the Short
Lins from Montreal to New Glasgow wiil therefsre naturally decline to
build east of the Strait of Ganso without a much larger subsidy than
should suffce to enable a company to build from New Glasgow to the
Strait of Canso, and will require a larger aubsidy than would now
suffice to induce the same company to undertake the Cape Breton sec-
tion concurrently with other sections of the Short Lins from Montreal
Io Louisburg. Any railway scheme, therefore, such as agreed upon by
the maritime members supporting the Government, having in view the
shortest practicable route between Montreal and 3t. Andrews, St. John,
Halifax and Louisburg, unless it provides that the Cape Breton section
of that lins shall be commenced, prosecuted and finished concurrently
with the other sections of the Short Lins, either by the same company
or by the Dominion Government, will unfairly discriminate in favor of
the unconstructed sections of the lins west of New Ulasgow, and render
it more difficult to seocre extension from the Strait of (anso to Louis-
burg, after the Short Lins will be fnished to New Glasgow, than at
present.

" We have the honor to be, Sir,
"IYour obedient servants,

"C. OAMPBELL,
"H. CAMERON,
"MURRAY DODD,
"WILLIAM MACDONALD,
"HENRY N. PAINT.

"Hon. Sir OnALns TuppER,
"IMinister of Railways, Ottawa."

On account of this letter, I have a right to assume that the
sub-division of the line at New Gl*asgow was not exeouted,
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but nearly as unfortunately for the interesta of a further
extension eastward, the line was sub-divided at Monoton,
and I felt tha t a sub-division at Moncton would have the
double effect which I originally and always contended, first,
of increasing the cost of the whole line, and, seoondly, of
preventing the construction of the road east of Moncton.
My fears, I exceedingly regret to say, have been realised.
As soon as 1 found that the line was divided at the inter-
mediate point, Moncton, I deemed it my duty, as a repre.
sentative of the Island of Cape Breton, to place my views
on record, and 1 did so by addressing a letter to the Min-
ister of IRailways immediately after the sub-division at
Moncton became known to us, and this is the letter which
I addressed to him:

"cOTTAWA, 16th April, 1884.
" DÂnE Sin,-In reference to the letter dated 5th March last address-

el to your Department by the representatives from Cape Breton Island
in the House of Commons, I beg to say that the argumenta used by us
agaînnt the utbsidizing cf the Short bine froim Montreal to Sydney
in two sections terminating at au intermediate point, New Glasgow,
N.S., je applicable with stili greater force against the sub-division ofsaid
railway at Moncton, New Brunswick. My own honest conviction is
that unless the company undertaking to construct and consolidate the
sections between Montreal and Moncton will also construct the section
now unconstructed between Oxford and Sydney for the aggregate of the
subventions offered by Parliament, no company can reasonably be ex-
pected to undertake the completion of the line between Oxford andSyd-
ney for subsidies offered for that section of the so-called 'Short Liue
from Montreal to Sydney.

" I may say further that if the Canada Pacifie Railway Company, or
any other company, will finish the unconstructed section through the
State of Maine to Mattawamkeag, I cannot conceive of any interest that
would induce the same company for the same proportionate subvention
per mile, te prosecute the 'Short Line' from Fredericton to Moncton.
The result of dividing the 'Short Line' from Montreal to Louisburg
into sections, terminating at Moncton, may not only deprive Cape
Breton of the advantages of the subsidies now granted, but aalifax as
well, in whose interests it appears to me the lins has been sub-divided.

" Disappointments in railway matters in Cape Breton for a long time
may tend to influence me to look at the dark side of the picture. But
common sense seems to point out the necessity of putting the whole lins
from Montreal to Sydney under the same management, and to suggest
the danger of giving any company the contract Of the sub.division
between-Montreal and Moncton, until the sub-division between Oxford
aud Sydney will bie undertaken by Eome company. At least, concurrent
operations on the unconstructedb sections should be tnstdontensurer
the suceqss of the enterprise for the subsidies now granted.

" The subventions now granted by the Dominion Parliament may be
suficient to ensure the undertaking and completion Of the 'Shart
Lins ' from Montreal te, Sydney if. given te ens company; but I have
no hope of any such result if the lins will be subdivided at any inter-
mediate point. Personally I bave ni preference to any company now
alleged tobe negotiating to build the whole ine or any section of it ;
my only aim is teo secure the success of the project. It is possible that
companies can be found who will undertake the completion of the sub-
divisions of the line at Moncton, but if they will not fait to complets the
line in separate sections and to operate them satisfactorily, it will only
prove to my mind conclusively that the whole lins under one contract
should be accomplished and operated for less money. In these circum-
stances I hope the Governmentwill pursue that course which will ensure
the undertaking and completion of the whole lins from Montreal to
Sydney, with ample security that ittwill be satisfactorily operated.

1I have the houer te ho, Sir,
'Your obedient servant,

9 4 .. 0AMERON (Inverness).
" Hon. Sm CiaRys Tupp, Minister of Railway RN e

Now, I regret to say, that my predictions of two years ago
bave been verified. I was most anxiOus that the line
between Montreal and Louisburg should be kept intact;
that it should not be subdivided at any intermediate point.
I thon felt, and I am now able to prove, that it was impossi-
ble to construct the line for the subsidy thon given. Since
that time, the subsidy from Montreal to Moncton has been
largely increased, and I am sorry to say that, up to this
time, the Minister of Railways has not seen his way clear
to increase the subsidy east of Moncton in the same propor-
tion. I hope, however, that in the near future he will see
his way clear to do so and that the people of eastern Nova
Setia and of the Island of Cape Breton will, at an early
day, realise that, of which in the past they bave only had
the opportunity of dreaming-a railway through the Island
of Cape Breton.

Mr. TUPPER. I have a word or two to say in reference
to the remarks of the hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr.
Kirk) who has very kindly undertaken to look after the
interests of the county which I am supposed to represent
in conjunction with my colleague from Pictou. I advise
the hon. gentleman, in undertaking that task, in order that
ho may help me with more effect, to study the interesta
of the county and the legislation cor'erning railways in
that county a little more accurately, and also the geo.
graphy of the county. I think, if he gives his attention
more to the geography of Pictou County, it will remove
from his mind the idea that the Government contemplate
building a parallel Une in that county. I think, alseo,
if he studies the legislation in connection with
the short lines, he will find that that scheme
was sanctioned in this flouse before I was
even a candidate for political honors in the county of Pictou,
and before any man in the county of Pictou had the slight-
est idea that I should be a candidate at the eneral election
for this House; because, as the statutes will show him, the
first subsidy was granted to this work in the year 1882,
when I bad not the honor of a seat in this House. ln
reference to his metaphors, also, I think ho wili do well to
brush them up a bit. He said first that this railway and
this legislation had given me political birth, and thon ho
alluded to my attempting to strangle my own child. I
think, if ho had studied that part of his speech a little more,
and had given more attention to the happy illustrations
that ho used, ho would not have said I was attempting
to strangle my own child, but the more correct figure
of speech would have required him to say that I
was attempting to strangle my political father. HIow-
ever, that is, i ask him. to study the question a little
more attentively before misrepresenting it on the floor of
this House, because it is idle for anyone to say that
when the Government took up this question and decided to
build a portion of the whole scheme, it was doing anything
to the detriment of the scheme as a whole. Surely when a
very important portion of the scheme is almost under
immediate construction, it cannot be said that the whole
scheme has been endangered thereby. That portion of this
railway system would have to be built some time or other,
and because tho Govern ment have begun it first, is no reason
why thore is a danger of not going on with the rest. But
my hon. friend could have ascertained that there was strong
reasons which induced the Government to build this portion
of the system from Stellarton to the town of Pictou, wholly
irrespective of any political interest or any personal
reasons. Re would have discovered that the Government
of this country is bound to maintain a ferry between the
town of Pictou and Pictou Landing, and in order to do that,
a charge is incurred of some $12,000 to $14,000 a year. Re
would have found that by this scheme, taking that $14,000
a year, it will provide ail the money requireI to build
the branch from Stellarton to Pictou, and finding
that, he would have understood that it was a wise policy,
that it was not at ail an exceptional policy, for the overn-
ment, while having that money, to obtain more in order to
build this portion, that it was adding to the most lucrative
portion of the whole Intercolonial Railway system, that it
was adding to that partof the Pictou branch which my hon.
friend from Inverness (Mr. Cameron), referred te as being
the most valuable portion of the Intercolonial Railway
system, and that there were interests wholly independent of
political considerations why this portion of the work sbould
have been taken up when it was. However, bon. gentle-
men will not be surprised at the attempt which was
made, as 1 foot, for the purposo of stirring up sectional
feelings between the Island of Cape Breton and soe ef
the counties on the mainland of Nova Scotia. I think the
hon. gentleman will fail in his object. The peopIe in the
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county of Cape Breton know that, standing as this scheme
does as a portion of the main lino, and this portion in the
Island of Cape Breton, when the Government has taken
hold, as they have done, of the portion on the mainland, it
gives them another assurance, if another assurance is
needed, that in due time the whole will be accomplished.
The members from that Island know that the
members from the county of Picton have never
halted in their endeavors to press on to a
satisfactory and speedy conclusion a work to which,
we believe, both parties in this House have from time
to time committed themselves. In reference to the allusions
of the lon. member for Guysborough (Mr. Kirk) as to the
seat in the Cabinet, and bis insinuation that this seat went
a begging, I may tell him that, whatever the custom is in
the party to which he belongs in Nova Scotia, it is not
the customin the Liberal Conservative party there to go
begging for seats in the Cabinet, or for seats to go begging
for occupants. That is not the system in vogue in Nova
Sootia, at any rate. He knows very well that the seat he
alluded to has been filled, not only to the satisfaction of every
Conservative member from Nova Scotia in this fHouse, but to
the holy horror of every member of the Grit party in Nova
Scotia, and indeed I may say, as an hon. friend observes, in
the Dominion. We know that position is filled in such a
manner as to give strength to the Liberal-Conservative
party, not only in that Province, but in the Dominion from
one end of it to the other. They know, and we have had
an experience of it during this Session, that the appoint.
ment bas met with hearty approval in Nova Scotia. I have
not, Mr. Speaker, in any way lost my interest, and never did
lose my interest, in his Short Line scheme. I believe
it is not only necessary, but that it will be beneficial to the
counties concerned, and beneficial to the trade of the whole
Province; and I shall not hesitate in doing all I possibly
can to bring it to a speedy and satisfactory conclusion.
One word with reference to the statement that representa.
tions bad been made upon the floor of this House in regard
to the financial standing of the company. These statements
are perfectly accurate. No matter what their views are, as
there is no power of controlling them, any one who will
look at the names of the parties connected with the Short
Line Company in New York, will know that the financial
standing of those men, such as Norvin Green and Erastus
Wiman, is enough to warrant the statements that were
made. At the time those statements were made there was
good evidence that those gentlemen intended to take this&
work up and push it to a conclusion. They attempted to
do so, and they spent a vast amount of money in the
attempt. But we do regret that for reasons of their own
they abandoned the work, and left it in its present unfor.
tunate position. But the members from Nova Scotia have
reason to believe' that this Parliament, having subsidised
this work as a Dominion work, the Governiment will do all
they legitimately can to complete the systom from one end
to the other.

Motion agreed to.
It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

PRINTING OF TUE VOTERS' LIST.

