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Officeo f the Que n'u Prvy (Council for Canada.. $20,677 50 office sud after they pa einto the bands of the Journal olerke, who

detaci them snd count them they go to the printers and appear ln the
Sir RECTOR LANGEVIN. The other evening I form in which they went to te printems and the Departmeut eaimot be

explained to the committee the increases, except one. held responsible for that, because the papers have, since tbeY léft the
There was 8750 for a clerk named Poley, that had been Department, paaed through a number of hande.

transferred from another Department, to whom we gave an 4 Mr. BL AKE. Ag the hon. gentleman has rpferred to me as having
increase of 850. The other iicreaises are ail $50, except for me share in disarranging the papers, I beg to tell him4he is nî6% aware

ieof the practice. The first thing done with the returne is to se"d them
the door-keeper, McNaughton, who has been there such a to the1lerk's office in order that they may be paged in red, just in the
long time that we gave him 8100. order in which the Government bringe them down, and it is under-tbese

pages they are arranged and printed.
Resolutions to be reported, Committee to sit again. "Mr. WRITE (Oardwell). Thatis not so.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of I would not have referred to that matter, having made the
the House. statement I have mentioned, except that in the course of

Motion agreed to; and the Rlouse adjourned at 1:10 a.m., the debate last night the Minister of the Interior, i refer-
otnag d ; H aence to an observation made by te hon. member for

Q den's (Mr. Davies) on the sane subjeet, sald: "Aftr they
had been handled by your leader; " and upon my repeating
the same denial of the statement the. hon. gentleman delin-

.IOUSE 0F COMMONS. ed once again to accept that denial. Under those circum-
stances I have thought it proper, in vindication of myself,
of my statement and of the Orders of the House and the

WEDNEsDAY, 2lst April, 1886. practice of the House, to procure the papers, which are here
before me. The papers are numbered in the Sessional

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock. Papers 116, 116a, 116e, 116f. They are coneecutively
printed in the order in which they are brought down.

PL&TEEs. Paper 116 comprises 139 manuscript pages, whieh are
numbered from 1 to 139 consecutively, and they com-

RULES OF THE HOUSE. prise from page 1 to page 18 of print. Paper 116a
comprises pages 1 to 11 manuscript, and 18 to 20 print;

Mr. DAWSON moved: paper 11e comprises 1 to 38 MS, 1 to 6' print; paper
That the 51st rule of the ouse be amended so as to provide for the 116f comprises 1 to 119 MS, and 68 to 113 print. I

publication of notiees in the Territories of Canada, purmnant to the have not, of course, examined every page of these papers
recommendation of the Select Standing Committee on Standing Orders. since the occasion arose. I was cognisant of the fact that

Mr. BLAKE. We cannot amend a rule of the House they were numbered, from having looked at them; I have
without notice. The hon. gentleman had better give notice verified that statenent, and have looked gen, rally at the

' papers and compared them in a general sense with the
Mr. DAWSON. The chairman of the committee will print, and i find by My comparison that they are printed

probably explain. in the order in which they are here numbered. I repeat
the statement that the first thing done with the papers,

Mr. SPEAKER. Notice must be given. when they come to the House, before they go into the
hands of members, is, that the Clerk sends them to an

FIRST READING. officer of his who is detailed 10 diseharge the duty of affix-
ing the numbers to theý-e pftgea, witb a view that ter.

Bil1 (No. 111) respecting Insurance (from the Senate).- may be ne mistake as te the order cf the documents, and
EMr. Thompson.) that the3 may be printed in that order. I repeat te

statemeut that I did net disarrange these papers in any
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. shape or way. What I did was this: I feund, when they

were brought down, that they were Bo inextricably
Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders of the Day are called, I arranged that il would be diffltin print, aud waa impos-

desire to refer to a personal matter. On 5th April, in the sible in MS, te have auy clear apprehension cf their bear-
course of a debate with respect to the North-West Terri- ingandffect. I invited the <lerk cf*the flouse'to hogood
tories, the Minister of the Interior, referring to a statement eneugh te give directions that the papers should b. copied,
made by the hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mfr. Davies), and they 'were oopied ty an officer cf the Rouse. Having
as to the condition of the order of the papers which are found that they were in such a oondition, if copie& lu this
printed, and which have been under reference several times, way-one paper appearing partly on t e page with
said, in answer to a remark I made, that "they are printed another-that I could net use thtu4 I ked that
the way they are brought down." another copy might be made and that each of the oopied

" They were in the hon. gentleman's hands for weeks." papers might b. kept a separate document. l reoivedthem in that shape, and I chronologically arranged hose
To which I replied: copies, having nthing to do thon with the ig1l1 ud

"They were not ; I got them copied." it was freinthal chronological arrangement that-I wu able
te niake the statement I did Ilut Session., Tuhs been

The hon. member for Queen's said: doue wit the copies furnished nd not wibhte 'engiuais,
" Does the hon. gentleman say my hon. friend altered the date of th which were, owever, as I have said in lo firat-instance,

papera or the position in which they were ? Was it his duty to arrange and befere I saw thom, untilnuoe.bred by ti.ogWor of the
them ? Rouse, in the nunber and order in whichtey are priuted

" Mr. WRITE (Cardwell). Not at all.lite Department. Se far from te insiuation sud abat.-
"Mfr. DAVIES. Anybody who takes up that book has to spend hours ment cfte Minister of the Interior, repeated, as I-said at

and hours to get an accurate or clear idea of the papers con- night snd say again-repeated offemivly, after fmy donial
tained and their relation to each other. i the other day so far from that stabemet being truc, 1

" Mr. WHITk (Cardwell). What 1 mean is this. When a Depart- called trt- attention of the elerk cf tii. Printing
meut brings down papers to the Rouse, the ipapermjgo te eJournals tee te fhe fwt thal hompàpesyould b. uintelligible and

Mr. CHÂPLEÂAU.
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useless in that order, andl requested him to seS if it would
be possble to have them printed in chronological order,
and that officer, having made enquiry, informed me that il
was deemed impossible to depart from the order in whieh
the papers had been brought down to Parliament, that they
mustbe. printed in that order, althongh he agreed with me
as to te results of that order when printed.

8UGAR IN BONDED WAREHOUSE, MONTREAL.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. RomlaTsoN, Shelburne) asked, What
quantity of sugar was there in bonded warehouse, Mon.
treal, on the 3st March, 1886?

Mr. BOWELL. The quantities of sugar of all kinds and
descriptions in warehouse in Montreal, on the 31st March
lait, was ,642,467 lbs.

INTEBOLONIAL RAILWAY, PROM STRAIT OF
CANSO TO SYDNEY OR LOUISBURG.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness) asked, Is it the intention of
the Government, during the present Session of Parliament,
to provide for the extension of the Intercolonial Railway
from the Strait of Canso to Sydney or Louisburg ?

Kr. POPE. Negotiations are now going on, and I hope
we will b. able to make provision for that work.

POST OFFICE AT CORINTH.

Mr. LANDRRKIN asked, Is it the intention of the Go.
vernmeut at an early day to carry out the promise made by
the late Postmaster-General, to open a post office at Cerinth,
in the township of Bentinck ? -

Sir HEOTOR LANGEVIN. Ihe Postmaster-General,
upon enquiry into this matter, has found that there -was a
doubt as to the expediency of proceeding with the estab.
lishment of this post offce. Nevertheles, the matter will
be looked into more fully.

TRENT VALLEY CANAL-FEES TO POISETTE &
ROGER.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, What amount of lee did the
Goverument pay Poisette & Roger in connection with Trent
Valley Canal ?

Mr. THOMPSON. The Government paid nothing to
that firm.

TRENT VALLEY OANAL-RIGHT OF WAY.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, What amount of money was
paid for right of way for Trent Valley Canal through
the township of Galway? How much for sane through
the township of Harvey; aiso, Burleigh, Smith, Douro and
the village cf jakafi.d?

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman will have to put this
in the shape of a notice of motion, because the answer
would be long, and I have not the information.

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT PETERBORO'.

Mr. LANDE RKIN sked, Why did the Government buy
with the Phelan lot, on the corner of George and Charlotte
streets, t.he 8awer's lot, on the corner of Hunter and
Water streets, for the post oO. site in Peterboro'?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The Government have pur.
chased the Sawer lot in order to build thereon the post
office, which will thus be used by the town of Peterboro'
and the people of Ashburnham village, the two places being
united by a bridge, to which the street on which the
Sawer lot is lead. The Phla lot has been aise purchased,

so that the Oustom house and Inland Revenue office may be
erected thereon, that lot being better situated for this pur-

t pose. The post office building will be a amaller building
h than it would have been if the Custom bouse and Inland

Revenue oMoes bd been under the same roof. The two
e buildings will be equal to the one, had it contained all the

oMces.

MlLITIA ORGANISATION IN NORTH-WEST
TERRITORIES.

Mr. WATSON asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to extend the Militia organisation to the
North West Territories ? If so, to what strength; and the
proportion of cavalry and infantry; and whether a Deputy
Adjutant-General and Brigade Major, with headquarters
in the territories, will be appointed ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I beg to state that it is the
intention of the Government to extend the militia orlgan-
isation, existing in the other Provinces, to the North-West
Territories. The proposed strength and character of the
new force, and the staff that will be required, have not been
decided upon, and will depend to a great extent upon the
population which goes into those territories.

DRAINAGE AND WATER SUPPLY OF QUBBEQ
CITADEL.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, lst. Whether. the work of
extending to the citadel of Quebec the aqueduct and drain-
age system of that city, is being done by day's work, or
under contract ? 2nd. If by the day, who is the superin.
tendent, what are the names of the foremen employedand
what is their pay and that of the workmen? 8rd. ïf the
work is under contract, what are the names of the, cou-
tractors, the dates of the contracts, the parts of the work
undertaken by each, and what amount has been paid to each ;
were tenders called for the work, and in what manner ?
4th. What is the total estimated cost of carrying out the
said work ?