Mr. CASE Y moved for:
Statements from al revising officers in regard to the arrangements

made by them for the printing of the votera' lista in their respective
electoral divisions, showing whether tenders were called for for such
printing, or written contracts entered into for its performance, with
copies of such contracts; names of parties with whom agreements,
(written or verbal) were made for such printing, and number of times
lista are to be printed; stating rates ailowed per name or othewise,
number of names on first list, whether first list is printed by pouing
sub-divisions or noV, manner of making alterations and additions after
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first printing, and aIl other details of such arrangements, agreements
and contracts for printing said liste.
He said: My reasons for asking this information were
hinted at pretty strongly in a previous debate on a motion
asking for copies of instructions to revising officers. It will
be remetmbored by us all that the Act appears to provide
that the voters' lists shall be printed three times-first, the
preliminary list; secondly, a reprinting after the prelimin-
ary revision; and thirdly, a second reprinting after the
final revision of the lists. Of course, no price was fixed in
the Act. I am given to understand, however, on pretty
direct authority, that the Government bas made an attempt
to fix the price, and has given instructions to revising
officers as to the price to be allowed for printing these lisats,
and that price is 12J cents per naine for the whole work.
Now, that ise, on the face of it, of course, much more than
would appear to be the fair cost of printing the lists. But
it may, perhaps, be urged that they require this large price
on account -of having to print them three times over.
But again, Sir, I am informed, and the appearance
of the first lists now in our hands seems to bear out
the information, that it is not the intention to
have the list printed three times. The first lists which we
have already received have not been printed in the for m
specified by the Act, giving the names alphabetically for
each township or large municipality, but have been divided
up into polling divisions, which the Act directed should
have been done after the preliminary revision. On the face
of it, that seems to be a convenience to those who have to
use the lists; but I am referring to it now for the purpose
of showing the economy effected to the printer. For thee
first lists are printed, as I said, by polling divisions, with a
considerablo blank left at the end of each alpbabetical list
of the names in that division, and at the end of each polling
division, and I am told it is the intention to leave a certain
number of those copies in the sheet until the number required
for the preliminary revision have been issued, and the preli-
minary revision las been held, then to fill up those blanks by
inserting in the in a supplementary list of the names, added
at the preliminary revision; and in the same manner after
the final revision las taken place to strike out the names
which have been knocked off that revision by simply draw.
i a pen throngh those names; so that, as a matter of fact,
the names wilt only be printed once by the person who
contracte for the printing of the list. That is the informa.
tion I have had, and I make this motion to ascertain if it
is correct. Well, Sir, as to the proper and sufficient cst
of printing these lists in this manner, I have ascertained
what it has cost in my own county to print the voters' lists
under the system that has prevailed up to this year. The
township councils have almost invariably asked for tenders
for the printing of those lists, and given the contract to the
lowest tenderer. The result las been that in my county
the cost of printing the list las varied from 3 cents per
name in the larger municipalities, where it could have been
done the most cheaply, to something like 4 cents, or a fraction
over, per name; in the town municipality, where the lists
are smaller, the cost per name was naturally greater.
Now I say that, as a matter of fact, no more printing will
be required in this case, according to my information, than
in the other; the names will not have to be printed over
any more times, and the number of copies to be issued is
not very much larger. Of course we know that a small
increase in the number of copies to be printed has very little
to do with the cost of printing; the cost is principally in
setting up the type and striking off first copies. I contend,
therefore, that the cost of printing the present lists should
not be appreciably larger than the cost of printing the old
lists, whereas it appears on the face of it that it is three or
four times larger, in my county, at all events. In a riding
of, say, 5,000 electors about the size of my own, the cost
under the old plan was about Si cents per name, or about
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$170, whereas under the present system it will be somethingC
like $600, which is a very considerable difference in cost
when we multiplyit by the number of ridings in the Dominion,
I ask what prices are to be paid by the revising officers,
and particularly whether tenders have been asked. I do
not believe tenders have been asked in any instance. No
doubt those officers of the Government, like other officers and
the Departments, have been instructed to give the patronage
to papers which support the Government, aîd in this way
ail the money paid for the printing of those lists will go
into the pockets of papers supporting the Government.
Considering this is an expenditure incurred not for purely
Governmental purposes but for the convenience of the pub.
lic at large, I think it would have bien only fair if the old
system of letting by tender had been maint ined.

Motion agreed to.

INDIAN VOTERS.

Mr. CASEY moved for:
Copies of ail applications to be registered as voters on the first list

of voters for West Elgin, with ail statutory declarations as to the
qualifications of the applicants, and of all lists of Indians qualified to
vote, and statements (other than statutory declarations) as to the
qualifications of any Indians delivered to the revising officer for West
Elgin, or his clerk, by, or on behalf of, any or aIl of the sixty Indians
iesident on a reserve, whose names are registerel in said list, in polling
division No. 6, of the township of Orford, or statement ot the informa-
tion (other than such as is above specified) on which the revising
officer acted in registering such Indian voters.
He said: The object of the motion is to ascertain whether the
revising officer in my riding required the same evidence
in regard to Indian names which ho placed upon the roll as
he required in respect of white voters. The House will
remember the explanations given some time ago of the
extreme severity with which the revising officer of Elgin
dealt with the applications of white voters. He required
statutory declarations exactly in the wording of the Act,
giving ail the particulars as to qualification, and he threw
out such as failed in the least degree to come up to
technical accuracy. I am informed by a gentleman living
in the township where the Indian reserva is, that the same
severity was not shown towards Indian voters ; that, in fact,
the Indian agent at the reserve furnished the judge, who is
also the returning officer, with a list of the names of the
indians who were qualified to vote, and the judge on the
basis of that list inserted the names on the first roll. This
motion is simply to ascertain on what evidence the judge
acted in placing the names of those Indians on the list. It
is deeply to be regretted, and deserving of censure on his
part, if it should turn out that ho has dealt more leniently
with Indians than he did with whites who applied to be
placed on the voters' list.

Motion agreed to.

Mr. CASEY moved for:
Copies of all correspondence between the Superintea ient General of

Indiau Affairs, or any official of the LIdian Department, or the revising
officer for West Elgin, and Mr. Beattie, Indian sgent for the Indian
reserve in the township of Or*ord, in regard to his duties or action in
connection with the registration of Inlian voters, or as to the qualifioa-
tion of any Indian.

le said: I wish to remind the House that the Franchise Act
imposes severe penalties on any Indian Pgent who indaces
any Indian to have his name registered on the list, and I arn
aiso strongly under the impression that it is, if not illegal,
extremely irregular f£r an Indian agent to farnish a list of
qualified Indians at the request of the judge. If it is
illegal for an agent to induce any Indian to have his name
registered, it must be even more illegal I think for an agent
to put that Indian's name on the list wi hout consulting him,
and without having the same application from the Indian as
is required from a white man. My information was received
from the township. I do not know whether my informant
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was in a position to know the absolute truth or not; I think
he was. That was the impression in the neighborhood of the
reserve, judging from what was passing under their eyes,
that the agent furnished a list of sixty Indians to thejudge,
and the judge acted upon that, and it is for the purpose of
ascertaining the truth of these statements that I make this
motion.'

Motion agreed to.

MONEY SUBSIDY TO NOVA SCOTIA.

Mr. KIRK moved for :
Copies of all petitions from the Legislature of Nova Scotia and aIl

correspondence between the Government of Nova Scotia, or any member
thereof, and the Dominion Government or any member thereof; and aIl
Orders in Coutscil of either Government respeýcting the re-adjustment or
increase of the money subsidy paid, or to be paid, by the Dominion
Government to the Government of Nova Seotia, not already brought
down.

He said: In a speech recently delivered in London, I
noticed that the right hon. Premier of this Dominion is
reported as having said :

"In regard to the union of thos3 Provinces, aIl the Provinces came
into the Union with the voluntary consent of the people."

I cannot understand how any hon. gentleman could make a
statement of that kind, in face of the fact that at least one
Province of the Dominion did not corne into the Union with
the consent of its people, but was forced in against their
consent and their solemn protest. I refer to the Province
of Nova Scotia. The people of Nova Scotia had no oppor.
tunity of expressing any opinion upon the question of Con-
federation, but were forced into it by their Logislature,
without their consent, and by a Legislature which
had lost the confidence of the people. In 1865,
the Legislature af Nova Scotia passed a resolution provid-
ing for the appointment of delegates to meet in Charlotte-
town, delegates to be appointed by the Province of New
Brunswick and the Province of Prince Edward Island, for
the purpose of considering the question of a union of the
Maritime Provinces. These delegates met in Charlottetown
in the summer of 1865. They were there met by delegates
from the Government of Canada, and those delegates from
Nova Scotia were there and thon seducod and debauched by
those delegates from Canada,and they aftorwards carne up to
Quebec and there, in secret, framed a scheme for the Con-
federation of the whole of' the British North American Prc-
vinces. This they did without the authority or consent ( f
the Legislature of Nova Scotia. In 18(6 the scheme prc-
pared in secret at Quebec was submitted to tho Legislature
of Nova Scotia, and there a resolition was passed endorsing
the sheome, passed, as I said, by a Legislature that had lost
the confidence of the people, passed in face of the fact
that thousands, yes tens of thousands, of the people of
Nova Scotia had petitioned Parliament not te pass
the measure before submitting it to the people at the
polls. These petitions were, however, disregarded and a
resolution was passed endorsing the scheme and delegates
were sent to London for the purpose of having it made into
law by the Imperial Parliament. The people of Nova Scotia
also sent delegates te London for the purpose of preventing
the passage of' the Act if possible. These delegates carried
with them petitions signed by upwards of 30,000 of the
people of Nova Scotia, protesting against the passage of the
Act of Confederation and asking the Imperial Parliament
not te pass the Act until the people had an opportunity of
passing upon it at the polls. They were not successful,
however, and the Act became law. I cannot point to
anything more convincing as to the feelings of the people
than the fact that at the first election held immediately
after, 18 of the 19 members who were returned to this
Parliament and 36 of the 38 returned to the Legislature of
Nova Scotia were returned pledged to work fbr the repeal
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of the Union so far as it affected the Province of Nova must be obtained in some way. I have said that the feeling
Scotia. The Legislature of Nova Scotia, on its meeting in of discontent with Confederation is becoming more general
1868, passed resolutions asking the British Parliament to and more deeply fixed ; and I am not alone in this opinion.
repeal the Act so far as Nova Scotia was concerned. They I would refer to a resolution which was moved in the Nova
sent delegates to London for the purpose of having the Scotia House of Assembly in 1884, moved by a private mem-
matter brought before the Imperial Parliament, and for the ber in sympathy with the feelings of the people. I will not
purpose of obtaining a repeal of the British North America read the preamble on which he founded his resolution, but
Act in so far as it affected Nova Seotia. The delegates, how. will simply read the resolution itself:
ever, failed to accomplish the repeal of the Act, and Confeder-
ation became a fixed fact and remains so till to-day. The ' Therefore resolved, that in the opinion of this branch of the Legis-

lature of Nova Scotia it in the duty of the Government to earnestly
Imperial Government at that time requested the Govern- press upon the attention of the Federal Government the necessity that
ment of Canada, so far at least as it was in their power, by a exists of Nova Scotia having granted to it such increase of subsidy as
despatch from that Government to the Governor General of shall maintain the public services of the Province in a like state of
the DominionLordMo the arrangement efficiency as existed previous to Confederation ; and further resolved,Monck, t odify that failing to receive that favorable answer from the Government of
respecting the taxation and respecting the regulation of the Dominion to the prayer expressed in the foregaing resolution, it will
trade and fisheries prejudicial to the Province of Nova then become the imperative duty of the Goverament of Nova Scotia to