Sir ADOLP HE CA RON. In answer to the hon. gentle-
man I beg to staLe that the workd are being done under
contract. The first section of 1,300 feet pipe trench is being
done at $1.65 per foot; Mr. J. Power, contractor, Quebec.
The second section is composed of 900 feet pipe trench, at
82.00 per foot; Mr. J. Juneau, contractor, Quebec. The
third section of 1,500 feet pipe trench was let at $2.00 per
foot, and the contractor is Mr. J. Bigaouette, Quebec. The
supply of six-inch and four-inch water pipe was made at
$29.50 per ton; Mr. J. Robertson, of Montreal, contractor.
The date of the acceptance of tender was January 12, 1886,
for Mr. John Power; January 16, 1886, for Mr. Joseph
Juneau; the same date for Mr. Joseph Bigaouette, and the
15th of February, 1886, for Mr. J. Robertbon. The tenders
were called for by letter. We estimated the cost of the whole
works, when completed, at about 820,750. The suppjy of
valves and hydrants was furnished by the Ohapman valve
Company, Indian Orchard, Massachusetts, United States.

WATER SUPPL TO GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS
AT QUEBEC.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, lst. Whether it is true that in
order to avoid paying the water rates demanded by the Cor-
poration of Qaebec for supplying, from the aqueduct of the
said city, the old Custom house and the Queen's store, the
Government have caused apparatus to be set up in order te
supply the said buildings with water from the St. Law
rence ? 2nd. If so, what is the cost of fitting up the said
apparatus and the yearly expense of working tho same;
what was the price asked by the Corporation for the said
service ; what is the estimated value of the sid properties,
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and the price paid by private individuals fer waerMtes
on property of the same value? 3rd. WAether, befoee set-
ting up the said apparatas, the Government enquired as to
the hygienic quality of the said water of the St. Lawrêee
at the said place ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think I must oject to
the former part of the first question. I do not thirk me
hon. gentleman should have put in the words, "in order te
avoid paying the water rates demanded by the Corporation
of Quebec." I think that is ne portion of the question ; it
is an argument. The question should be a sinple one-
wthether it is true that the Government have caused appa-
rtut to be set up in order te supply those builditngs with
wwter from the St. Lawrence. I ask you, Mr. Speaker,
*eher this quetion -should be put in -thit way.

Mr. SPEALKER. If it in not done in order to avoid pay-
ing the water rates, it is not true.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVI. It is a refection to ask
whether this was done in order to avoid pgying the water
rates. I will answer the question in this way: Whether
it la true that the Government have caused apparatua to be
sét up in order te supply the old Custom house.and Queen's
store with water from the St. Lawrence ; to thatI say -no.
I understand that the corporation asked $500 a year to
supply the Custom house with water, and Iwould not con-
seft to pay that, as 1 considered it excessive. The esti-
mated value of the properties I do not know; the bon.
gentLeman as Mayor of Qaebec will find that eut from bis
book. Tho price paid by private individuals for water
rates on property of the same value I think wilI also be
found in the books of the corporation. In answer to the
third question, as we did not put up the apparatus, I would
answer that we did net enquire.

NEGOTIATION OF-COMMifERCIAL TREATIES.

Mr. BDGÂR asked, lot. What papers has the Govemment
rlating to the negotiation of commercial treaties, conven-
tions or arrangements in which Canada is interested, and
which are covered by the terms of the Address passed by
this louse on 28th January, 1884? and when will they be
brought down? 2nd. Hias the British Govern ment agreed
to the proposal made to Lord Kimberley by Sir A. T. Gait
on the i MIJune, 1880, and sanctioned by the Governor
General in Council on 26th March, 1881, to the effect that t
was the wish of the'Canadian Government to be relievcd,
as soon as it could cor-veniently be done, of the obligations
cornected with nny treaties aUecting trade and commaerue
entered into between Great Britain and ofher nations;; and
the further proposal, si milarly made and sanctioned, that it
was the desire of the Canadian Government to be informed of
the inception of anynewttroty, and that in future no sfip.
lation binding upon the commerce of Canada should be i.
troduced-into any treaty without reserving to the Cana-
dian Government the option of acceptance-or refusal? If
the British Governrnent hs agreed to such proposal, when
was it dune, and will all papers connected therewith be laid
befbre the Hlouse at an early day? 3rd. Ras the'Govern-
ment of Canada, since 26th March, 1881, bemu ralievedof
the obligations connected with anytreaties iffecting trade
and commerce previously eitered iuto between Great Britain
and other nations? 4th. Has the British Govemment,
since 26th March, 1881, reserved to .the -Canadian Govern-
ment the option of acceptance or rdfusal of all treaties
hat would bind the commerce of Canada? And if sQ,

with what nations were such treaties made, and what was
the action of the Canadian Government as to suo acoept.
ance or refusal?

'Mr. McLELIN. A return wvas presented to the House
Ôftomions in reply to an uaddress ofthe House.dated 23rd

Mb. I"ieamus.

Ibruarwy, 1ma,giag àe errspodenoe connested wiià
the uegtistians for com=nrmial awrangeueets with Servis
and ather cSuries. At the same time a oemmuination
rom the Colonial Oflee was submitted, itaging tat s ooe.
esuandanoe isoever ifuraiahed which kas :eferane to

magotiatios mtil ander iisussion without the consent of
the foreign power wih whom the treaty is being ajade, it
would be necessary to obtain from the Governments of
Pnoand Spain thair ieensent sto t Micatio 0f=y
correspondence which had taken place on the subject of
treaties, ud Lord Derbyeuggstedthat the-placing of such
papers on th!e Table of e Dominion Houe of ommons
should be delayed until the muters under discussion were
brought to.a ffial eelusion. It woald, thesofare, te neoes-
ary to ehtain the eaeSnt of the imperial Oevern-

ment before the papers referred to in the Aidmass
of the 28th January, 1884, could be submitted
toe houe. Giamo~udem on the i4ent ihasibanniid
with the Insp"nis t Qennmeirt, bat us yet theoensent has
not been received, and as the negotiations are not yet con-

Weludd, it eaniiet be lsated definitely when the Government
wff1 be ablel obring down the papers now in their pessS-
sion. Withreeference to.tbe Order in Council of the 26th
'uarch, 18,te British Government ha, in atI cases of
treaties negotiated aince that date, ascertained and acted
upon the wish of the 'Canadian Government to be included
in or exempted from the operation of commercial treaties
entered into with other .nations. Thik has.been done in the
cases of Roumania, Equador, Morocco, Egypt and Monte-
negro, aswill be seen by the correspondemoe in -thet ratrn
before neferred to. In the case of Servis, prier to the 26th
Mamh, 1881, tke request of the Dominion Üwenment to
be exempted from the operation of the treaty -with that
country was.attended to, and representations made to the
Servian Goveriiment of that wish. The High Comm ssioner
has-also been in constant communication with the imperial
Govern ment, and has bSeukept informed as to the progress of
all commercial negotiations in which Canada is nterested.

TIE IM ING LtaAW.

Mr. FAIRBANK (for Mr. KAuLioAn), asked: Whether
it is the intention of the Government to amed the Miniing
huwoduriwg thießsswion, and if so, ifthe aummnew,-eequired
to be expended upon a location will b. reduceI, or:the lime
for ach expenditure increased;,and if sch ireduction of
sum or extension of time wili apply to claims now fod ?

Mr. WflIT (Cardwell). Theres eano intention of
bringing down-any legislation on the-siibject of the mining
laws this Session. The whole subject J being onsideued
y the De tmeut±in the light of investigations being

mada.on teground.

THE CASE OF LOUIS MRIL,

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny) moved for:

Copies of correspondenue, whether by telegraph or otherwie, be-
tween the Government and Drs. Jukes, Valade and Lavell, or any of
them, officeraaf 4he-.Gvernment appointed to senquire into the mental
condition of teefLfhul.

Sir HECIIR 1LANGEVID. Thene is no objection to the
motion. Al the papwesat our disposal will be brought
down.

Mr. BLAKE. I hope, after-the statements made by the
Minister of Justice, seome:effort will be made to rêobtain
possession cf these p*pers which are not just now, but
ought to be, at the disposai of the Government. The
Minister has atated that the important, vital telegraas had
been returned to the physicians, and I trust, therefore, thq
will begot back again and be incladed in this return.

- r - ---
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THE NORTERN LIGHT.

Mr. JENKINS moved for:
Copies of a correspondence between the Marine Department and the

captain of the N<wtk.ra Light, relating to the discontinuanes of her
trips during the month of February.
He said- It will be remembered that Prince Bdwardi
Island did not join the GOnfederation of Provinces which
took place in 1867. For six years attempts had been made
to induce ber to throw in ber lot wit h the Dominion, bet
those attempts were unsuccessfal,until the Dominion Govern-
ment agreed to provide such efficient steam service as
would give Prince Edward Iuland eontinual communication
with the mainland. Now, thirteen years have elapsed since
this promise was made, and we still have not efficient
communication. The Northern ALiht, for thirty-two
days, in January and Februery, did not make a trip;
although during that time the weathe was extremely miild,
so much so that there was very little ice in the straits.
The people of Prince Bdward Island were induced to join
Confederation on this ground alone, or chiefly on this
ground. They were aware of the advantages which would
necrue to them from having continuons commercial
intercourse with the mainland, and the promise given
them to that effect was sufficent to induce them to
join the Oonfederation. In a recent debate in another
place, the leader of the Government, speaking of
winter navigation, said: 'We believe faith has lready
been kept with Prince Edward Island, so far as fai4
could be kept; we have doneour utmost in every
way to accomplish that object." Now, I maintain that
the Government have not done their utmost to give
us efficient steam service; I contend that they have
n 3ver taken up this matter in serious earnest. It is true
we have a smai tteamer that was put on by the late Gov.
ernment, built for the purpose of navigating the river St.
Lawrence, a steamer whieh has no eapacity for earryig-
freight, and is utterly incapable of meeting the diffculties of
ie. service, even in thin field ice, ard therefore altogether
inefficient for heavy ice. She is built in a maner that I be-
lieve is just the opposite of the model whicli should have been
adopted, and even if able to run constantl is too mall to
carry any freight worth speaking of. New, the steamer
Alert, which has performed several Arotie voyages, and
which is lying idle in Halifax, could have been put on by
the Government. In October last I made application to the
Department that this steamer should be put on to assist.
the Northern Light, and came, at great inconvenience, to
Ottawa to lay this matter before the Minister of Marine,
but I was unsuccessful The Alert was built origi
nally as a sealer, and purchased by the British Govern.
ment, who greatly streugthened her and fitted
her out for ice service, and I believe @h. is a
very capable boat. If the Alert were put on,
it would then be seen, by comparison, whether
the NortLern Light was an eficient boat, or whether a
boat of a different model would not have been more effi-
cient. The Government refused to put on the Alert,
and I bad to return home unsucessfui. In November,
during thei shipping season, unfortunately, small pox
ravaged the island, and prevented produce b' ng shipped
until the winter stason. I therefore, telegraph dit wasof
great importance to the people of the island that the
Alert should be put on, but I was told the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries had been instructed that the AMert
would not be safe in the straits, and that the lives of its
crew should ot be riaked by thei Government. The refusal of
the Minister was, I think, unjustifiable, and can only be ex.
cused by the fact that he had only just been appointed, and
had many matters of importance to look after, so that I sup-
pose h. was not able to look iito this question. i hope,
however, next year the Aert will be put on, and I would
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suggest that more powerful engines be put into ber, in
which case I believe she would accomplish almost all w.
want, if ehe were put on to run between the island and the
mainland at snch points as may be considered most advan-
tageous. I believe also that by putting her
on we would see what sort of a steamer is
really required to overcome the difficulties of
this winter service. By putting a capable mechanie in
her, so that he might see what modifications are required
to overoome the-diffieulty of ie navigation, a boat coud be
built which would run nearly every day in the year. The
voyage is a short one, and there ought to be no difficulty
in providing a steamer with abundant fuel for that short
passage. It is evident, in the case of a steamer making a
long passage, such as a sealing vessel bas to make, or a
vessel going to the Arctic regions, the engines muet be small,
as it is impossible to carry enough coal to work large
engines, but our voyage is short ad coal abundant, and a
steamer of that sort, with powerful engines, will be able to
overcome all the difficulties.