. demand a repeal of the British North America Act, 1867, in so far as itScotia until a trial of the Union was had. Well, Sir, this relates to the Province of Nova Scotia, carrying the appeal for justice
bas not been done by this Government. The arrangements or separation, if necessary, to the British Government for adjudication.'',
which have been made with the Province of Nova Scotia
since that time have not relieved that Province of the diffi. Now, Sir, the fact that a resolution like that was moved in
culty which it was feared by the people of that Province the Legislature of Nova Scotia is proof that a feeling does
they would labor under in the working of the Confederation exist in that Province against the continuance of Confeder-
Act. It is found, after eighteen years working of the Act, ation. The Government of Nova Scotia, not willing that
that the system has worked, so far as Nova Scotia i' the question of repeal should be considered at that time,
concerned, much worse than the people of that Pro. felt that it was their imperative duty first to apply to this
vince feared it would work at the time of the Union. Government for relief, induced the member who moved the
Confederation was objected to by the people, because the above resolution to withdraw it; and in order to make a
Act did not provide for sufficient revenue to maintain those regular application, a Joint Committee of the two Houses
local public works which were left under the control of the was appointed for the purpose of preparing an address to this
Local Government. It was also objected to because the Government for relief from their present embarrassed and
power to tax by any mode or system was taken away from straitened circumstances; and I believe the hon. gentleman
Ibe Province and placed in the bands of this Parliament. who represents Cumberland in this House (Mr. Townshend)
By that means the Province was deprived of the larger por- and was formerly a member of the Local Legislature,
tion of its revenue; a sufficient amount was not left for the was a member of that committee. That Joint Com-
purpose of maintaining provincial public works in a proper mittee prepared an address; and in it they set forth
state of efficiency; and it is found that the longer we remain the feeling of discontent which existed in the Prov.
in Confederation, the greater becomes the necessities of the ince at that time, that is two years ago. The following is
Province, and the less adequate becomes the revenue a paragraph of the address:-
which is a fixed one, to the requirements of the LocalI "That after 16 years under the Union, successive Governments have
Government. The fact that the taxes of the people have found that the objections which were urged against the terme of Union
been enorntously increased, while some of the most impor. at first, apply with still greater force now than in the first year of the
tant works of the Local Government have of necessity to be Union. And the feeling of discontent, with regard to the financial
left in a state of inefficient repair, has excited considerable rafngement, l now more general and more deeply fixed than ever
discontent among our people. There are only two possible
ways by which the Local Government can obtain sufficient This address was passed unanimously by both branches of
revenue to efficiently maintain these works-by direct the Legislature, and it was submitted to this Government
taxation, or by an increased subsidy from this Govern. by the Lieu tenant-Governor of Nova Scotia, on the 18th of
ment. I do not know that the people of Nova Scotia will April, 1884. This Government took a long time to consider
submit to direct taxation for that purpose, while this Gov. it. In fact, no answer was given to the Government of
ernment persist in taxing them so enormously as they are Nova Scotia when the Local Legislature met again in 1885,
doing. I do not make these statements because fhe pre- twelve months after it was sent to this Government. In
sent Government of Nova Scotia have had difficulty to 1885, finding the Government made no answer to the address
obtain money to support those public works. Successive submitted to it in 1884, the same private member moved
Governments, supported by both parties, have found it his resolution for repeal of the Union again. The Govern-
difficult ; and the Governments of both parties have applied ment, not willing to allow this resolution to pass, but, I
to this Government for relief, but they have always applied fancy, sympathising with it, until an answer was received
in vain. Then, the only source left to them is direct taxa- from this Government, proposed the following amend-
tion; but the people are looking in another direction. They ment:-
are beginning to feel that those who opposed Confederation " Wheres, previous to the union of the Provinces, the Province of
and warned them of the difficulties that Confederation Nova Scotia was in a most healthy financial condition;
would bring about, spoke the truth. It cannot be said that "And wkerea,, strong objections were taken at the time of the

te oUnion to the financial terme thereof relating to the Province of Nova
the lack of funds for local works is due to extravagance Scotia, as being wholly inadequate to meet the requirements of the
on the part of the Government of Nova Scotia. I do various services left under the management of the Provincial Par-
noV think there is any Government o? any Pro- liament;-vnt ohin theris aominion Gt of aeny moro- y"Anwherea, after seventeen years under the Union, successivevince of this Dominion which has been more Governments have found that the objections which were urged against
economical oince the time of Confederation than the the terms of the Union at first apply with greater force now than uin the
several Governments of Nova Scotia. I am sure there is firat year of the Union, and the feeling of discontent with regard to the
not a Province in this Dominion where the officials o? the encalerbeaorangements is now more generai and more deeply fixed than
Local Government are more poorly paid, and I believe "And wh'mas, these facto have been brought to the notice of lis
there is no other Province of this Dominion which has Excellency the Governor General and the Federal Ministry by an
fewer officials than that Province. Now these local public address unanimously passed by the Legislative council and the Rouge

of Assembly, and also by the representations of a delegation from the
works cannot be allowed to go down or to suffer, the money Provincial Uovernment, without satisfactory results up to this time

Mr. KisK.
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"Therefore resolued, that if the Government and Parliament of

Canada fail to make provision, during the present Session of said Par-
liament, to place the Province of Nova Scotia in a better financial
position in the Union, this House affirms that it will be necessary to
consider the advisability of taking steps to Becure a severance of the
political connection between the Province and the Dominion of
Canada."

This amendment was moved to the original motion for
repeal, and it was adopted by the House. By it you will
see that the Legislature of Nova Scotia bas determined that,
should this Government refuse to re-adjust the subsidy and
place the Province in a position to carry on ber local pub-
lic works efficiently, she will seek repgl of the Union;
and I have no doubt that the Local Legislature, now sitting,
will, in view of the fact that this Government have refused to
augment the subsidy, before it prorogues, pass a resolution
asking the Imperial Parliament to repeal the British North
America Act, so far as the Province of Nova Scotia is con.
eerned. It is not to be wondered at that the people of
Nova Scotia are dissatisfied with the present arrangement.
Previons to Confederation, the tariff of that Province was
scarcely 9½ per cent. With that tariff and a light Excise
duty and the revenue derived from Crown land, mines,
minerals and other minor resources, the people of Nova
Scotia had ample revenue for all their necessities; they bad
ample means to build their railways and maintain them,
to erect their lighthouses and maintain them, to provide
for their legislative expenses and the maintenance of
justice. They also provided liberally for education
and other public wants, and besides were able to
give to the road and bridge service, for the support of
their road and bridges, a grant of $250,000 a year for a num-
ber of years. Now, notwithstandi ng the pledges that were
made by the leading delegates, who were instrumental in
forming Confederation, that the taxes of the people, that
their tariff would not be unduly increased, the tarif lias
been enormously increased by more than 150 per cent.,
whilst at the same time our people are deficient in the
revenue necessary to carry on local publie works. The
people of Nova Scotia do not feel like submitting to this
enormous increase of their burdens whilst their public
works are suffering for lack of means. They believe that
it justice were done, they would have ample means for all
their wants. With her Castom tariff of 9j per cent. Nova
Scotia, previous to Confederation, went on prospering and
developing all her resources ; with this she built her railways,
educated her people, and during her whole existence accu-
mulated a debt of but $8,250,000. What is her debt to day?
We have been eighteen years in Confederation, and during
that time our proportion of the debt has accumulated,
making, including the $8,000,000, with which we entered
Confederation, a total debt of $28,000,000. What is there
to show for that enormous increase of debt ? Whore are
the public works built since Confederation ? We have one
solitary public work, the Intercolonial Railway.

Mr. PAINT. Where is the elevator ?
Mr. KIRK. That is in connection with the Intercolonial

Railroad. This is the only work we have in our Province
to represent this enormous increase in our proportion of
debt.

Mr. MITCIIELL Have you not got an elevator in
Halifax ?

Mr. KIRK. I have already answered that qugtion.
That elevator is in connection with the Intercolonial Rail-
way.

Mr. MILLS. What is it used for ?
Mr. KIRK. It is used to look at Besides that we have

idle manufactories, depreciated values of real estate and
other properties, silent shipyards, idle sailors, or, if employed,
they are employed in other countries, and impoverished
fishermen and far:ners. We have all these to represent the

enormous debt which has been piled up upon us. Is it any
wonder our people are dissatisfied and are looking forward
to a repeal of the Union ? Is it any wonder that the feeling
of discontent is becoming more deeply fixed than it was
ever before? What is the Government going to do
about it? Are they going to allow this feeling of
discontent to continue? Do they intend to increase it
and make it still more deeply fixed by increasing
the taxation of the people instead of reducing it?
If the earnings of the people of Nova Scotia are to be draggod
from them through the Custom bouse and expended aiy-
where else than in the Province, how can it be expocted
otherwise than that the people will be discontented, and
long for a return to a condition of things such as that which
existed before Confederation ? It is the most natural thing
in the world. It cannot continue long. The people who
once knew what it was to be free will nover submit to be
enslaved by any system or impoverished by any misrule.
The people naturally look back to the time when thoir taxes
were light, when they had plenty of money for their publie
wants, and when their taxes were expended among them.
selves, giving employment to their own people. The people
naturally look back to the time when they had control of
their own revenues and their own taxes, to the time when
those revenues were ample for ail their nocessitios. In
1856, under our old tariff of 9î per cent. Nova Scotia had a
Custom revenue of $571,588. In 1866, ton years later, the
year before Confederation, the Customs revenue had
reached $81,226,298. Supposing Nova Scotia had kept
on prospering in the sume ratio, and had not entered
Confederation, se would have had a revenue last year
of about $2,800,000. This sum would have been sufficient
to meet every obligation under which the country
was placed, would have built our share of the Intercolonial
Railway, would have provided for the cormmon roads, for
education, for lighthouses, legisiation, and ail general and
local works; while to-day the services which are charged to
the Local Government are, for the most part, inefficiently
performed; the road and bridge service kept in an inefficient
condition by borrowed money; whereas, if we had not
entered Confederation, with the present Customs tariff our
revenue would have been more than 84,500,000 per annum.
if the people of Nova Scotia are not paying that amount
into the Treasury bere to-day, they are paying the difference
into the pockets of Canadian manufacturers. The consider-
ation of these things and the lack of ho for the future lead
our people to believe that the only hope of relief is in the
repeal of the British North American Act, at least as far
as regards Nova Scotia; and, if I undemand the resolu-
tions passed by the Nova Scotia Legislatura last year, they
mean that the people of that Province, at the next general
election, will be asked to express upon this question Of
repeal, and I believe that the result will show that nine.
tenths ef the people of the Province of Nova Scotia are in
favor of the repeal of that Union.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). It is true that, in 1867,
eighteen out of the nineteen members from Nova Scotia,
who were then returned to this Parliament, were opposed to
Confederation. As I was one of them, I think I should say
a few words in reference to the motion of my hon. friend
from Guysborough (Mr. Kirk). I have, on former occasions
in this flouse, referred more than once to the injurious
effects which Confederation, from a local point Of view, had
on the interests of Cape Breton, one county of which I have
the honor to represent. I complained that, owing to the
action of the Local Legislature of Nova Seotia, in 1875, 1876
and 1877, under the guidance of the partywith which my
hon. friend from Guysborough was always associated, a
large amount of money, which before that time lay to the
credit of Nova Scotia in the Treasury of the Dominion, was
withdrawn for railway purposes in Nova Scotia proper,
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while they failed to expend any of that money in the Island
of Cape Breton. I complained, that under the promise of
spending $600,000 on the island, they secured the expendi-
ture of more than $2,000,000, which was placed to our credit
in the Treasury here, for Nova Scotia proper. This was
secured in view of a general election. I have not much
doubt that the party with which my hon. friend from Guys-
borough (Mr. Kirk) is associated will now, on the eve of a
general election, which will take place next summer, for the
Local Legislature of Nova Scotia, ask for subsidies for rail-
ways in Cape Breton. In fact, it has been the practice of
the party with which he is associated, on the eve of every
election, to ask for subsidies for railways in Cape Breton,
always with a view to secure similar subsidies for other
parts of Nova Scotia. But, while they always managed to
expend the votes passed in favor of railways in Nova Scotia
proper, they have always failed to do anything except to
make promises in regard to Cape Breton. Having at suffi-
cient length referred to these grievances on former occasions
I shall now confine myself to grievances which are common
to the whole of Nova Scotia, including Cape Breton. It is
true that I opposed Confederation, and the ground on which
I opposed it was principally the financial terms. It is true
that all parties in Nova Scotia complained that the finan-
cial terms under Confederation did not place a sufficient
amount of revenue at the disposal of the Local Legis-
lature to maintain the local services as efficiently
as they were -maintained before Confederation. They
also complained that, while Nova Scotia had not
so much revenue for the maintenance of the local
services after Confederation as she had previously, all the
other Provinces of the Dominion had more revenue for local
purposes after Confederation than they ever had before.
After our return to Parliament, those who were opposed to
Confederation pursued that course which they believed was
the best to secure an equitable basis of financial terms. 1
am therefore glad that my hon. friend, the member for
Guysborough (Mr. Kirk), has raised the question of the
terms for Nova Scotia on this motion. I would like to remind
him that on more than one occasion better terms have been
conceded to Nova Scotia, but they were invariably conceded
by the Liberal-Conservative party. While his political
friends here from Nova Scotia ask concessions to Nova Scotia,
I have no doubt that if, in the future, any proposal should
be made by the Government to make further concessions, his
Ontario political friends here, as on former occasions, will
oppose them. I find the evidence of that faet in the speech
delivered by the Finance Minister, in prospect, of the Liberal
party in this Housd On the 30th ult. the hon. member for
South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), in his speech on
the Budget, said:

" We know perfectly, and noue probably knows better than the First
Minister, that about two weeks ago delegates from bis own Province
were here to represent to him that Nova Scotia required better
terme.'

He then referred to the agitation in Quebec in favor of
better terms, and proceeded to Ontario, concerning which
he said :

" Even in the case of Ontario, which bas a large sum to its credit, and
is, on the whole, in a good financial condition, there can be no doubt
whatever that there must be thrown on the municipalities a considerable
portion of the present expenditure, or, after a certain number of years,
they will also have to have recourse to direct taxation. I believe our
Local Governments, if they care to avail themselves of the possibilities
which exist in the better management of the Crown domain, might
obtain largely increased revenues in the space of a very few years,
which would entirely relieve them from the necessity of any application
here ; and it is possible that out of our present position good may come,
and those communities may be obliged at last to look the situation in the
face, and learn to rely on themselves, and not, as now, in making perio-
dical raids on the Dominion Treasury."

This expression of opinion of the far distant future Finance
Minister of the Liberal party, does not offer very great pros-
pects of better terms for Nova Scotia. There is a good deal of

Mr. CAMERoN (Inverness).

agitation in Nova Scotia relative to this question,although the
correspondence for which my hon. friend from Guysborough
(Mr. Kirk) has asked, is already in the hands of all the
members for Nova Scotia. I believe there is a method in
bis making motions of this kind before this House. I find
the Morninq Chronicle, the organ of the party in Nova
Scotia, on the 1lth March last, concludes an article on the
correspondence relative in better terms, in the following
words:-

" Nova Scotia will in future know enough, we trust, to'send to Ottawa
represontatives who will have firmness enough to persist in the demand
and finally obtain froe the Dominion Government, Nova Scotia's
rights."

I presume that in accordance with views here expressed
my hon. friend from Guysborough bas made a move in this
direction; a review of the history of the better terms
agitation shows that there is no hope from a change of
Government in connection with this question. Only
eighteen representatives now in this House were present in
this Parliament when Confederation began. The first
question that was discussed in this House in connection
with Confederation was on Friday, 7th November, 1867,
when the Hon. Joseph lowe, in his debate on the address,
clearly defined the position of the party who were then in
Opposition in Nova Scotia. Ie said:

" Before proceeding to discuss the question before the Chair, he would
allude to his own position in connection with the leadership of the
Opposition. He declared that it would have been an act of great
impertinence on his part to have assumed the leadership of any body of
men holding views with respect t, Confederation at variance with bis
own. It would also have been inconsistent with bis duty to bis ovn
county. No one in bis county went to the hustings pledged to any
side of any question in the polities of Canada. No man there concerned
himself about the policy of the existing Canadian Government. He felt
incapable of assuming leadership in a House where two languages were
used, with one of whichb he was not very familiar. He therefore felt,
with bis peculiar views on Confederation, that it was far better for him
to take a position in the body of the House. No one from Nova Scotîa
had any side in the party politics of Canada."

After alluding to several paragraphs in the address, Mr.
Howe said in conclusion:

" The mere parchment does not make Union, the Act of Parliament
does not create harmony. The Act might be acceptable to the Cana.
dians, and why not ? They obtain a vast seaboard, they extend their
limits, and had they done it fairly and honorably, no man with a head
on his shoulders would have complained. But the people of bis own
Province have been tricked into this scheme, and he very much regretted
that it had not been approached in a manner which might have led to
the perfecting of a measure which would have rendered unnecessary
such a speech as he was compelled to make. Though he did not expect
to command a great deal of support from the Bouse, and had no desire
to waste the time in needless debate, he stated that he would move one
brief amendment, expressing regret that the measure had not been sub-
mitted to the people of Nova Scotia before its adoption. With respect
to the measures of the Government, while holding a seat in that Bouse,
he would, if he believed them to be good, support them ; or, if otherwise,
oppose them, but he would seek no factious course to delay the pro-
ceedings of the House, or provoke acrimonious feelings among the
members."

The anti-confederate party led by Mr. Howe, pursued the
best possible course to secure better terms for Nova Scotia,
although it failed to secure repeal of the Union. The
agitation of 1867 and 1868 resulted in better terms being
granted in 1869, which was vigorously opposed by the party
with whom my hon. friend is connected in this House. That
increase was discussed on Friday, l1th June, 1869, Hon. Mr.
Rose,Minister of Finance, moved that the House go into Com-
mittee on the Nova Scotia resolutions, and explained the
negotiations that led to the proposition to increase the
subsidy to Nova Scotia:

" Ie showed that the debt of Nova Scotia had increased frorm the
time of the Quebec Conference, in 1864, to the date of the Union, in
1867, by $4,440,000, and the increase of interest $323,000. Of this
increase of debt $3.700,000 had been laid out in railways which were
the property of the Dominion. For the three and one-balf years pre-
vions to Confederation the revenue from local sources in Nova Scotia
was on an average $161,000, and the gross amount of ber subsidies
under the Union Act was $331,000, making a total revenue of $494,000
available for local purposes. The average yearly expenditure for the

452
1



COMMONS DEBATES.
period was $776,000, leaving an annual deficit of $284,000. In 1867
the total revenue, including the subsidies, was $567,000, local expendi-
ture $868,000, leaving a deficit that year of $301,000. l 1868, the esti-
mated revenue was $456,000, estimated expenditure, $663,000, leaving
a deficit of $207,000 to be made up by direct taxation. Members said
Mr. Rose would find the details of these figures in the tablesthen laid on
the Table of the Honue. It was evident trom them that Nova 8eotia
would have had to resort to keep up the deficiency by direct taxation."

This was the statement made by the Finance Minister of
this Dominion in 1869. And he proposed to amoliorate
these terms by an increase of about $150,000 annually for
ten years, still leaving a deficit of $134,000 a year, and
about $70,000 only, afterwards leaving a defloit of $214,000
annually. Mr. Blake, in rising to move the amendment of
which he had given notiee, said:

" He regretted this question had not been brought up sooner. He
admitted the great importance of the proposition of the Government. It
amounted to an increased aggregate of expenditure capitalised at over
two millions. Hie amendment he did not consider as involving the
question of whether the increased subsidy should b. paid to Nova Scotia.
If it could b. shown that the conditions of Nova Scotia under the Union
were unjust he was heartily willing to modify these conditions. But the
question involved in hie amendment was a constitutional one, and he
would not enter into the merits of the proposition of the Government.
With reference to the despatch of the Colonial Secretary on the subect,
he held there was nothing in it to justify this Government in mang
iodifications in the Union A et. That despatch, he said, merely directed
the attention of the Govern ment, to the subjects of taxation, of the regu-
lation of trade, and of the fisheries, all of which subjects were under the
control of the Canadian Government."y

He then went on to show how dangerous any interference
with the financial teims of Union was to the smaller Pro-
vinces, and concluded by stating :

" There was no telling where this kind of work would end. if it were
once admitted that this Parliament had the right to modify he Imperial
Act. The monetary conditions of the Union were not only essential but
vital, and should not be left tothe tender mercies of this Parliament.
Such, he was sure, was not anticipated by any one at the time of Con-
federation. He believed that if the proposition that this Parliament
could modify the Act of Union, relative to its financial conditions, was
carried, it would be destructive of the permanence of the constitution.
He concluded by moving that all the words after 'that' be left out,
and the following inserted instead thereof :_

"l'The British North America Act, 1867, has fixed and settled the
mutual liabilities of Canada, and of each Province in respect of the
public debt, and the amount payable by Canada to each Province for
the sunport of its Government and Legislature.

'' 'That the said Act does not empower the Parliament of Canada to
change tihe basis of Union thereby fixed and settled.

' That the unauthorisedassumption of such power by the Parliamnt
of Canada would imperil the interests of the several Provinces, weaken
the bond of Union, and shake the stability of the constitution.

"' That the proposed resolutions on the subject of Nova Scotia involve
the assumption o: such power.

" ' Ar.d that therefore this louse, while ready to give ils best con-
sideration to any proposals to procure in a constitutional way any
needed changes in the basis of Union,,deems it inexpedient to go into
committe on the proposed resolutions."'

No one knew botter than the leader of the Opposition that
the adoption of that amendment would virtually defeat the
proposai to give botter terms to Nova Scotia. In speaking
to that amendment, lon. Mr. Howe said :

" Nova Scotia did not care how they got the money, whether through
Imperial Parliament or otherwise. Be held that it was ridiculous to
suppose that the Act framed by the members of the Quebec conference
could never be changed by any Canadian Parliament. All he could
say if such were the case, he wished the Act had never been passed.
Hilsbon. friend had agreed that that would be a dangerous principle to
establish, not to Ontario and Quebec, but only to the smaller Provinces
of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. Well, if they, in the lower Pro-
vinces, were willing to run the risk, surely gentlemen from the other
Provinces should have no objection."

Hon. Dr. Tupper, now Sir Charles Turper, pointed out:
"It was found that the means at the disposal of the Nova Scotian

Government were not sufficient to carry on efficiently the publie ser-
vices, and that a great part of the debt was incurred in building public

Re went on further discussing that proposition, and then
said

It had never been supposed that we could suddenly paes from theconcition of isolated Provinces, and arrange, at a single stroke of thepen, ail the financial questions that would actuall arise lu the adjust-ment of the financial terms of the Act of Ur ion. It was intended thatsubsequently a commission should issue, that the Local Governments
should each appoint a commission, and one also jointly; and to these
commissioners were to be entrusted the examination of the financial
affaira of all the Provinces, and an adjustment of the debt on a satisfac-
tory basis."

This statement of Hon. Dr. Tupper proves that it was the
intention to have placed the cost of our railways after the
adoption of the Quebec scheme, which were handed over
to the Dominion, to our credit, from which Nova Scotia
would receive local revenue in interest at 5 per cent., which
would give $220,000 a year extra. le concluded:

" Now he had found that the power which was always behind th,
gentlemen opposite had assumed a position of hostility to the smaller
Provinces, immediately after the re-adjustment of the scheme at West-
minster Palace. The additional concessions then granted to his own
Province were made the subject of the most frantic appeals to the pre-
judices of the west, m the organ of these gentlemen. Under these
circumstances, he wae in the difficult position of not being able to
obtain that support in the Bouse, which was necesary, in order to
enforce his views in regard to Nova Scotia."

Notwithstanding the efforts of the hon. members of the
Opposition on that day, these resolutions passed, and I find
on the division against any concessions, the following:
Béohard, Blake, Bourassa, Burpee, Cameron (Huron),
Geoffrion, Mackenzie and Mills, the only gentlemen in the
Opposition to-day who had seats in Parliament at that time.
Nor was that the only stage at which opposition to better
terms was made by the bon, gentlemen with whom my
hon. friend is now associated. I find that on the 12th of
June, 1869, Hon. Mr. Wood moved, in amendment to the
second reading of the resolutions with reforence to better
terms for Nova Scotia, the following :

I That all the words after 'that ' in theB said motion be left out, and
the followiri$ inserted instead thereof : ' It be resolved, 1bat in the
opinion of this Bouse it is expedient to disturbthe financial arrangements
settled between the Provinces composing the Dominion of Canada as
settled by the British North America Act, in favor of Nova Scotia,
without t the same time making provision forincreasing in due propor-
tion and on principles alike just to the Province of Quebec and Ontanjo
the amount of debt allowed by the British North America Act to the
hlte Province cf Canada, and the half yearly pay ments to the Provinces
of Quebec and Ontario respectively."