Mr. MoINTYBE. I am not at all surprised that there is
a good deal of indignation existing in Prince Edward
Island in reforence to the manner in which communi-
tion has been carried on between the island and
the mainland during the season just closed. 't'he
winter has been the finest within the recollection of the
oldest people living on the island. The frost whioh we had
last winter was late compared with that of former years. I
bave a distinct recollection of the day the Northern Light
came into Souris for the purpose of being laid up. There
was not a particle of ice to be seen, even by the aid of a
powerful glas. There was a quantity of ice in the gulf,
as I was informed, but nothing to prevent the trips being
made regularly. In connection with this, I might read an
extract from a letter addreused to the Halifax Chronicle,
from Picton dated the1 Pth February last:

" The loe on the barbor, which was not very strong at any time this
winter, has been weakened by the recent mild weather so as to be
entirely unsafe for horsay. ven foot passengers are not to be seen on
it to day. The steamer Hayfower, whlch wau frozen np on the 5tb, kas
commene.d running again, and makes regular trips without dfinelty.
The gulf is as clear of mee as in the dog days, and has been so ail winter,
with the exception of three or four days, and yet there is no steam com-
munication between here and Prince Edward Island, the North-rn
Light havilgbeen laid up at Souris by order of the Government at
Ottawa. Captain Oheverie, who did snob good service last spring with
his schooner Josephine, will probably commence to run again this week,
or the Steam Navigation Company of Prince Edward Island may get
the Princess of Wales ont of Charlottetown and put ber on the route.
With the exception of two or three days this winter, regular steam
communication with Prince Edward Island is a thing which might have
been, but which was not."

This, I think, is quite confirmatory of what I have said in
regard to the condition of the weather during the months
of January and February in the Maritime Provinces. If
report be true, I bolieve the boilers of the Northern Light
are very unsaf.. I has been stated that her boilers were
worn out and leaky last fall, and that it was owing to this
that the ship was nearly lost in the storm she encountered
in a trip from Georgetown to Pictou in the month of
November or December, I forget which. She had togo
under a shortened rate of speed, and could not make the
harbor of Pictou before the snow storm came on, soshe
had to put back. She was out all night, and she came very
near being lest. I am not at all surprised that the captain
of the Norther Light should lay up hie ship year after
year, seeing what the instructions are which are issued to
him by the Department of Marine and Fisheries. These
instructions were brought down to the Sonate last winter,
and I will read them for the information of the eouse.
The firt is dated January 16th, 1883:
". apt FwLMsON, steamer Northera Ught, Georgetown, P.E.I.

"Telegram received urging Department order you run; responsibil'ty
î& with yem; expect you to run no undue risks.,1 A. W. McLELAN."
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The next is this:
"OmTwÂ, 18th January, 1883.

" Capt. FINLIsoN, steamer Northern Ligh, Georgetown, P.E.I.
" With knowledge of ice yon muet be judge, and held responsible for

safety of boat. Incur no undue risks.
"WM. ITiH."

The third is a letter, dated Ottawa, 12th January, 1884:
"SIm,-Referring to my letter to you of the 14th December, 1882, I

bave again to instructyou to ue your own judgment as to when the
Northern Light should run, and not to be governed by directions from
any persons, as the Department will hold you responusile for the safety
of the vessel, and you are to incur no risk whereby the safety of the ves-
sel may be endangered by being caught in the ice. No ripk, also, is to
be incurred for the purpose of carrying over any particular passenger or
passengers, and the Department expects that you will use your judg-
ment in ail matters affectlng the running of the boat, and will hold you
responsible for ber safety.

"Iam, Sir,
"Your most obedient servant,

"WILLIAM SMTR,
IlDeputy ifinister of Marine.,

It is not at all sur prising that, under such instructions as
these, the captain of the Northern Light should, on the ap-
pearance of ice in the gulf, take his ship into port and lay
her up. In fact, these instructions were tantamount to a
comnand. I do not find fault with Captain Finlayson for
obeying his orders. I believe any sensible man would do
what he bas done. Last year, as we know, the Northern Light
did not make any trip at all. She was laid up in the barbor
of Georgetown in the month ot January, and she was unable
to get out, and so she did not make a trip at all. A small
schooner, about the 15th April, left Port Souris and safely
landed her passengers the same day at Pictou, and she con-

spint and a proper manner, they will appeal to Her Majesty
the Queen to dissolve the terms of union between Prince
Edward Island and this Dominion. They forwarded that
memorial to this Government, and they got very little
satisfaction from the Government. They notified the Gov-
ernment that if they did not receive satisfaction, they would
appeal in person to Her Majesty the Queen; but when the
troubles broke out in the North-West last year, they
informed this Govert ment that, owing to those troubles,
they would not press the matter for immediate attention.
But the moment the troubles were over they insisted that
the Government should give their at'ention to this matter.
The Government did not give their attention to the matter,
the Government did nothing, and, as I will show directly,
the solemn promise made by the leader of the Government
in the Upper Honse, in the other branch of this Legislature,
was deliberately broken. The delegates went to England.
I am not, myself, of the opinion that the Local Government
was well advised. Notwithstanding the delay, notwith.
standing the inaction, and the persistent determination of
the Marine Department of this Dominion, that justicesbould
not be done to Prince Edward Island, I believe there is
enough of manly fair play in this House that, when the
facts are thoroughly understood, to insist that the Govern.
ment shall do its duty.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not object to a discussion upon the
whole question, if it is proper upon the motion before you.
But I think there is another motion on the Order paper
which wiil properly bring up this discussion, whereas this
one, I submit, does neot do it.

tinued to make her trips for the rest of the season. The Mr. DAVIES. I am surprised that the Minister of
Northern Light was specially constructed for winter naviga. Marine should object to the discussion of this matter. What
tion, and I believe that, if certain improvements were made is the motion ? My hon. colleague has asked for ail cor-
in her, she would do all that could be required in that way. respondence between the Marine Department and the cap-
It is useless for us te get the Alert or any other boat if she tain of the Northern Light, relating to the discontinuance
is not kept going in winter. (t is quite as easy to pilot the of her trips during the month of February. Why, that is
Alert to a wharf as the Northern Light. The trouble is not the very kernel of the complaint we make. The terms of
with the boat at all, but with the Department, who have union between the island and the Dominion provided that
absolutely refused to keep the boat on her berth during the the Dominion should keep up an efficient steam communi-
winter months. I think it is about time for the Govern- cation between that Province and the mainland, se as to
ment to take serions steps to carry out our terms of Union, put the island into continuous communication with the
Year after year we are bringing this subject before the railway system of the mainland. The point of the motion
House, and it appears to me that we are as far from having is that that oontract has been broken during the past year,
these terms carried out as we were years ago. and that during the month of February communication was

not kept up as it should have been. The Minister must
Mr. DA VIES. Although the subject matter of this motion have heard the statement which fell from the lips of my

may not be of very great importance to some hon. gentle. colleague a moment ago, that he applied last autumn, and
men who live in the upper Provinces of the Dominion, since the present incumbent took possession of the office,
there is a phase of the subeot which I think is important to have the Alert put on to assist the Northern Light, and
to every hon, member of is House. The question has now this application was refused, and, strong a supporter of th
reached a new stage. For years, the représentatives of Government as he is, ho did not hesitate to say that th
Prince Edward Island have been complaining that the refusal to put on the Alert was utterly unjustifiable. Why
solemn terms of union have not been kept. Nay, we have Sir, does the hon. gentleman mean to tell me that I am not'
gene further, and I think on both aides those representing to discuss this question at all ? Am I tosit silent and
both political parties have contended that there has not been listen to thèse utterances, when all my constituents are so
an honeot attempt made to carry ont thèse terms. Public -much interested, and when a delegation from the Govern-
opimon in Prince Edward Island endorses that sentiment, ment of the island is just returning from laying a memorial
The Legislature of Prince Edward Island, by a unanimous at the foot of the Imperial Throue, praying that justice may
vote, em bodied that sentiment in a memorial which they be done? I tell the hon. gentleman that unl1es I am put
addressed to the present Government some few years ago, down by the authority of the Speaker, I will not remain
and at great length, wbich I do not intend to repeat here silent. It is nonsense to talk that way, and the hon. gentle-
now, pointed out the steps that should be taken, pointed out man knows it well. Now, Sir, I was proceeding to say,
the promises that the present Government had made, pointed when I was interrupted, that this delegation went home to
out that they had broken those promises, and pointed out England and they presented to the Secretary of State for
the fact that to-day and for years baek the terms of union the Colonies, to be laid at the foot of the Throne, a lengthy
with Prince Edward Island had not been kept. Now, what memorial reciting all the facto in connection with this cou-
is the stage in which the case now is, which I say demands tract made betweén the island and the Dominion, and recit-
the serions attention of the members of this -Parliament. ing the alleged breaches of faith on the part of the Domin-
It is that, by unanimous vote, the Legislature Of ion. I was repeating that I am not satisfied myself that the
Prince Edward Island have determined that, if they Local Legislature took the proper course. I think, myself,
annot obtain the carrying out of these terme in A fair and I repeat It again, that there is enough fair play in this
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House, when the facts are thoroughly understood, to bring constitution of Canada, '0 gve any directions in ttub matter, sBdtenthe ovenmen aswil indco hemtherefore, I uhould flot beable b advie'fer Majooty (who lied bsu pr upon the Government as will inducthemraioulytote y action
to do justice. I1believe the representatives from the 1 but that it would ive me muc satisfaction if, by the exorcise of any
ialand are prepared at all times to proe this matter f endiy offleeswhich oould tender, 1 shouU beaib coatribute b

upon the attention of the Government and the onlynentowhioh the Provincial Governmentver'a on'y so uchitereste£. 1 added that I had confidence lu the kirully
person to blame is the geutleman who has charge upfrit in which the malter at issue would be deait with on both aides,
of the Marine andFisheries- Deartment, andtheGovernment and thia led me 10 hope that me acceptable arrm ut ight be
of which ho is a member. Why, Sir, I remember a few eome 1."
years ago, before this Government came into power, that Thon ho goos on to say
not a Session passed in this House but the supporters of the I 1 thon gave the delegates a eep;of the report of 1h* Privy Ooncil
prescnt Government took every occasion to denounce the of Canada, dated th. ?th of Novm r lut, wijioh lhey lid not pro-
manner in which that service was then being carried out, viouly recived."
to decry and to denounce the Northern Light, the boat em- Now, from that It appears that the Prince Edward Island
ployed by the Mackenzie Government to perform the ser- Gvernment need fot expect te have much assitance frei
vice, and promised that if they came into wer they Her Majesty's Government, because it is etated Very .Iearly
would remedy these grievances nd put on a botter and a by Lord Granville that it doos not core withinhie province
stronger boat. Sir, they came into power in the year 1878, to compel the Dominion to carry ont the terme of the
and that boat that they thon denounced has remained in the union. Thie je the proper place to bring up the grievance.
service from that day to this. Hon. members will under- Thie Goverument have the power teuedy it, and they
stand that beating, as he has, against icebergs and cakes of have net don. so. Now, in the year 1883 a commission wa
ice, year in and year out, she is not improved at the end of appointed by this House te take evidenos upen tue matter
eight years; and those gentlemen, after all the promises and make a report. Wall, that commission made a report,
they made before coming into power, stand to-day oonvicted and arong other things they reported in favor ofimproving
of the fact that the state of things which they denounced the service at h Capes by building botter boat% stations for
and decried in 1876-77-78 has been getting every year observation, a signai service, and boathoses on both Bides.
worse and worse, and still they have taken no steps to Notwithstanding that, and notwithetanding the carrying
better it, so far as the NortAern LigAt je concerned. But, Sir,ont of those recommendations, vould cost only a Lew
those gentlemen from Prince Edward Island went to Eng- thousand dollars, and notwithetanding tuepramisemade
land, and they laid this matter at the foot of the Throne, by the Minietry of the day that those recommendations would
and we had a return brought down yesterday, in answer to ho carried, 1883, 1884 and 1885 vent by, and it vas net
an Address moved for by the hon. member for King's. util members of Parliament were on their way te Ottawa
I wish to call the attention of the Minister of Marine ad in the middle of inter, with the thermometer nemrly 25
Fisheries to the fact that this return contained a despatch degrees below zero, that vo found men digging through
from Lord Granville to His Excellency the Governor the ice, trying te make foundations for the.boattionses. It
General, and it contains a memorial submitted by the vas nidiculone, and it wu an inenit to members that the
delegates who went to England to see Lord Granville in foundation should ho attempted ho ho laid in the middle of
support to the petition of the Prince Edward Island Logis- vinter and that mon ehould b. digging through ice three or
lature. It is a very lengthy document, and the return four feet deep. The boat-hones are, however, doue at last,
contains a rejoinder from Sir Charles Tupper to that me- and some emali measure of justice bas at length beeu don.
morial, but it does not contain the document which was to our people. Se far as regarde that recommandation in
referred to thrôughout the return, and that is, the minute regard te boat.honees ibis nov complied with, and 1 mayBay
of Council presented by this Government in answer to thepereonally that I tiink they are very nico houses. I croeed
petition of the Prince Edward Island Lagislature. I call thieinter much botter than for years un his respect;
the attention of my hon. friend to that, and 1 ask him, the boats were dean and nice, and se far as I was con-
without a formai notice being given-because it would b. cerned I had nething of which te complain in the arrange-
impossible to reach it for some time-that ho bring down ment. I arnavare that some oftViembera sad pas-
that memorial, and I hope he will see his way clear to do songera contend tint the obarges are tee high. I think
it. Well, Sir, what does Lord Granville say in reply tothey are tee high. It je woll known that some members
their appplication: etParliamont have te carry a largo quantity et baggage, for

" I duly received your Lordship'odespatch of the 19th November lat, vhich thoy are called upon te pay. But that je a emal
enclosing mn approved report of a committee of the Privy Council for matter, and it can, ne doubt, bo roctided by tie £)epart-

anada forwarding, with other papers, a joint address to the Queen ment vitheut bringing it bator. bbe Honse. Anether
from te Legislative Council and Hou3e of Assembly of Prince Edward
Island. This address prays that Her Majesty wilirequire that justice bean m
doue by the Government of Canada to Her Mejesty's loyal subjects of regard to the steam service te b. perférîned. The Houeis
that Province, by the immediate establishment and maintenance of avare from the repeated shatoments made here, tuat during
eficient steam service for the conveyance of mailsnd passengers b.- three or four eeke et eve r it je found impossible Vo
tween this island and the mainland of the Dominion, both winter and
summer, so as to place the isiand in continuous communication with the carry on sbeam service. or thoso throe or four weeks vo
Intercolouial Railway and therailway system of the Dominion ; and muet alwaye, until vo build tho tunnel or subwoy, hofurther, that Her Majesty would be pleased to require that the Govern-
ment of Canada should compensate the island for the loss whichitisalleged.tbas resulted to its inhabitante by reason of the non-fulfilment of the îg-Of bbc existing service; I am cmplainiug cfViterme of Confederation in- the particulars complained of in the address. improper delay, Vie inexcusable delay, vhich bas bakonI also received your despatch of the 30th of January with the farther lacein putting the service in anybinglike proper order.
report of a-committee of the Privy Couneil ou the subject of the delega-
tion appointed to supp.;rt the prayer of the addreys." lias been doue lu regard te the.stear service? Our
That is the document that I hope the hon gentleman will harborefretze up somae ime before Christmas, and just at
bring down ; it is not among thes. papers.th very time wien our people are anxieus te expert their

" Since lhe receipt o! these e I have had the pleasure of receiv-padva t ppea rp e in.
ing Mr. Sallivan, the Premier andttorney-General, and Mr. Ferguon, market, tue steaMbtsp dethe Provncial Secretary of Prince Edward Island, who had been ap- netexpert anything. My colleague bas called attention Vo
poin'ed as delegates ta Her Majesty's Government, and on the 24th of th. condition of the Northern Light-it was net intended
lst month they attended her by appointment, and favored me with a for a freight beat- and vo hoped, and vo had a right tegen erstatement of the aorcmstaneos under which thte Lege aure ofr1jdulge in the hope, from tie expressions of Ministers, tuatrrm'ce Edward Island had addressea the Queen. Iexplalned to themthabiUn Quoezai no pow - ltherrby ootli.vtherefodrIbshvodrnmeut be leput aieprovedboAty (othatdMbee
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vice. What did the committee recommend? It recom- was that in the opinion of many skilful mon the vessel was
mended: so uufit as to be dangerous for the work. What did the

" That the service between Georgetown and Pictou, at present per- Government do? They simply telegraphed to the captain
formed by the Northern Light, be continued, and as the evi dence before that they would hold him responsible for the safety of
your committee goes to show that the Northern Light is fast becoming the vessel, and they warned him not to run any risk in the
unfit foi service, we therefore recommend that another suitable steamer The construction pit upon that telegram by the
be provid ed to take ber place."1 matter. Thea constlucion-ptuo htteermb h

captain-and ho was correct in drawig that conclusion-
Such was the recomrendation of t.e committee,a majority was that ho must lay up the vessel and not attempt to per-
of whom were supporters of hon, gentlemen opposite, and form the service. And he did so. On 16th January a
it was made after heariugwitnesses give their testimony. telegram was received by the captain as follows:-
What have the Government done? They have done noth-
ing. They were aware that the terms of union be- "Telegram received urging Department order you run; responsibility
tween Prince Edward lsland and Canada have not been is with you ; expect you to rua no undue risk."

kept ; that serious grievances were suffered by the people This was from the.Minister of Marine and Fisherieg. What
of Prince Edward Island because of the Government's inac, construction could the captain of the Northern Light put
tion and broken faith ; they were aware that public meet- upon it HRe could not avoid running risks when ho took hie
ings were being held condemning that inaction on the part vessel out into the Straits of Northumberland, and forced
of the Government ; th ey were aware that the Legislature hler through thei ice. On 18th January Captain
-had petitioned the Queen for redress, that delegates were Finlayson received a telegram from the Department of
going home; and still the Government did nothing. When Marine as follows
i say they have done nothing, I mean they have done noth. "With knowledge of ice you must be judge, and held responsible for

ing except make promises which they have afterwards safety of boat; incur no undue risk.'
broken. When I allege they have made promises which In a letter dated Ottawa, 12th January, 1884, the Deputy
they have afterwards broken, I wish to prove that charge Minister of Marine writes Captain Finlayson :
by reference to the records. In 1884 this matter was "Referring to my letter to you of the 14th December, 1883, I bave
brought to the attention of the Senate by Hon. Mr. lay- again to instruct you to use your own judgment as towhen the Northern
thorne in'a lengthy and abie speech, in which ho pressedLsght should run,and not to be governed by directions from any persons,

torne inoen t thndae epedec of whi h pre d as the Department will hold you responsible for the safety of the vessel,
upon the Government the expediency of making prepara- and you are to incur no risk whereby the safety of the vessel may be
tions to replace the steamship Northern Light. I will not trou. endangered by being caught in the ice."
ble the House with the hon. Senator's remarks, but I will give If the captain is to run no risks of having his vessel caught
a quotation from the reply of the leader of the Government in the ice, ho must not go out at all. For what reason was
in the Senate-the official reply, the reply that was at once the boat built except to be caught in the ice ? Yet this
telegraphed to Prince Edward Island and published in all letter is sent by the Departmont.
the newspapers, the reply that was quoted everywhere as Mr. FOSTER. No such instruction was given. The hon.
evidence of the Government's intention to do something like gentleman says the captain was instructed to run no risk.
justice at last to the island. This 1s what Hon. Sir Alex- H1e will find no such instruction there.ander Campbell said : Mr. DAVIES. I was reading the official letter itself