If this amendment had passcd, it would also destroy the
obtaining of better terms for Nova Scotia, and i find that
the same gentlemen who voted in favor of the first amend-
ment, also voted in favor of this amendment. I find also
that a Bill was introduced, and that the Hon. Mr. Holton
moved an amendment to the Bill at its Eecond reading, that
amendment being as follows:-

"Resolved, that in the opinion of this Bouse any disturbance of the
financial arrangements respecting the several Provinces provided for in
the British North America Act, unless assented to by all the Provinces,
would be subversive of the system of Government under which this
Dominion was constituted, and if effected, as proposed by tbis Bili, in
favor of one Province, without at the same time providing for a general
revision and readjustment of those arrangements, would be manifesly
unjust to the other Provinces."

Which was negatived on a division ; and there appeared on
the division list the names of the same hon. gentlemen to
whom I have already referred against giving better terms
to Nova Scotia. This was not ail. On the third reading of
the Bill, an amendment was moved by the hon. gentleman
now leading the Opposition in this House, and that amend-
ment would have had the effect of destroying any prospect
of botter terms in future. Mr. Blake mo ved to add the

works, which became the prop.rty of the Dominion. With thee facts following as section 5
la vie-w ha thought tb. Huuse should gire tue meet genarons and iberal
interpretation t hee Union A ld in thedirection of giving increased "The grants and provisions made by this Act and the British North
means to enable Nova Scotia to efficiently perform her local services. America Act, 1867, shall be in full settlement of ail demands on Canada
fe would not ask for an increased subsidy to Nova Scotia on the ground by Nova Scotia."
of a just consideration of ber claims, but on the ground of a legal con- This was adopted, and it will thus be seen the hon.Eideration of the Union Act, which could do away entirely with the b h el e N
Objection raised by theb hon. member for West Durham." leader of the Opposition, by his filth whe to theNova

1886. 453



COMIMONS DEBATES. APRIL 1,

Scotia coach, clogged any proposition which might be made
in the future in favor of better termas for Nova Scotia. To
this an amendment was moved by the hon. member for
Yarmouth (Mr. Killam), one of the parties associated with
myself at that time. lie moved, in amendment :

" That the Bill be recommitted for the purpose of expunging clause 5."

This was negatived, and on the list I find that the whole
House, with the exception of Messrs. Anglin, Cameron
(Inverness), Chipman, Forbes, JKillam, Le Vesconte, Mac.
farlane and Power, voted against it Therefore at this
particular time we find that the whole House was corn-
mitted against giving any further concessions to Nova
Scotia, and that the opposition to better terms to Nova
Scotia originated with the hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion in this House. Is it any wonder, then that one of the
most prominent Liberal members for Nova Scotia, at a
public meeting in Halifax, declared in these words how
impossible it was to get any better terms for Nova Scotia
even if the Opposition should attain power:

" Nor have I any hope from a change of Government at Ottawa; as
the leaders of the Opposition have opposed-step by step, and inch by
inch-every concession made to Nova Scotia."

This was the opinion of the late lamented P. Power, Esq.,
who then represented the city and county of Halifax in this
House, and who was in the minority in that division. Now,
Sir, after the experience of the Liberal-Conservative party
in 1S71 and 1872, owing to the political capital which was
made 'on the question cf better terms for Nova Scotia, par-
ticularly in Ontario, I am not at all astonished that the
Liberal-Conservatives of Ontario particularly should feel
an unwillingness to pass through a similar ordeal in the
future. I distinctly recollect that the two main planks
in the platform of the Reform party of Ontario in 1871
and 1872 against the Dominion Government and the
Liberal-Conservative party of this Dominion were, first on
account of granting botter terms to Nova Scotia, and sec-
ondly, because Riel was not hanged for the murder of Scott.
There is no doubt that the appeal to the prejudices of
Ontario in reference to the botter terms to Nova Scotia,
consigned many a friend of the Liberal Conservative party to
political death, and I have Lo doubt whatever that if the pre-
sent Government would give additional better terms to Nova
Soolia, a similar agitation would be commenced in Ontario,
and would have a similar effect. The second plank in the
platform was embodied in a resolution, moved in the Logis-
lature of Ontario, by Mr. Blake, on the 3rd of Februa.'y,
1871, as follows:-

" That the cold-blooded murder (for bis outspoken loyalty to the
Queen) of Thomas Scott, lately a resident of this Province, and an
emigrant thence to the North-West, bas impressed this House with a
feeling of sorrow and indignation, and in the opinion of this House
every effort should be made to bring to trial the perpetrators of this
great crime, who as yet go unwhipt of justice."

It will thus be seen that instead of local issues in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, the two distinct issues raised were directed
against the conduct of the Liberal-Conservative party in the
House of Commons. This, I have no hesitation in saying,
I conbidered then, and I consider now, was a very unjasti-
fiable course to be pursued by any politician either in the
great Province of Ontario or in any other Province. I
always contended, when I held a seat in the Legislature of
Nova Scotia, that the members of the Local Legislature
should attend to their own business, and not raise issues in
which the Dominion Parliament alone had any concern.
However, in face of all opposition from the party who were
thon in Opposition as they are still, we secured botter terms
to Nova Scotia to the extent of $150,000 a year for ton years,
and about $70,000 a year from that time up to the present
time ; and I have no hesitation in admitting that I felt a
deep debt of gratitude to the Liberal-Conservative party for
having granted these concessions at that time, and I feel

Mr. CAmauoN (Inverness).

assured that the people of Nova Scotia have not felt differ-
ently, and I have reason to believe that they will not forget
it in the future. I find also that on the 21st of May, 1873,
resolutions were submitted to this louse, the purpose of
which was to readjust the indebtedness of the several Pro-
vinces in the Dominion:

" The Order of the day being read, for the third reading of the Bill to
re-adjust the amounts payable to and chargeable against the several
Provinces of Canada by the Dominion Government, so far as they
depend on the debt with which they respectively entered the Union,

" The Bon. Mr. Tilley moved, seconded by the Bon. Mr. Tupper, and
the question being proposed, that the Bill be now read the third time,

" The Hon. Mr. Cauchon moved, in amendment, seconded by the Hon.
Mr. Holton, that all the words after 'now ' to the end of the question be
left out, and the words re-committed to a Oommittee of the Whole
Bouse for the purpose of adding the following words after the first
section : 'provided always that the last amounts go towards equalising
the debts and subsidies between all the Provinces according to the
population, real or assumed, with which they entered the Gonfederation,'
nserted instead thereof."

It is true, that this would not very likely change the
adjustment of the indebtedness of the several Provinces; but
while there was a shade in favor of Ontario and Quebec,
the Liberal party in this House were determined to have
even that small shade for those Provinces against the other
Provinces. I find that in favor of this amendment were
Bain, Béchard,'Cartwright, Casey, Casgrain, Cockburn, De
St. Georges, Edgar, Geoffrion, Landerkin, Mackenzie, Mills,
Thompson and Trow. This re-adjustment placed to the
credit of Nova Scotia the sum of $1,344,780, the interest on
which was payable into the local treasury from that time up
to the present ; and while I admit it was not a material
concession to Nova Scotia, yet opposition was offered
even to that. I quite agree with the hon. member for
Guysborough that the Liberal party in Nova Scotia was not
the only party that asked for better terms for Nova Scotia.
On the 2nd of January, 1879, the leader of the Governmont
of that day sent a memorial to the Dominion Government,
which was as follows:-

The Government of the Province of Nova Seotia has bad under
consideration for some time its financial position as it stands now, and
the resources it will possess for the future to meet it various obligations,
and the annual recurring necessary expenses.

" The condition of the local revenue is of such a character, and so
inadequate to meet our requirements, even upon the scale of the closest
ecanomy, that it has been decided by the Government that I should lay
before you in as comprehensive a form as may be, an abstract of the
financial history of this Province since it entered Confederation in 1867,
up to the beginning of the present year, in order that the actual
resources of the local revenue may be fairly and fully understood, and
the necessity for some re-adjustment made more apparent than a mere
superficial view of the situation is likely te convey."
After giving figures and facts to show that Nova Scotia
was not in a very satisfactory financial condition, the
memorial concluded as follows:--

" The question now suggests itself, how can the needed remedy be
applied ? The facts stated above prove, I think, very clearly, that a
revision and readjustment of the present subsidy may be made in accor-
dance with the reasonable requirements of our Province, so that it may
be placed, in a revenue point of view, on an equal footing with its sister
Provinces.

" The Hon. Mr. Mackenzie, in bis letter of 29th yanuary, 1877,
addressed to the Hon. P. C. Hill, maintains that there is only one way
in which this can be done, viz., 'allowing a pro rata payment to all
the other Provinces at the same tirne."

"In the face of the facts which have been adjudged in this statemen
of the case of Nova Scotia, the position of Mr. Mackenzie ceases to be
tenable. How can it, with such a return as the following, taken from
tie blue books of each Province:

Per Head
Income. Population.

Ontario......................$3,177,210 $1 96
Quebec....................... ......... ......... 2,428,216 2 03
New Brunswick.............................. 618,113 2 16
Prince Edward Island..................... 326,274 3 45
Nova Scotia-in future say......... 500,000 1 29

"But should there prove to be serious or unsurmountable difficulties
in this method of adjustment, relief to our necessities may be found in
another direction, and in a way which could not be justly challenged
or objected to by any of the other Provinces."

Then he claims the fishery award should be sub-divided
among the Maritime Provinces, and in this way the increase
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of subsidy so necessary, to Nova Scotia particularly, should.
be attained. Again I find in the very correspondence which
my hon. friend asked for in this House and submitted to
the Local Legislature of Nova Scotia, that a communication
was recently sent by Sir Alexander Campbell, thon acting
Secretary of State, in which I find the following paragraph,
in answer to the claims made by Nova Scotia for better
returns:

" This shows that the amount of $8,000,000, which was provided by the
British North America Act, as the amount to be placed to the credit of
the debt account, has been augmented on several occasions, the first
increase being made in consequence of the Act of 1869, when the amount
was increased to the sum of $9,186,756, this increase to take effect from
the date of Confederation. Taking this increase Into consideration it
will be found that the balance at the credit of the Nova Scotia debt
account on the 30th June, 1868, was $924,455.35. In 1873, by the Act
of 36 Victoria, chapter 30, $1,344,780 was added, and the amount was
supplemented in the following year under the Act 37 Victoria, chapter
3, by $199,490. The Act of 37 Victoria was simply passerd to remove
doubts in reference to the intention of 36 Victoria on this subject. And
again by the Act 47 Victoria, chapter 4, another increase of $739,368.71
was made, which should make the balance at the present time to the
credit of the debt account about $3,260,000, on which the Province of
Nova Scotia would be receiving interest at the rate of .5 per cent., or

ay, $163,000 each year, had the large withdrawals for railway exten-
sinu, est and west, in Nova Scotia proper, not been made from the
capital of the account. On the lst July last, only the sum of $1,052,345
out of the $3,260,000 was left to the credit of Nova Scotia, representing
an annual income of $52,615, an annual loss of over $ 10,000.
This state of affairs has been brought about by the political
friende of my hon. friend from Guysboro'.-

"It has been mentioned before that the amount ($9,000,000) which was
paid by the 'British North America Act,' as the amount to be placed
to the credit of the debt account, bas been augmented on several
occasions, the first increse being made in consequence of the Act of
1869, before referred to, when the amount was incresed to the sum of
$9,186,756, this increase to take effdct from the date of Confederation
Taking this increase into consideration, it will be found thit the balance
at the credit of the Nova Scotia debt account, on the 30th Jane, 1868,
was $924,455.33. In 1873, by the Act of 36 Vic, Cap. 30, $1,344,780 was
added, and the amount was farther supplemented in the following year
under the Act 37 Vic , Cap. 3 by $199,490, and again by Act 47 Vic,
Cap. 4, another increase of $793,368.71 was made, which should make
the balance at the present time to the credit of the Debt Account about
$3,260,000, on which the Province would be receiving interest at the rate
of 5 per cent., or, say, $163,000 per annnm, had the large withdrawals,
for railway extension before mentioned not been made from the capital
of the account. In consequence of these withdrawals, however, the
amount on the first day of July laut, ac;ually at the credit of the account
and on which they are receiving interest is ouly $1,052,315, representing,
say, $52,615 of income. It will, therefore, be seen that, had the capital
been allowed te remain unimpaired, the Province would now have been
in receipt of over $110,000 more of yearly revenue from this source."