" The notice that the hon. gentleman from Charlottetown has given is .m .r
that he will 'call the attention of the Government to the expediency of contaimng the instructions. It says
making timely preparation for replacing the steamship Northern Light "The Department will hold you responsible for the safety of the ves-
bpy a new vessel combining such improvements in design and construc- sel, and you are to incur no risk whereby the safety of the vessel may
tion as modern experience dictates.' In reply to the enquiryI may say be endangered by being caught in the ice."
that the Marine Department has entered into a contract forthe building T arof a wooden screw steamer for lighthouse service in the Maritime Pro- ose are net my words, they are the words of the Depart-
vinces, and it i intended to build this vessel with extra strong timbers, ment. It continues:
sheath ber with green heart, and plate her bows with steel or iron, so as ''"No risk also is to be incurred for the purpose of carrying over anyto fit hep-for ice navigation and assist the Nor-thern Light when neces- particular passenger or passengers."
aary. She will be ready for service in October next. It is also intended
to repair the Northern Light thoroughly next season, replacing all de- What is ho there for ? How can she go out in the ice in
fective timbers and plank, and otherwise strengthening the vessel and winter, without running some risk ? He says you are not
fitting her thoroughly for winter navigation. There would then be, to run any risk by going out irto the ice, and his construc-therefore, for the service of the Government in or near these straits the
Northern Light, thoroughly restored and strengthened, and this new tion of the order was that ho was not to go out at all, and
vessel which is now being constructed, and which is to be fimished in those conversant with the matter knew why the instruc-
October, so that the valuable suggestion of my hon. friend would be tions were sent from the Department; they were awareacted upon sud there would be another vesmel there lu the event of antinweesnfrm ii Dprne;thyweaae
accident happening to one of them.rt that at that time thei orthern LJght was not fit to go out,

and they left the people of the Island for that season with
There was the acknowledgment on the part of the leader hardly any means of access. They suffered all the incon-
of the Government in the Upper House that those griev- venience and loss arising from the want of a proper boat.
ances were well fonnded, and a solemn promise on his part And then we have the promise of Sir Alexander Campbell,
that they would be removed, for the statement was made that a new boat is to be built and is to be ready in October
by him that a vessel was thon in course of building which to take the place of the Northern Light. I charge that that
would be sheathed and prepared in such a way as to be able solemn promise has been broken and violated, that no
to assist the Northern Light in this winter work, and the attempt bas been made to keep it; that the Lansdowne was
expression of the M inister's opinion that the vessel would not sent there to assist the Northera Light,and that the peo-
be ready for service on the following October. We have ple of the island have been grossly deccived in the matter.
never heard of this vessel in Prince Edward Island; she I find that Sir Alexander Campbell apologi .ed because hie
has never made or attempted to make a trip in winter; she promise was not kept, and saidhe had done all he could in
has never attempted to assist the .Northern Light. If the the matter. Last Session when the promise which I have just
Minister of Marine, listened to the telegrams which the hon. read and the fact that hie promise had not been carried out,
member for King's read, ho would have found that the neces- was brought to his notice, he said:
sity of such a vessel being sent to navigate the Straits of "My hon. friend from Prince Edward Island, who introduced this
Northumberland was acknowledged by the Department of subject to the notice of the House, bas, I think, just ground for con-
Marine. The Department was telegraphed in January, 1884, plaint-ground for complaintam sorry to think perhaps against myself,
that the orthern Light was incapable of doing the work, although really, as he has almost admitted, [ am not responsible for the

tt eae g m non-execution of the measures which, from time to time, I have beent she was almost worn oUt ; and the fact of the matter authoriused by the Gverinment tg prosae in thif Houe."
Xre pDAIE
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The leader of the Government in the Senate was not respon-
sible, and why? ? e says :

"I made that promise with the authority of the then Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, sud, as is my constant practije, the very day the
promise was made, I wrote to the Minister of Marine and Fisherles that.
ursuant to what heb had told me, I made thep romise, and that I hoped
e wouldkeep it in mind. I afterwards caled attention to it, an4

there were ressons which were more or leas sound-l cau hardly say
sound-which made the delay more or less excusable."
That is the answer-the official answer that at this day is
given to the people of the island who have been for so
many years complaining, and justly complaining, of the bit-
ter injustice they were suffering under, in the want of atten-
tion and care which they were led to expect from this Gov-
ernment in carrying out the terme of union. He had made
the promise, the promise was not kept, and he excused
himself by saying that he had communicated to the head
of the Department, who said there were reasons more or
les sound-he would not say they were sound-why the
promise was not kept. For my own part I expect in
future a repetition of the same state of thîngs ; I expect
no improvement unless the hon. gentleman is brought to a
sense of his duty by language a little stronger than tnt
which bas been used to-day by my colleague from Queen's.
My colleague to some extent palliated his want of diligence
by saying that he was engaged in other matters. Sir, what
have we to do with that ? Surely his Department, -which
was subdivided only a year or two ago, which is swarming
with employees, could find lime enough to attend to a mat-
ter of this kind-to attend to the solemn promise made with
one of the Provinces of the Dominion, that efficient steam
communication would bo kept up. That excuse will not
be accepted as an excuse by me, and I am sure it
will not be accepted by the constituency I represent.
I complain that in this matter the present Govern-
ment are doubly responsible-responsible in the sense
that before they came into power they acknowledged
that this service was inefficient, and in fact they denounced
the Northern Light, which was almost a new boat, as being
unfit for the service, and promised to put on a botter boat.
They were aware of the complaints of the manner in which
that service was carried out; they promised to do botter;
they were aware of all the facts; they came in and instead
of doing better tbey did worso. They have kept on the
same boat year after year, when it was battered and unfit
to do the work, and then they notified the captain of the
boat that he was not to incur any rieks at ail. They have1
deliberately broken the contract with the island, and
although I did not approvç of the delegates going at the
present stage of the case to lay their complainte before the
Queen, Stili I think the people of Prince Edward Island
have good cause for resorting to extreme measures in this
regard, when at the end of seven or eight years since the
.Northern Light was there, we find that the promise of the i
leader of the Government that another boat would be sent1
there, is broken and no attempt is made to carry it out.
My colleague from Queen's aks that the Aert should be
put on. 1 eay it is time another and a better boat should
b. built for that service. The'other boat has doune
pretty good work, so far as she was able, but
the hon. gentleman muet see tat a boat carrying1
ont the arduous service in which she is engaged, uft
ramming against heavy masses of ice for seven or eight1
season, must become unfit for the service. I say that from1
beginning to end of the time thie Government have been in1
power, they have bungled this service badly, and that
there is hardly a gleam of light in the whole story from
beginning to end. We have year after year made my com.
plaint in this House.; the Senatore representing the islandq

ave dine the same thing in the Sonate; we have officiai
answers time and again that the matter will be taken into
consideration, and it ail comes to nothing, and I suppose1our ebates lhore will bave no oft I unti and unle an

election comes off, and thon any number of promises will be
made, and official notices sent, and al kinds of inducements
held out to the people of the island to lead them to believe
that this work wili be done. Well, Sir, we must judge the
future by the past, and I say the record of the past has been
a record of inaction anl dulay-inexcusable inaction and
delay-from beginning to end sinoe this Government came
into power.

Mr. HACKETT. I had not intended-as the motion of
the bon. member for Queens had reference simply to the
orders sent to the captain of the Northera Light-to make
any renarks on this subject, but as the hon. gentleman
who has just resumed bis seat has gone into the whole
question of the terme of union between Prince Edward Is.
land and the Dminion of Canada, 1 feel it to be my duty
to make a few observations. This question is one of great
importance to the people of Prince Edward Island. It is a
question with regard to which ail party feeling and all
party considerations have been sunk by the people of the
island. As theb hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Jenkins)
said in hie opening remarks, the principal inducement held
out to the people of Prince Edward Island at the time of
Confederation, was that the Dominion of Canada would keep
up continuous steam communication, winter and sammer,
between the island and the mainland. I will read once
more that paragraph of the. contract:

®Efficient eteam service for the eonveyance of mails and passengers
to be established aud mainbalned between th. iisland and the Dominion
winter and summer, thus placing the island la continuous communlea-
tion with the Intercolonial Railway ani the railway system of the
Dominion."
You will see by that clause of the agreement that the
Dominion Government were to place the Island Railway on,
at any rate, the same basis as the Intercolonial Railway and
other railways of the Dominion, thus providing continuous
communication, winter and summer, between the island
and the mainland. This offer was made at the âime of the
Confederation of the original four Provinces. Prince Edward
Island was invited to co-operate, and did participate to a
certain extent in the discussion at that time. Delegates from
the island attended the convention at Quebec, and laid the
claims of the island before that convention. Certain offers
were made to those delegates; those offers were laid before
the people of the island by the delegates, and rejeoted. The
people of the island were at that ime in a very prosper-
ous condition. They had the control of their own revenue,
thev had no deficit, they were carrying on the
afairs of the colony with a very emall taxation, and they
argued in this way: If we throw in our lot with the
Dominion of Canada we shall lose our autonomy, and, being
part of the Dominion, we shall not be able to have the sanie
voice in the affaire of our country that we have now, and
shall not be able to manage our affaire with the same
economy that we do now. They therefore rejected the
terme ofered in 1867. The Dominion afterwari made an
offer of very liberal terme. This very agreement that the
Dominion would keep up communication, winter and sum-
mer, between the island and the mainland was embraoed in
those terme. The people of the island, althongh they con-
sidered that this qifer was very much more favorable to
them than the previons one, still rejected it, and althongh a
number of influential gentlemen on the island were at
that time advocating union, stillthe people rejected
the offer. However, the seed bad been sown, and those
gentlemen in favor of union held up to the people of the
Province this inducenient: They said, We are isolated from
the mainland during six months of the year, and we are
offered, in these terme, continuons communication, if we
become part of the D>minion. That great country will
have the means tocarryout this part of the contract,
which will render great benefit to the people of this Pro-
vince, After some yearn ii people eL iW island came
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to look at the matter in that light, and in 1873 they
accepted the terme in good faith and became part of this
Conféderation. From that time until 1876 nothing of any
great importance was done to carry out the terms of the
Union. Of course, during 1874 not much could bo expect-
ed, as it was the firet year the island was-in the Union. But
in 1875, the Government of the hon. member for East
York (Mr. Mackenzie) placed a boat between
Picton and Georgetown for the purpose of carrying
ont the terms to some extent. That boat was known as
the Alert. But she was not built for that service, and she
proved a complete failure. The people of the island did
not expect much at that time, but they were clamoring;
and the Government, no doubt urged by the representatives
of the Provinee, purchased the Northern Light, which was
then on the stocks at Quebec. This boat was not built for
navigating the ice in the gulf, but for navigating the lower
,t. Lawrence. The builder of the vessel, Mr. Sewell,
thought he could keep up the navigation, and the boat was
purchasd for that purpose. That boat has proved, to a
certain extent, a failure. She has done the work, to some
extent, as theb hon. member for Queen's has said, and as the
mover of this motion has admitted; but as for completely
falfilling the terms of union, she has not done so, as she
was not intended for that service. Mr. Sewell was here in
1879 or 1880, and I had the pleasure of an interview with
him. He said that the boat was too light for that service,
and h. advocated cutting her in two and adding twenty or
thirty feet to lier. lowever, his suggestion was not
acted upon, and she was sent down to the island, and I can-
not say that there was any jobbery or corruption in con-
nection with that boat. She made the attempt to go into
the harbor of Charlottetown and she failed, and was laid up
for that year. The next year Mr. Sowell went down, and
managed to keep up some communication. Now, the
mover of thie resolution says the boat is not adapted to that
service. I can quote very good authority on that subject-
Captain Archibald Finlayson, who had been on that boat,
and who was examined before the committee referred to by
the hon. member for Queen's, as follows: -

"What is your occupation ?-I am a master mariner and pilot on the
Northern Ligàt.

'<How long have you been pilot on the Northern Light -Six winters.
"And are you still ?-Yes.
"And plot on the summer boats, toc ?-Yes.
How many yefrs have you been pilot ?-Sixteen years.

"Sixteen consecutive years ?-Ye.
You will agree with me that this is a gentleman whose
oinion upon these matters ought to carry great weight.

e was asked what was the best model for establishing
communication, and he said a Newfoundland steamer.

IlDo yen think they could be hurried through the r e the amneas the
Neril.rw LÀgt; do you thinli tley would do better than the Nortkern
Light, if in a hurry and on the sme route ?-Yes, if they had power
enough; but these Newfoundland boatu have not nearly the same power
that we have.

"But you think their model isa superior to that of the Northern Light Y
-Yes.»
Then he was asked if the boat would not do botter if man-
aged in the way Captain Sewell expected ler to be man-
aged, that is, when she got on the ice, she was to be rolled,
so as to break the ice ahead of her. He was asked:

"When we had an interview with Captain Bewell h. spoke of (when
the vessel got into the ice) of rolling her; were you on board of her
when h. was there ?-No, t was not on her the first winter.

" Re tried that, did he not ?-Yes, but it would b. impossible to keep
rolling her.

" That was the idea he had when he got up the model ?-I do not
know where tie poor man got the model2'

This pilot of the .Northern Light had such a poor opinion of
her that he did not know where Capt. Sewell got the model.
Now, the mover of this motion made reference to the
steamer Âlert. She is a Newfoundland steamer, and she is
no dDubt a good model for cutting through the ice, but I
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undertand that she has not sufficient power. She has only
an engine of 40 or 50 horse-power, which is not sufficient to
keep up navigation between the island and the mainland. If
the engine and boiler of the Northern Light were in the
Alert she would be able to keep up the service botter than
the Northern Light, but I do not at alil advocate the placing
of an old vessel like the Alert on the service. The Northern
Light is very much the worse of wear, and in a year or
two more will become a complote wreck. Therefore, I
think, it becomes the duty of the Government to construct
a boat specially for that service, from the experience
they now have of the .Northern Light. We will
know what is required, and make suci improvements
as are necessary in the building of a good boat for
the purpose of keeping up communication between the
island and the mainland. The committee to which the hon.
member for queen's (Mr. Davies) referred, and which sat
here, in 1883, for the purpose of investigating this matter,
raade a report containing certain recommendations. The
hon. gentleman said no honest attempts had been made to
carry out the terms of Confederation with the island. Well,

do not know what he would call au honest attempt, but I
think the expenditure of money by the present Govern-
ment ias been in the direction of making an honest attempt
to keep Up the communication. Let the hon. gentleman
look at the report of the committee, and he will find that,
after careful examination of all the evidence that could be
obtained from men experienced in steam navigation and as
captains of ice boats crossing the Straits, the committee re-
ported :

IlThe evidence of th. offcers examined la aloc oteh effect Iliat tlie
steamer isot sufficlent te overcometie difficulties of the winter navi-
gation, and although they suggest slight improvements on her model
which would better fit her for the purposes for which she was intended,
still are unanimonsly of opinion that no steamship can be built capable
cf keepig np continuus communication in midwinter between the
island and the mainland. "

Thus, it ws the opinion of that committee that no steamer
could be constructed which would continuously keep up
communication; and this opinion was reached after mature
consideration and the examination of witnesses of great
experience in these matters. Now, I say the expenditure
of this Government has been in the direction of honestly
and faithfully carrying out the terms of the union. The
hon. gentleman knows tbat, in 1883, a sum was voted by
this Parliament for the purpose of constructing a branch
railway connecting the Island Railway with Cape Traverse;
he knows that a subsidy was granted to a company for the
construction of a railway on the mainland, between Sack-
ville and Cape Tormentine, thus bringing the railways down
to the water's edge, and leaving only the straits, a
distance of eight miles, to be overcome, and to over-
come which an hon, gentleman in another place has
matured a scheme, known as the subway or tunnel
scheme, which has for object the laying down of a submarine
tunnel between the island and the mainland. That tunnel
can all the more readily be constructed, now that the rail-
ways are down to the water's edge. It will require, of
course, an expenditure of a large amont of money, but the
people of Prince Edward Island consider, if the building of
the tunnel be feasible and practicable-and we have the
authority of an engineer of such high standing as the hon.
member for Grenville (Mr. Shanly) that it is, and will not
cost the sum of $5,000,000,-the Government should offer
eubeidies to a company to build the tunnel, or build the
tunnel themselves. I say, therefore, that the building of
the railways to the water's edge, leaving only the straIts to
be crossed, has been an expenditure in the right direction,
and has shown an honest attempt on the part of the
Governmont to keep faith with the island. But Jurther
expenditure has also taken place. The hon. gentleman is so
extremely partisan, that, even in discussing a question of
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so vast importance to the island as this, he cannot divest
himself of his partisanship. If there is any question on
wbich we ought to get ridof our party feelings it is this,
for we cannot expeot, while we are divided ln this way, to
accomplish anything of importance. The hon. gentleman
said nothing has been done. Why, $1.40,000 or S140,000
have been expended in building the Oape Travers. Railway.
Boathouses have alo been built, of whihhe admitted the
g reat convenience and accommodation afforded by them.
He knows further that this last year the Government, act-
ing on the recommendation of thé committee in 1883, took
that service over. Instead of letting it by contract as for-
morly, they organised it as a Government service, at the
cost of a large addition of public money, but enhancing the
value of the service to the people by securing them
their mails with much greater readiness. I am aston-
ished that the hon. gentleman will not give credit to the
Government for doing that much. The other recommenda-
tions made by the committee have been .aeted upon. In
fact, it was only in 1883, after this committee had reported,
that any practical resulta could be accomplished. Before
that the people of the island themselves were divided in
their opinion. One section desired communication between
Georgetown and Pictou, others desired it to start from the
Cape, and others from Charlottetown; and in 1882 the hon.
gentleman himself declared h. had not made up his mind
as to which sebeme should be adopted. But after the con-
mittee of 1883 had reported, the Government acted upon
some of their recommendations; as I have already shown.
They took over the service, and made a Government service
of it; they increased the number of boats and the number of
men employed; they built five new boats and placed them
on the route; they built boathouses; they provided
also rowboats, but these boats did not come up to the expec.
tation of hon. gentlemen who recommended them. The
committee, however, arrived at the conclusion that it was
impossible to construet any steamer which could keep up
continuous communication, so that the Government cannot
literally fulfil the terns of the union unless they adopt the
scheme so ably advocated by Senator Howland. I may here
refer to a matter, which, though only a local one, is con-
sidered of great importance to the island, and is at present
the subject of correspondence in the newspapers. The
gentleman there, who kept up the service between the
island and the mainland for the last 30 years, expected he1
would be placed in charge of the Government service wheni
the Government took it over. He had carried on the service
very efficiently. Of course he was a contractor under the
Government, and received a certain amount for each trip,j
but he kept the service up under great difficulties andi
danger, to the satisfaction of the people, and he thought,i
being still in the prime of life, active and having Qxperi-1
ence which ro other man in the country could have, he
would be placed in charge of that service. But thet
Government, acting, no doubt, as they thought, wisely,1
sent down an officer of their own. Last year, a very seri-j
ous accident occurred at a crossing there, which became1
the subject of enquiry by the Minister of Marine and Fieh-
eries. The Department sent down one of their own officers,
Captain McElhinney, to enquire closely into the causes of thet
accident. He examined the parties and reported to the t
Minister. I do not know whether hie reports were confi- f
dential or not, but he made certain recommendations, and
the Department considered that, as he was down there en. i
quiriug juto these charges, he was best qualified to organise i
a Government service. I do not think it was the intention i
Of the Government that he should remain longer than b
necessary to organise the service. I fully agree with the a
hon. Minster that it was a proper and businesslike course t
te adopt to entrust the captamn with the organisation of the v
service, but after the service had been organised and hie c
recommndations carried into efect, it as only right that b