At this point, I desire to remind my hon. friend from Guys-
boro (Mr. Kirk) that the total withdrawal of its capital
account in the Dominion Troasury from the credit of Nova
Scotia, was owing to the actions of his political friends in
Nova Scotia; and it ill-becomes them now to clamor for any
further concessions to Nova Scotia, while they soemed dis-
posed to squander in this manner the revenue which had
been placed at their disposal through the generosity of the
Liberal-Conservative party. In conclusion, I desire to call
the attention of the House to the following facts:-First.
That, before Confederation, Nova Scotia had an average of
$776,000 for local works, for the maintenance of which she
is hold responsible by the British North America Act;
Second. That all the older Provinces of the Dominion, except-
ing Nova Scotia, have now more revenue for the mainte-
nance of local works than they ever had before Confedera-
tion; Third. That even if the Legislature of Nova Scotia did
not withdraw any of her capital from the Dominion Trea-
sury, that Province would now only have a local revenue
of $673,000, which is $103,000 less than the average
revenue for years before Cjnfederation, and over $200,000
less than would be sufficient, in view of the increased
population, to maintain her local services, as efficiently
as they were maintained before Confederation. But
even if the Opposition obtain power, there ie not the
shadow of a hope for botter terms for Nova Scotia from that
source, as botter terms cannot be secured without the repeal
of the fifth clause of the Botter Terms Act of 1869. This

fifth clause was added at the suggestion of the leader of the
Opposition. It provides that "the grants and provisions
made by this Act and the British North America Act shall
be in full settlement of all demande on Canada by Nova
Scotia." I dqem it much more necessary that this fifth
clause should be repealed than that we should have any
further correspondence relative te better terms for Nova
Scotia submitted *to this louse. 1 therefore deem it my
duty to move in amendment to the motion of the hon.
member for Guysboro':

That all the words after "That " he omitted, and the following sub-
stituted: -

" in the opinion of this House it le expedient to repeal the fifth
section, chap. 2, 32-33 Vic., of the Dominion Statutes, which provides, that
• the $rants and provisions made by this Act and the British North
America Act of 1867 shall bE in full settlement of all demands on Canada
by Nova Seotia."'

Mr. McDOUGALL. In rising to second the amendment
of my hon. friend from Inverness (Mr. Cameron), i desire
to say that it was not my intention to make any remarks
on this subject, but, having heard this afternoon the
observations of the hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr.
Kirk) with reference to the interests of Cape Breton,
I desire to say a word or two. I was astonished to
hear the hon. member for Guysboro' at this stage giving
the attention ho has given to the railway interests of Cape
Breton, and I was further astonished, on hearing him speak
with reference to the motion now before the House, to find
him omitting any reference whatever to tho interests of
Cape Breton. The hon. member for Guysboro' is asso-
ciated with hon, gentlemen in this flouse who, on provious
occasions, undertook to deal with the question of the
expenditure of money on railways in the Province of Nova
Scotia and in the Island of Cape Breton, and who took very
good care, on all those occasions to expend all thoso
moneys, by the passing of Acte in this House and the pass-
ing of Orders in Council, in such a way as to deprive the
Island of Cape Breton of a mile of railway, as it stands to-
day. On the settlement of the botter terme, to which my
hon. friend from Inverness referred at such great length,
there was placed at the credit of the Province of
Nova Seotia the sum of $2,269,235. At that time the Gov-
ern ment of Nova Scotia adopted the policy of expending
this money on railways in Nova Scotia. When that policy
was adopted, the hopes of the people of Cape Breton wore
raised; they hoped that at a very early period they would
have a railway extended through ihat island; but that
money was voted by Parliament and expended in various
sections of the Province, but not a dollar of it was expendeI
in the Island of Cape Breton; and now my hon. friend from
Guysboro' advocates the granting of further concessions
to the Province of Nova Scotia, without saying a word as
to the obligations to the Island of Cape Breton. As to tho
way in which that money was exponded, without consider-
ing the claims of Cape Breton, I will give the coun-
ties in which the money was expended, and the amount
expended in the several lines of railway in those
counties. The following were the amounts so expended :
In Annapolis and Lunenburg, 8140,000; in Digby
and Yarmouth, 8679,000; in Pictou, Antigonish and
Guysboro', $643,345; in Cumberland, $144,2d0. This
absorbed, within a fraction, the $2,000,000 which wore
placed to the credit of Nova Scotia by the passage of the
Botter Terme Act. The hon. member for Guysboro', in
addressing the House this afternoon on the question of tho
Short Line Railway, made a reference to my hon. friend from
Pictou (Mr. Tapper), and asked him if ho had the intention
@f strangting the Short Lino Railway, or of extending it intcò
the Island of Cape Breton. I am not surprised at that hon.
gentleman basing his argument on suspicion, from the very
fact that he, to-day, supports a party who have adopted a
system of strangling all means by which we could expect,
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in the eastern part of the Province of Nova Scotia, that
whieh weclaimed we had a right to have. I remember the
time to which my hon. friend from Inverness referred,
when the present leader of the Opposition brought in a
clause in amendment to the Better Terms Act, which would
have had the effect of preventing the Province of Nova
Scotia from getting any further consideration from that
date. That was a system of strangling. Subsequently to
that, the Government of Nova Scotia applied to the
Dominion for assistance towards the building of the railway
east of the county of Pictou, or from Pictou through the
Island of Cape Breton. At that time, they desired their
friends in Nova Scotia to have the transfer of the Truro
branch to the Government, in order to assist in the building
of a line through to Louisburg or Sydney in the Island of
Cape Breton; but, notwithstanding that the representatives
and the people of Cape Breton urged the Government to
give that road, what was done by our hon. friends on
the other side of the flouse at that time ? They passed
a Minute of Council by which the transfer of the road was
made to aid in the building of a road which was limited by
the Strait of Canso, and which did not provide for the
expenditure of a single dollar or the construction of a mile
of railway in the Island of Cape Breton. That was another
specimen of strangling the construction of railways in the
Island of Cape Breton. In the next place, the Government
of Nova Scotia in 1882 adopted and passed a measure
known as the Syndicate Act, for the consolidation of the
railway system of Nova Scotia. They provided, and Par.
liament ratified that, for the extension of the railway system
of Nova Scotia into Cape Breton. What did hon. gentlemen
opposite do? What did my hon. friend from Digby (Mir. Vail)
do? When the present Local Government came into
power in Nova Scotia, he lent his services to that Govern.
ment in order to strangle the operation of that Act. That
was another act of strangling the building of roads in Cape
Breton by hon. gentlemen opposite. The next thing was
that the Government of Nova Scotia, in whose interests the
hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk) has brought
this up to-day, took over from the company, under the
powers obtained by them from Parliament, the Eastern
Extension Railway, and what did they do with the
road and the privileges they had obtained in the direc-
tion of building a line through the Island of Cape Breton ?
They came to the Government of the Dominion and asked
if they would not take it over for the price which they
paid for·it or for less, and they imposed no condition as to
the extension of the road to the Island of Cape Breton.
They came to this Government and handed over this road
and their interest in the Pictou branch without any
condition whatever, and without the slightest hope
that that property would be used towards the exten-
sion of the road into the Island of Cape Breton. Now, Sir,
this is the last step towards strangling the building cof that
road in the Island of Cape Breton, which these gentlemen
engaged to do. I take it that this stop now taken tends
in the same direction. It will have a tendency, pos-
sibly, to lead some people to believe that this Government
bas not the disposition which we had a right to expect of it,
to extend the railway system of the Province of Nova Scotia
and of the Dominion into the Island of Cape Breton. The
hon. membar for Guysboro' referred to the economy
which characterised the management of the Government of
Nova Scotia. Why, Sir, the economy that characterises
the present Government of Nova Scotia is explained by the
fact that they handed over this road at about half its value
without providing any consideration for that part of the
Province to which they were under obligation to extgnd
this railway:system. Without detaining the House any
further, I have much pleasure in supporting the amend-
ment of the hon. gentleman for Inverness,

Mr. McDoUGALL.

Amendment (Mr. Cameron) negatived on the following
division:-

YEAs:
Messieurs

Allison,
Burpee,
Cameron (Inverness),
Daly,
Gilimor,
Gordon,

Allen,
Amyot,
Auger,
Bain (Boulanges),
Bain (Wentwortb),
Baker (Missisqtioi),
Béechard,
Benoit,
Bergin,
Blondeau,
Bourassa,
Bowell,
Bryson,
Bnrnham,
Cameron (Middlesex),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Campbell (Victoria),
Carling,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Cimon,
Cockburn,
Oolby,
Coughlin,
Dawson,
Dickinson,
Dundas,
Edgar,
Everett,

King,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Langelier,
McDougald (Pictou),

McDougall (C. Bieto),
Paint,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Stairs, and
Vail.-16.

NÂsI:
Messieurs

Ferguson (Leed2&Gren)McLelan,
Fleming, NIMIMlleu,
Foster, Mitchell,
Gagné, Moffatt,
Geoffrion, Platt,
Glen, Ray,
Guay, Rinfret,
Harley, Robertson (Hastngs),
Hesson, Rose,
Hiliard, Scott,
Holton, Small,
Homer, Somerville (Brant),
Innes, Somerville (Bruce),
Irvine, Springera
Ives, Taschereaui
Jackson, Tassé,
Jamieson, Taylor,
Jenkins, Tbompson (Antigonish)
Kilvert, Trow,
Langevin (Sir lector), Tyrwhitt,
Lesage, Wallace (Albert),
Livingston, Wallace (York),
Maedconald (Kings), Watson,
Mackintosh, White (Hastings),
M cmaster, Wigle,
Macmillan (Middlesex),1Wilson, and
Mecallum, Wood (Brockville).-92.

Main motion (Mr. Kirk) agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT-PROTECTION OF THE
FISHERIES.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think that considering the time that
has been taken up with Government matters this Session,
the least we can do is to have an opportunity to pre-
sent some matters in which private individuals feel some
interest. I have had a Notice of Motion on the paper for
nearly a month, and I hope the Minister will allow me to
present it to the [[ose. It is a request for papers and
information upon a very important subject connectel with
the fisheries of the country. I beg to move for

Copies of all fishery regulations and of instructions to fishery
officers or othera commandiug the alleged Marine Police Force of
Canada under the Fishery Act of 1863, relative to fishing practices by
United States citizens exercising privileges conceded by the Treaty of
Washington, in common with Canadian fishermen.
Now, Sir, I shall take but a few minutes with this motion,
it being so late, and seeing such an anxiety on the part of
members to adjourn. I will state very briefly wbat the
object of the notice is. It is very well known than an inter-
national question arose between the United States and the
Government of England arising out of some American
fishermen going to the Bay of Islands, under the supervision
of the Newfoundland Government, for the purpose of catch-
ing bait. These American fishermen fished with illegal nets,
and fished at a period which was contrary to the municipal
regulation of Newfoundland. They were driven off by the
people of Newfoundland. The owners of the vessels made
a claim through their Government upon the British Gov-
ernment, and the British Government, notwithstanding
that these American fishermen are alleged to have fished
in defiance of the municipal regulations of that country,
paid them the damages which were settled upon for having
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been driven off. Now, with regard to what occured in
Newfoundland it may be thought that this Honse has very
little to do, but, Sir, the same principle that was concerned
in the case of Newfoundland, and one of very great impor-
tance, affects the settlement of ail questions along the
whole coast of Canada. But, Sir, a case arose in our own
country where some American fishermen, during the
existence of the Washington treaty, came within the three
mile limit in Aspy Bay, off the coast of Nova Scotia, and
with illegal nets commenced taking bait, and with illogal
traps and nets took bait for the purpose of deep sea fishing
within the three mile district, and within the muni-
cipal jurisdiction and territory of the Dominion of Canada.
We have it from the blue books published by the British
Parliament that that question was taken up and dealt with
at Washington by the British Minister, and was settled.
The American fishermen, it was alleged, came within the
three mile limit and fished with illegal nets. The fisher-
men along the coast of Nova Scotia, finding the Americans
were fishing with illegal nets, which were prohibited by
the municipal regulations, sanctioned by the fishery depart-
ment and by the fishery laws passed by this Legislature,
drove them out and prevented them using their nets, and
the American fishermen went away. They came back the
next day and bought bait from the Canadian fishermen, and
went on with the fishing as they intended to do if they had
caught the bait themselves. They made a claim for dam-
ages am9unting to $5,000 or 86,000, through the United
States Government, against the British Government, and
they claimed that they bad suffered those damages from the
illegal act of the Canadian fishermen in driving them out
for violating the municipal laws of Canada. The point I
want to make is this: I believe it to be a fact that the
British G.overnment settled the damages, which were
fixed at $600, and conceded the fact that American
fishermen thus violating our laws and being driven
from within the three mile limit were entitled to damages,
because they paid $600 damages to American fishermen.
Either the contention I make now, that foreign fishermen,
coming within the three mile limit, are liable to the laws
and regulations of this -Parliament, which our fishery offi-
cars are instructed to carry out, or they are not. If they
are liable, then the British Government or somebody else
did wrong in establishing a principle, in recognising as
correct the contention of the Americans that they are not
bound by the municipal regulations of Canada, when they
come within the three mile limit over which our territorial
rights extend, which may prove a very serions difficulty to
us in enforcing any future regulation, should a new treaty
be made. Some one is to blame in regard to this matter.
Either the British Governmont have done this, with or
without the consent of the Governmont of Canada. My own
impression is that the British Minister at Washington did
it withont the consent of the Canadian Government. If he
did, I should like to know what correspondence took place
between the Cinadian Government and the British Govern-
ment or the British Minister at Washington, and whether
the Government of Canada protested against the recognition
of that principle. If the Canadian Government have pro-
tested, if they have asserted the fact that we have a right
to make our own laws and to control ail the fishermen,
whether American, French, English or Canadian, while
fihing within the three mile limit, if they have
protested against that settlement, then I have nothing fur-
ther to say about the matter, and I should be very
glad if it is so. If they have not done so, if the documents
show they have neglected that duty, then I wish to bring
the question before this Parliament and show the absolute
duty there is on the part of Parliament of Canada to take
such steps as will protest against the recognition of a
principle which may in future seriously interfere with the
carrying out of and enforCement of our laws and regula-

us

tions, and the obtaining for our fishermon those equal rights
which, if that principle is recognised, they cannot obtain.
It is very well known that within the lat few years a
system sprung up on the part of the fishermen of the
United States when they exercised rights under the
Washington Treaty, I stated the other day when making
a motion somewhat analogous to this, as I said last year
when I took part in the discussion on the division of the
Fishery and Marine Departmont, what I thought was the
duty of the Government in relation to this matter. I said:

" The hon. the I'irst Minister said that no damage was being done to
our fisheries by the Americans fishing within the three mile limit. The
right hon. gentleman is not well informed on that point."

The hon. gentleman had stated that he did not think any
great damage was boing doue.

" Within the last three, four or five years a system of fishin bas
been establishel by the Americans which has been most destructive to
the fisheries, and wilI ultimately rmin them, as the Americans bave
ruined their own fisheries. The Americans corne in wiLh schooners aud
with nets, and, with three or four or five miles of nets, scoup a whole bay,
taking ail kinds of fish, and for every one marketable mackerel two or
three unmerchantable young mackerel are thrown overboard."

From interviews I have had wit h practical fishormen, I
find if I had said 100 I would have been a great deal nearer
the truth.

" Complaints have been made by fishermen of my own county of this
practice, and they have asked whether any protection ean be obtained."

At the same time I went on and stated this principle which
I stated to the House to-day, and the First Minister then
said: IlWell taken, a good point." Mr. Speaker, it is a
good paint, and it is a very important point, f>r if we have
500 fishermon round the shores of the bay of the county
which I represent restricted to certain limitations as to nets,
perhaps ton, twenty or thirty fathoms, to a particular man.
ner of disposing of the refuse from their fish, and if we find
three or four American fishermen with one, two or three
miles of nets, which are prohibited by our regulations, and
if we have te compete with thom, and the principle is
recognised as settled by the Aspy Bay decision, the sooner
this House knows it and takes the necessary stops to protest,
the botter, in order that Canadian fishormen shall not be
placed at any disadvantage as compared with foreign
fishermen and that a law shall not bo applied to one as
against the other. I am satisfied the acting leader of the
ERouse is anxious to adjourn, and I shall not take up the
time of the House further, but simply move the rosolution,
and at the same tine read the recommendation I made in
the last report I signed as Minister of Marine and Fishories,
shortly after the adoption of the Washington Treaty:

" The admission of the United States citizens and American fishermen
to our in-shores, in pirsuance to the Washington Treaty, will necessi-
tate the constant employment of cruisers to maintain order and regulate
the fishing. It will be necessary to protect our own fishermen from
injury and molestation, and to enforce the observance of our fishery laws.
Als, It will be desirable to adopt somo ge.aeral system of regulation to
prevent or correct any such abuses in the common pursuit as are calcu-
lated to inflict prmanent damage to our estuary ani river fisheries. A
comprehensive code of rules was adoptid unier the fish ry cinvention
between Great Britain and France in 1839, to obviate collisions and dis-
putes between the vessels and subjects of the respective powers. These
regulations were framed by m xid commission, analogous it is presumed
to that contemplated by article twenty of the present treaty. In the
meantime the existing fishery lrws, supplemented if necessary by regu-
lations of the Governor General in Council, may suffice to avert any
present injury from improp r or unseasonable fishing; and for the pres-
ent, at least, two marine police vessels should be kept on active duty."

What I advised at that time and what I contend for now is
this: We should have had, and we should have now, pro-
tection for our fishermen in the exorcise of those rights
which the law gives them and to which they are entitled;
and I make this remark more with a view to the future than
to the present. It is true the fishery treaty has come to
an end, but there is an anxiety in Canada, notwithstanding
the course taken by the American fishormen, as there is
amongst a large body of men interested in the fisheries of
the United States that the renewal of that treaty, if it doea
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occur, should occur within a reasonable time. I have brought
forward the motion with a view of warning our Government
that if they renew that treaty with that Newfoundland
decision, and that Aspy decision standing in their face, we
will find the contention of the American fishermen, as
was stated during the existence of the Washington
Treaty, that they were not bound by our municipal laws
while within the three mile limit. I have brought this
matter before the louse for the purpose of endeavoring to
find ont how we stand in relation to it; first, if this
demand-has been made, next, if it bas been made, by whose
authority it las been made. If it bas been made purely on
the responsibility of the British Government, then I want
to know whether our Government has protested against it
so as to prevent its being acknowledged as a precedent if
future arrangements1 are made. I bring forward the
motion not with any desire to censure the Government, but
to ý find out the facts, and then if we find ourselves in a
false position, to warn the Government and to bring to the
notice of the House the importance of putting ourselves
right in the matter, with a view of preventing decisions
whidh may have been made by the British Government on
the responsibility of the British Minister at Washington,
perhaps on the direction of the Foreign or Colonial Minister
in London; being held to bind us in the future. If that bas
been doue, I wish to ask the House to protest against the
principle which is pernicions in itself and is detrimental
to the future interests of our fishermen.

Motion for adjournment withdrawn.

Mr. FOSTER. 1 am sorry that my hon. friend took so un-
seasonable a time as this appears to be, to bring up this
matter in the way in which he has brought it up. I doubt
very much if the information he bas asked for, judging by
what he has outlined in his speech, if rigidly adhered to,
will prove to be the information that he desires. lowever,
I may say this that not only what he bas asked for shall
be brought down, but that all the papers in connection
with the matters of which he as spoken, se far as they
can be, will be brought down ; and lithink that the hon.
gentleman will find that he bas preferred charges before
the information bas been before the House, which, if the
information had been before the flouse, ie would not have
preferred. It has always appeared to me to be rather
singular that hon, gentlemen should make a motion for
papers asking for information, and then should build up
without that information, certain charges about the truth of
which they are not fully informed,and concerning information
for whieh they are at the moment asking. [have no doubt
at all that it will be found that the United States fishermen
and foreign fishermen, under this treaty, fishing in Canadian
Waters, were considered to be as they are considered to be,
under the rules and regulations which govern our own fish-
ermen. I have no doubt it will be found, as indeed it is,
that.they are subject to all reasonable municipal regulations.
However, it is another matter both with our own people
and with others fishing within our limits, as to how these
regulations shall be enforced. I think my hon. friend said
enough to lead this Hlouse to see, that in this case the regu-
lations were not attempted to be enforced by the proper
officers, but that certain persons took the law into their
own hands, and probably the claim for damages arose
largely on account of that circumstance. My hon. friend is
very anxious for the integrity and the good name of Canada
with reference to the protection of our fisheries. So, I am
sure, is the Government, and so, I am sure, is every mem-
ber of this House; and although he as taken the oppor-
tunity on this occasion, and a preceding occasion, to warn
the Government and to say what he thinks the Government
ought to do, it is probably within the memory of the louse
that what he warned the Government to do, and advises
thèm to do, is in the exact lino of what ho already knows
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they have done. For instance, the other evening he warned
and advised the Government that the proper kind of vessels
were sailing vessels, and that steamers were a very wrong
kind of vessel for the protection of the fisheries. Well, the
hon. gentleman must have read before that that the Gov-
ernment were advertising for these same fast sailing
schooners, and I think it will be in the memory of hon.
gentlemen that the first fishing protection fleet which was
organised by my hon. friend also contained one of these
objectionable steamers. However, I shall not prolong the
discussion to night. Af ter these papers are brought down,
and other papers as well, probably several hon. gentlemen
will wish to speak on these different matters and we will
have a more seasonable discussion and a better opportunity
of giving our views and arriving at our conclusions.

Mr. VAIL. I merely wish to remark that my hon.
friend the Minister of Marine and Fisheries (Mr. Foster),
misunderstood the member for Northumberland. I did not
understand him to make any charge against the Govern-
ment; but was merely warmnig the Government that in
case of any arrangements hereafter being made between
the two Governments, they should bear in mmd that certain
claims were made by the Amerian Government, and that
they were acknowledged to a certain extent to have been
right in consequence of the British Goverument having paid
a:sum of money in liquidation of those claims. I think the
hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries (Mr. Foster), should be
obliged to the hon. member for bringing this matter before
the House, and not only the Minister but the whole flouse.
It is certainly a matter which has attracted a good deal of
attention. The Minister of Marine says that the member
for Northumberland has called the attention of the Govern-
ment to certain things which he knows have been carried
out. How was he to know that ? If my memory serves me
the Americans were driven off the shore of the harbor of
Newfoundland for using seines or nets on a Sunday. The
Americans made a demand-and it shows the value they set
on our inshore fisheries-they made a demand for something
like 825,000 for one day for the two or three vessels inter-
ested. The British Goverument took the matter into consi-
deration, and I am inchined to think, though 1 do not know
for certain, settled the matter by agreeing to pay the
amount, without consulting the Dominion Government here.
Or if they did consult them, they certainly acted
without waiting for an answer or for the consent of the
Dominion Government. I know it was the intention of the
British Government at that time to cail upon the Dominion
Government to pay the amount. I do not know whether
it was paid or not; but it shows plainly that the British
Government felt they had a right to settle this matLer
without consulting the Dominion Government. Now, I
think it quite proper, in any arrangement to be made
hereafter in regard to the fisheries, that the Americans
should be made to understand that they wili be bound
to respect the municipal laws as weil as our own fishermen.
When the Americans had a right to come into our waters,
they seemed to set a considerable value on our fisheries;
but after the treaty was abrogated they pretended to regard
them as valueless. if they are of no value, all we ask of
them is to remain outside of the three-mile himit; but if
they do come within that himit they must be dealt with as
the law directs. I do not behieve the American Govern-
ment wikl for one moment uphold their people in violating
the laws of the Dominion or in violating a solemn treaty
entered ino between the two Governments, and I sincerely
hope that ali necessary steps wil be takento show, that we
are determined to protect our inshore fisheries.