the gentleman, who fbr so mmny yurhad kept
up communication, shoul be plac in ehrge af
the service. Owing, however, to some la.k of dis.
oretion on hie part, I understand the Minister
could not appoint him, and the matter le at pre.
sent engaging the attention of the people of the island.
This service requires great judgment and great experienee.
It is not an ordinary service; it is an extraordinary ser-
vice; and no man can undertake to faithfully and efficently
carry it out without great experienee in thiis matter; and
although the service has been very efficiently performed,
this year, and the mails have been carried with greater
regularity, still the season has been a very favorable one,
and, if any obstacle had been thrown in the way, the ser
vice might not have been so effioiently performed, and if
any accident had taken place it would have been folt that
the gentleman who kept up the service so many yeara-
shonld have been still in charge of it. I trust ir. Irvine,
to whom I allude, will be placed In charge of the service in a.
short time. There is nota man in the country, froin one end
to the other, who is botter qualified to carry on that service,
and he is one of our own people. The man who was there
last season is, no doubt, a very good official and a very
good man, and he has enforced very good rules there, and
the service has been very faithfnlly carried out, but ho is a
permanent official here, and I think he is required in the
Department, and that he should be kept here, and should
allow the service on the island to be taken charge of by
gentlemen of greater experience. The hon. member for
Queen's (Mr. Davies) said the island Legislature had passed
a resolution stating that, unless the terms of Union were
fulfilled, they would dissolve the Union. That is not the
fact. The Legislature passed no such resolution. The.
people of the island and *the Legielature are
determined to have the terme of Union fulflled,
but they have no desire to dissolve the Union.
They are a loyal people. They entered the Union
in good faith, and they intend to romain in the Union if they
can get fair play, and no man in the island has yet been
bold enough to propose to dissolve the Union. They carried
their grievance to the foot of the Throne, and they are
anxiously waiting to ascertain the results of the delegation
to England. The hon. gentleman says it was an ill-dvised
move. I say it was not an ill-advised move. I do not see
that the Legislature could do anything else. They have
memorialised the Dominion Government, they have sent
their addresses to the Queen, and they felt it to be their
duty to proceed to England and lay their grievance at the
foot of the Throne; and our only hope is that the interven-
tion of the Imporial Government will be such that their
influence with the present Dominion Government, who,
as I said before, have been expending money, to
some extent, in the right direction there, will
cause the terms of Union to be fulfilled between
the island and the mainland. The hon. gentleman has
referred to a speech made in another place by the leader of
the House there. I do not know that the hon. the leader
of that House fully considered his statement on that occasion.
When he said that the Government had already, as far as
they could, kept faith with the island, h made a great mis-
take. The Government have not fulflled the terms as
far as they possibly could. A great deal more could be
done, and I hope that opinion is not entertained by the
majority of the members of the Government; befanse, if it
", sd if they believe that faith bas been kept with the
sland, the pe>ple of the island know that faith has not
been kept with them, and they are agitating for their rights
and privileges guaranteed to them at the time of Oonfedera-
ion. Although the hou. gentleman (Kr. Davies) speaks
very lightly of the present Government, I have the faillest
onfidence that there is no man in the oountry who bas a
botter intention or desire teo erry eut the terms of Unio
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with Prince Edward Island than the right hon. the leader
of the present Government. If we are ever to have the
terms carried out and the compact kept, we will have to get
it fron that high statesman who has shown such progressive
ideas and wishes to cement this great Confederation from
the Pacifie to the Atlantic Ocean.

Mr. FOSTER. I congratulate the hon. member who has
juat taken his seat on the temperate and reasonable way in
which he has discussed this question, which is one of great
moment to the people of Prince Edward Island, and to the
pople of the Dominion as well. I do not think anything is
gained, in questions of this kind, by attempting to place
them immediately upon a partisan basis. I think, where a
Province is interested, as the Province of Prince Edward
Island is, in getting a better and an increasingly better
communication between it and the mainland, it is one of
the questions which may appeal to all the sections of the
people of that island and may be discussed and settled on
non-partisan basis. It is in that spirit, I think, that my
hon. friend who has just sat down (Mr. Hackett) and my
hon. friend from Queen's by his side (Mr. Jenkins) have
approached this subject, and I am sure that what they have
said will not prejudice their cause with the Government or
the House or the people of the island who look to them to
further their interest in this matter. I want to disclaim the
idea that my hon friend from Queen's(Mr.Davies)wished to
make prominent, that I desired to prevent him from discuss-
ing this question. I did not. I do not think it would be in
keeping to restrain this discussion in its breadth, but my
impression was that there was a motion on the Order paper
which would have brought up the whole question. I find,
on looking over the paper, that it is not tiere, and I sup-
pose it was swept off with other undebated motions a day
or two ago. It was in connection with that that I said it
would be botter to discuss this question by itself, and to
take the other discussion when the main motion came up.
It was not that I did not wish to have a full and free dis-
casion of the matter. My hon. friend, in the first place,
committed himself to a rather untenable position. He con-
demned this Government for not keeping faith with Prince
Edward Island, in not keeping up a continuous communica-
tion between the mainland andthe island ; and .a few
moments afterwards he said that, in his opinion, it was im-
possible to keep up that continuons communication, that
there muet be a period of a number of weeks in the winter
season when it would be altogether impossible to keep up
an efficient steam communication between the island and
the mainland, so that this acknowledged impossibility
precludes complaint on the part of the hon. member.
I commend that opinion of his to the people of Prince
Edward Island, as statin at the outet of this dis-
cussion that he believes that the demand the people of
the island have sent up that there should be continuons
steam communication, is an impossibility. I think h. is
not guite right in saying that this Government have donc
nothing, that they have practically, from 1878 to 1886,
taken no honest step, made no honest endeavor to bring th.
people of the island closer to the people of the mainiand
by greater facility of communication. I do not think the
hon. gentleman would say that in private conversation, or
in a reasonable discussion between man and man, because
it is not true. I ask whether this grievance did not exist
from 1873 to 1878, when the hon. gentleman's party was in
power, and I ask what steps were taken to mitigate the
diffieulty of communication between Prince Edward Island
and the mainland between 1873 and 1878 ?

Mr. DAVI#KS. Do you wish me to answer ?
Mr. FOSTER. I do not say that no stops wore taken, I

say, on the eontrary, that some stops were taken, but I say
that the whole drdt ofthe hon. gentleman's speeches gces
to show th$1 nosuff£cient stepeswere taken by that Gov-
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ernment from 1873 to 1878, for up te to-day he declares
that the communication is not at all satisfactory, that faith
ha not been kept, that promises have been broken, and
that the condition of things is not at all what it should be,
when it is 50 per cent, botter now than it was at any time
during the period from 1873 to 1878. It is impossible to
forget the geographical difficulties, and with all deference
to the opinion of the hon. member for Queen's, in my oye,
I believe that the vast majority of those who, in the com-
mittee moved by himself, gave their testimony stated that
it was impossible to carry on continuous and efficient steam
communication for mails, passengers and freight, between
the mainland and the island, during the whole of every
winter season. I think the committee's report goes to
show that, and I think that opinion is based fairly well
upon the evidence taken. So that if between 1873 and
1878 so little ha. been done, and between 1878 and 1886
much more, although as contended not yet enough, has been
done to bring this communication to a proper basis, it shows,
not that there has been a lack of energy or of honesty on the
part of either Government, but it shows that the difficulties
to be overcome were very serious, that they called for o great
deal of observation, that they called for tentative stops to be
taken, which could not be unduly hastened and completed
at once, and which, in the very nature of things, could only
be gradually accomplished. This gradual accomplish-
ment, I think, this Government has been, and is to.
day, performing, and is honestly endeavoring to
solve the problem of commupication between the island and
the mainland. Sir, in the extqnsion of the Prince Edward
Island Railway which was built by this Government,
and for whieh a large sum of money was spent to
accommodate the Prince Edward Island side, in the subsidy
which was given for a railway from the main lino cf the
Intercolonial Railway up to Cape Tormentine, for which
a large sum of money was voted, in all these expenditures
what has been accomplished ? This has been done,
that the several and necessary stops to as complote
a fulfilment as can be had of satisfactory communica-
tion between the island and the mainland, have been
accomplished, so that only the final steps romain to be
taken towards getting as good a communication in that line
as we eau possibly have. For when yon have a railway
running through Prince Edward Island and bringing you
down to Cape Tormentine, when yon have boathouses built
there, when you have the narrowest line of winter
communication between that and the mainland, when
there yon are able immediately to take train on a railway
subsidised and built by the Dominion Government, and
which pute you into communication with the railway sys-
tom of the whole continent, I say a great deal ha. been done
to bring affaire to a state and condition where the final stop,
whatever it may be, can more easily and more satisfactorily
be taken. Now, one word with reference to the ice-boat
accommodation. The committee, which was formed, I
think, in 1883, reported in that year, and said that certain
things could be done and certain things could not be done.
One thing that could not be done was to keep up
efficient and continuous steam communication between
the mainland and the island by the way of Pictou
and Georgetown or Charlottetown and Souris. That
was the conclusion, I think, the committee came to, and
it was based upon good evidence. Necessarily, therefore,
there muet be an interregnum of a greater or lser
extent in the communication on that line in the winter
season. The committee also came to the conclusion
upon the evidence that a good deal might be done to make
botter winter communication between the capes, and they
recommended that certain things be done, that lighthouses
be built, that botter boate be made, that this service be
taken under charge of the Government. Athough they
took time to do it, yet it has been done, and now my hon6
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friend grambles after it is done, while he ought to
have done aIl his grumbling before that was doue; but
he grambles every year. He is a most unreasonable man
in that respect, because after the thing bas been done, and
done to his satisfaction, and ho pays a tribute to the good
way in which it has been done, he still gets up and delivers
himelf of the chronic grumbling that is pont up in his
bosom, and whioh he seems unhappy not to get rid of.