Mr. MITC1LELL. I did not expect that I was going to
get a lecture from the hon. Minister of Marineand Fisheries
when I rose Lo perform what is my undoubted right as a
citizon of the oountry and a reprwentative of the peop ). 1
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brought forward a motion which is of great importance to
this country. I brought no charges against the Govern-
ment; I stated distinctly that I did not know who was to
blame; but if the principle ws recognised, that American
fishermen should be paid claims for damages when fishing
illegally in our waters, I thought it was wrong; and I said
1 did not know whether it was done by the authority of the
Canadian Government or the British Government, and I
wanted to know whether this Government protested against
it, or whether they were particeps crminis in this matter.
Now, the hon. Minister said, that I gave advice that fast
sailing schooners were preferable to steamers, after I knew
that the Government had advertised for schooners. I gave
that advice a year ago, before the hon. gentleman dreamed
of being in the position he now occupies, and a year before
I thought that any steps woftld be taken in anticipation of
the abrogation of the treaty I advised the Government to
take the steps they have taken to-day, but taken too late.
Therefore, I am not open to the charge of giving advice
after the event. I gave it last year and the year before, as
Blansard will prove. I do not care who it is that fishes
illegally in our waters; the citizens of a country
have a right to prevent men breaking the law, assuming
that the facte stated by my hon. friend are correctly stated.
But I think a number of questions arose, particularly in the
Newfoundland case. The Americans were not only fishing
on Sunday, and violating the municipal law against dese-
crating the Sabbath, but they were using nets and fishing
across from bay to bay. These were the grounds on which
the fishermen drove them off. In any case, the citizens of
a country have a right to prevent any person fishing
illegally or violating the law, and I was not wrong in my
assumption. The hon, gentleman said I should wait until
the papers are before thei louse. That is something like
what was said last year when the Govern ment was urged
to take a vote of 850,000 or $100,000 in order to provide
against the termination of the Washington Treaty. If that
had been done, it would have given moral effect to the
efforts of those in the United States Congress who
are favorable to a renewal of the treaty. But what was
done with the fisheries last year? They were given away;
the Americans were begged to take them; and to take
them for what ? For nothing, although they were advised
at that time to put on fast sailing schooners to protect
them. The hon. gentleman was a member of Parliament
at that time, and he ought to have known when he said
that I spoke after the event, that h. stated what was not
strictly accurate.

Mr. MoLELAN. If I understood the hon. gentleman
last Session, he approved of the course taken by the Gov-
ernment in suspending the operations for protecting the
fisheries pending the decision of the (Jnited States Congress
as to the appointment of a commission. In last year's Esti
mates there was a sum of $50,000, I think, voted for the
purpose of protecting the fisheries. In respect to this
matter, I think the hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail) has
taken the true view. The large claim made by the Ameri-
cans was for injury done in Newfoundland waters, and the
British Government notified the Newfoundland Govern-
ment, which sent a representative to Washington to settle
the diffleulty. There was no such notice given to us; but
after the matter was settled, the British Minister put in a
small claim for compensation to American fishermen for
injuries suffered at Aspy Bay. Ie applied to us to settle
that; we protested strongly against it; but owing to suh-
sequent cirdumstances and other reasons, which I am'not
prepared, in the absence of the First Minister, to say can
be submitted to the House. A vote was taken in Parlia-
ment to pay that claim. The Newfoundland Government,
I think, was represented at Washington by a delegate, and
assented to the amount fixed for compensation for the
disturbanoe there,.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. Finance Minister has put in
my mouth a conclueion I never arrived at. I did not
approve of the course pursued last year, and there are
gentlemen in ibis House who recollect the position I then
took. I said that the Goverument should ask for a vote of
$50,000 or 8100,000 and provide the means then for pro-
tecting our fisheries, so as to let the Americans know that
we were detormined to protect the rights and privileges we
possessed for the benefit of our own people; but I said that
in the absence of a determination on the part of this Gov-
ernment to do that, they could not do anything but let the
Americans come in and fish. That was what 1 said in
relation to that point, but I never consented, I never
thought it was the best course to pursue, to allow the
Americans to use our fisheries the rest of the season for
nothing. As to the Newfoundland case, we have nothing
to do with it, except that it establishes a precedent that
would cover any difficulty of the kind which might arise
hereafter between the fishermen of Canada and the United
States. With regard to the Aspy Bay affair, the hon. gen-
tleman admits Canada was not consulted. If our Govern-
ment permitted the British Government to deal with the case
and thus establish'a precedent without protesting against it,
they did wrong. Some correspondence took place between
this and the Imperial Government. We are told it is for
the Premier to decide whether that correspondence will be
brought down or not. I hold that the Government are
bound to bring it down, in order that this Parliament may
see whether the Government have taken the proper steps
to protect our rights and interests, and prevent precedents
being set up which will seriously interfere with our main-
taining our rights and standing. The Minister said a few
minutes ago that Canada had an undoubted right to pro-
tect her interests, and that nobody disputed her right.
Well, Sir, the Americans disputed it. For the last three or
four years that they have been fishing under the Washing-
ton Treaty, they have disputed our right to enforce our
municipal laws within the three mile limit, and we should
not allow, by any improper concession, the Imperial Gov-
ern ment to establish a precedent which would prevent us
in future from claiming and exercising that right.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). le subject is of very
little practical importance just now, considering that
we are actually discussing what shallh be done when
the Americans are allowed within our three mile limit,
at a time while we are declaring that they shall not
come within the limits at all. But as hon. gentlemen,
especially an hon. gentleman from my own Province,
got into the prophetic mood, and the discussion appears to
throw imputation on the policy of the Government and
implies distrust as to what the policy of the Government
will be hereafter, I will say, as my hon. colleague has said,
that the Parliament of Canada have an undoubted right, not
only to make, but to enforce within the three mile limit
such regulations as it thinks proper to enact. It will not
b. claimed that we, or any Local Legisilature, have the
right to pass any regulations which would, in bad faith,
limit unfairly the privileges given to the Americans or to
others, but to the extent-to which we would have the right
to legislate for our own people, we have the right to legis-
late, as far as the three mile limit iB concerned, for ail
who may come there. Nothing whatever has transpired to tie
the hands of the Government in dealing with this question
when it shall arise. The principle upon which it
was thought wise to make compensation to the fisher-
men of the United States, in respect to the Aspy Bay
affair and the Newfoundland affair, may have been this,
that notwithsanding the citizens of the United States
may have violated the laws of Canada or Newfoundland,
that certainly did not justify the violence and destruction. of
propertywhich occurred in those two places. By violating
the ocal regulations with regard to fishing on Sundays,
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American fishermen incurred a penalty, but not the penalty
of a mob destroying their vessels, nets or other property.
If it were necessary to confer the right on C(anadian people
to go on American soil and carry on business there, our
people would be subjeet to the municipal regulations of
that country; but if they violated those regulations, the
Government of Canada and of Great Britain, while
recognising their liability to suffer penalty, would demand
compensation to the fullest extent for any acts of violenee
and destruction of property from which they might suffer
in consequence, at the hands of an American mob. There is
a marked distinction between enforcing our regulations and
justifying acts of violence. I do not say that the occurrences
were such as to warrant the compensation paid by the British
Government, and whicb the British Government may have
forced the colonies to some extent to pay, but even if those
Governments were justified in giving compensation, that
does not necessarily involve the principle that we have not
the right to enforce within the three mile limit the laws of
Canada.

Mr. MoLELAN. I do not not think the hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland understood me. I said this
Government did protest against the payment of any amount
for the Aspy Bay affair. The British Government paid
the money for Newfoundland, and applied to us to recoup
them for what they had paid on our account. We pro.
tested against the payment. Afterwards circurmstances
arose, and we came to the House with a vote, and every
body knows what was said when the Estimates were passed
But what I want to say is that when the application was
made, we replied protesting against any amount being paid.

Motion agreed to.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 11.05 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 2nd April, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

PRINTING RETURNS.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. A couple of years ago
an order was made by this louse with respect to various
it ms of printing. A partial return was brought down, but
no returns-although the order has been in existence for a
year-no returns have been made from the Department of
Immigration and Agriculture. I propose, therefore, that
the several items in the Public Accounts for 1879-80-81-82-83
for printing for the Immigration Department, be referred
to the Committee on Public Accounts;

Mr. MoMULLEN. I hold in my hand the return the
hon. gentleman reters to, and I can verify bis statement
that it is incomplete. The return from the Post Office
Department is also incomplete, and from the Department of
Customs there is no return at all.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I would suggest to the hori.
gentleman to make the dates begin with 1874.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have no objections. b
When this motion was moved the hon. gentleman made a
similar addition, and the result, as I warned him it would
be, was that a most interminable delay took place in pro-
ducing them. But if the Minister of Agriculture, whom I
see there, will undertake that these shall be forthcoming, Ii
have not the least objection if he wants to go back to 1867. p

Mr. THoMPsoN (Antigonish).

Mr. McMULLEN. The return I hold in my hand was
for 1874, and was made in obedience to the amendment to
my motion made by the hon. Minister of Public Works.

Motion amended and agreed to.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill No. (78) to amend the Act incorporating the Guelph
Junction Railway Company.-(Mr. Inncs.)

Bill No. (79) respecting the Napanee, Tamworth and
Quebec Railway Company.-(Mr. White, Hastings.)

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS.

Mr. PAINT. I wish to reter to a matter of privilege. In
the Globe of yesterday I read:

" The practice of members of Parliament obtaining charters which
they hope to dispose of at a profit seems to be on the increase. To-day
three members from Cape Breton-MeEsrs. Paint, Dodd and Cameron
(Inverness)-petitioned or an Act incorporating themselves as a com-
pany to build a bridge across Lennox Passage. A Government subsidy
will, no doubt, be applied for in aid of the work,,and if secured, the
three members will be able to sell out to advantage."
The facts of the case are these: I received a letter from
the Hon. Isidore Leblanc, member of the Executive Coun-
cil of Nova Scotia, and a Reformer, as follows:-

" I presented in our Hfouse of Assembly to-day the petition of the
Municipal Council of the county of Richmond for the Lennox Passage
bridge, and I presume that you have received one of the same, and that
you will present it to your House soon."

I beg to say that we have not one dollar of interest in this
Bridge Company. The time for recciving petitions for
Private Bills had elapsed, and we were compelled to petition
the House to be permitted to bring in the Bill. I regret
that the correspondent of the Globe in this House should
furnish its readers with false intelligence. As you, Mr.
Speaker, control the gentlemen in the press gallery, I
would suggest that you instruct that gentleman to send us
an apology. This is not the first time he las offended in
this manner. I consider we are entitled to this apology, as
the insinuation was a base..-one and falsely interpreted.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I have only one word to
say in regard to the libel in the Globe, and it is this: the
representations made by the correspondent of the Globe are
utterly faise, and the writer when he penned them kntw
they were false, becanse he came to me and enquired what
was the purport of the petition, and I assured him I did
not know anything about it further than I signed my name
to a petition which I considered was necessary to enable
the hon. member for Richmond (Mr. Paint) to introduce
the Bill. Now it turns out it is a Bill in which a prominent
Grit in Nova Scotia only is concerned, and it ill behoves
the Globe correspondent to misrepresent as in connection
with it.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

Mr. BOWELL moved the firet reading of the resolu-
tions.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Mr. Speaker, the hon. member
for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), in the speech
with which he favored the House on Tuesday last, made the
rather startling announcement that the First Minister gener-
ally had a reason for everything he did. I am sorry to say,
alter having heard the hon. gentleman's speech and after
having listened to similar speeches for the last six or seven
years, that I cannot very well return the compliment. It
is difficult to understand what reason au hon, gentleinan
who has occupied a prominent official position in the
country, and who hopes, perhaps against hope, that in the
remote future he may again occupy a similar position, can
possibly have for making such a speech as that to which wq
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