Mr. DAVIES. There are 100,000 people grumbling.
Mr. POSTER. But he should now make a very graceful

acknowledgment that at lst a good thing had been done, and
that ho was happy to compliment the Government upon it.
Now, some of the evidence given in that report goes to show
that something more may be done to make communication
between the capes more satisfactory and more safe, by
putting a steam vessel, of a certain size and power, on
the route between the capes. fHowever, that is a debatable
peint. My hon. friend immediately shakos hie head.
Ho does not believe that it can be. improved. My hon.,
friend in another section of this House would say
that he thought it could be done, and that this com-
munkation might be much improved i that way.
When doctors disagree; when men who are nearly inter-
ested in the matter disagree; when men ooming from the
very Province whore this is of vital interest disagree, it
shows that there is difficulty, and that this difficulty is not,
as my hon. friend said, altogether the fault of the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries, and of the Govern ment, as he stated
a little while ago. Now, with reference to the Northern
Light and the Alert my hon. friend condemned me for not
having listened to the junior member for Queen's and put
on the Alert, and yet I think the hon. member said that he
did not believe the Alert was a vessel that could do the
work of going through the ice. If he did not, certainly
other gentlemen from Prince Edward Island did.

Mr. DAVIES. I did not make a statement on the subject,
because I have not a sufficient knowledge of the Alert to'
form an opinion.

Mr. FOSTER Some other hon. gentleman from Prince
Edward Island did, which goes again to show there is a
difference of opinion about the matter. Now, I did not put
on the Alert, nor did my predecessor in this office put on
the AJert, simply because he came to the conclusion that
ehe did not possess the power necessary to make her way
through the hard ice during the winter between these two
points. The junior member for Queen's bas made a sugges-
tion that during this summer the Government should take
this whole matter into consideration to see whether the
Alert, if provided with larger engines and made more
powerful, would be able to carry out what he believes is
feasible, or, at least, make the attempt to ascertain whether
a vessel on her model, but with greater power, couldpkeepup
continuons communication between these two points. That
suggestion is worthy of consideration, and I shall have great
p!easure in giving to it all the consideration it deserves, and
if anything aun be done to make that communication between
Georgetown, Charlottetown and Souris on that side, and
Picton on the mainland, botter, and shorten the poriod of
the interregnum, I shal gladly do my 'best to have thot
thing done. Whatever is best to be done, and can be done
with iair and reasonable cSt, in order to put the people of
the island more nearly on a footing with the people on the
mainland, it is the object of this Goverument to do, and iti
is the,object of the Department over which I now proside,
to t'y to accomplish. Now, 1 do not think my hon. friend
(Mr .Davias) was quite wise in bringing up that old threat
Of a dissolation, in case such and such a thing were not
done. I do not believe that the common sense and honest
hearts of the people of Prince Edward Island have ever yet
made such a manifesto, or wil ever so raise the question of
a dissolution, qeto

Mr. DAVIES. I rise to a point of order. I think the
hon. gentleman is under a misapprehension as to what I
said. I never intimated as my opinion that the peopl of
Prince Edward Island should seek a dissolution of the Union.
On the contrary, I said that the Conservative Government
had passed a memorial through the Legislature asking that
unless the terme et Union were carried out the Union
should ho dissolved, and they had sent some dolegates to
England to further the prayer of the memorial, but I
thought they had taken an improper course.

Mr. POSTER. The bon. gentleman'%sargument, if it had
any point, was intended to raise the threat of dissolving
the Union in order to bring greater attention of the
Governmont to this question of better oommunication
between the mainland and the island. I say that I do not
think the people of Prince Edward Island believe in that
method. I believe they havea fair sense of the dificulties of
the position in which, geographically, they are placed, and if
they see this Government doing in the future as it has done
in the past, its best, within any reasonable expense, to solve
that question, the people will remain loyal to the Confede-
ration and will be satisfied with any earnest and honest
attempt to solve this important question. I have nothing
more to say upon this subject except with regard to the
reading by the hon. member for King's of certain paragraphs
from newspapers. I did not quite hear what they were;
but I think they were criticisme upon the delays which
occurred during this winter. Of course newspapers do
much criticism: sometimes they are rigIt and once in a
while it does happen they are wrong, an I think it is better
to judge by the reports of resp msnible ofacers, who are
competent to judge of the facts, than by newspaper
criticisme. The delay this winter was not due to a
defective boiler, it was not due to defective machinery, it
was simply due to the geographical position of the
island and to the ice whieh forms there whether we make
laws for it or against it. The vessel did the best she oould.
The hon. gentleman made a point of the instruc'tions whiôh
were sent by the Department to the captain of the Northera
Light. Those instructions were wired ; and I call atten-
tion to this, that the captain was not instructed to incur no
risk, but ho was instructed to incur no unde ridk, sud I
hold the Department would not have been justified in
ordering an experienced captain, with an experienced
enginer, who were on the spot, and who knew the
state of the ice and the danger of navigating through
it, to make trips one day or the other, or at any
time. If a captain is placed in charge of a vessel h.
is a competent man. If h.eis a competent man and
upon the spot ho knows well what the circumstances are,
and when h. receives orders to make trips on every
possible occasion without running undue risk ho receives as
stringent an order as I think any Department is justified in
giving to a captain. I believe the captain and his engineer
have this year, as in previous years, taken the same course,
made thoir trips when it was possible to do so with anything
like safety, and avoided running risks which would only
have made the problem of communication more difficult and
not have benefited the people of the island. It muet always be
borne in mind that the terme of Confoderation between the
older part of the Dominion and Prince Edward Island did
not take in the question of freight. What was covered was
simply the question of mail and passenger communication.
The hon. gentleman complained that theboat is not sufficient-
ly large for freight. That complaint is one that is made, I
know; but when the hon. gentleman reste his case apon the
terms of Union that complaint is net admissiblefor the terme
of Union do not touch the question of freight. I hope this
matter will be settled so that more efficient communication,
not only for mails and passengers but freight may be
secrred to the people of Prince Edward Island.
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Mr. BLAKE. This discussion is somewhat amusing to
hon. members who like myself recollect the denunciations
which were poured upon the hon. gentleman with whom I
was intimately associated when sitting on the other side of
the louse, the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie)
and the late-member for Westmoreland, formerly Minister
of Marine and Fisheries, as to the Northern Light. I
remember very well the forcible manner in which the late
Mr. J. C. Pope, thpn sitting for one of the island constituen-
oies, inveighed against the Qovernment for their conduct in
regard to the construction and working of that vessel. And
when I saw him very shortly afterwards, a Session after-
wards, accede to the position of Minister of Marine in a
powerful Government with ample resources and a great
majerity, I certainly supposed that before now some steps
would have been taken to remove the defects which he
declared existed in that vessel. The language which he
used was, as we all recollect, strong. He declared in the
spring of 1878:

"She was a boat whieh from iher model was never suited at all for
suh a purpose; he sid so last winter and he repeated it now, and the
experience they had, he thought, had proved it."'
He, however, was frank enough to say that he did not blame
the Government because the boat was not a success; but a
little afterwards he said :

" While he did not find fault with the Government for the description
of boat that was built, there was a great deal of fault to be found with
them for accepting a boat in such a condition. She had powerful
engines, but so far as the boat herself went, he never saw in all bis
experience-and he had been shipbuilding for twenty-five or thirty
years-so great a fraud imposed upon any people."

She was then, I think, in her second season. That was in
1878. Hon. gentlemen opposite came into power in the
fall of 1818. The winter of 1878-79 passed, and that of
1879-80, and so on until now, and it is the same boat with
which the Government have been attempting to perform
the service. There is one thing very clear, which is, that
a boat performing a service so arduous as that the North-
ern Light is called upon to perform was not at all likely
to improve by time, and if she was a fraud upon the people
when first constructed she was now little likely to be
a very satisfactory boat. But somehow or other
the g-oans and maledictions poured ont from these
benches upon the late Government with respect to
the Northern Light died ont altogether when the
utterers of those groans and maledictions, just before the
elections ofl1878,had succeeded, I daresay by the utterance of
those groans and maledictions in part, in obtaining their
accession to office and that power which a confiding people
supposed they would use in order to remove the causes of
those groans and maledictions. We find that, instead of
improved steam service, there is the same old boat to-day.
1 ao not think I could have a better proof of one of two
propositions: either that the hon. gentlemen who did so
vilhfy the late Government, villified it undoservedly; or, if
they vdlifid it deservedly, they have themselves been
neglectful of their duty. One thing or the other, either this
viilification was deserved or it was not, either the denuncia-
tion of the Northern Light was deserved or not. If
it was undeserved, it was an unworthy act to so represent
the .Northern Light. If it was deserved, an unworthy course
of conduct has been pursued in the Government not having
removed the cause during the years they have been in power.
The Minister of Marine and Fisheries commenced his
observations by paying a high compliment to the hon.
gentlemen who think and vote with him, for the mode in
which they have conducted the discussion on this question.
1le said he thought it was a question which ought to be
discussed on a non-partisan basis, that ail sections of the
community were interested in this work. I should like to
know whether ail sections of the community are not
interested in ali questions that are discussed here. Al
sections of the island are interested in all island questionsj

Mr. oQSWTU4

that are discussed here, so far as I can judge. It is sldom
you have a question in which only one section of
the community is interested, in the sense referred
to by the Minister of Marine and Fisheries. He
said it should be discussel in the non-partisan spirit
in which the hon. gentlemen have discussed it-in
that temperate spirit, that spirit of conciliation, in that
spirit which he was kind and condescending enough to
assure them, from his long official experience in his present
exalted position, would not injure their cause. I am sure
they must have been glad to know that they spoke humbly
enough, spoke with bated breath enough, not to incur the
anger of the hon, gentleman, and thereby injure the cause
of he island and the cause of their constituents. I am sure
they will be encouraged to pursue the same humble,
deferential, and moderate tone in future and will take
care to say nothing which will arouse the mighty wrath
of the hon, Minister of Marine and thus induce him to
say: I refuse justice to your people, because, forsooth,
you offend the dignity cf a Minister. But while hon.
gentlemen had these tones for the hon. gentleman who
announced that the Government of the island had done
its full duty and taken its proper course in appealing
to the Imperial Government for redress in this
matter, in giving up the hope that hon. gentlemen on
the other side would render justice to the island, in declar-
ing that the time had come when appeals could no longer
usefully and profitably be made to thein, after the declara-
tion that they could no longer hope to settle within the
limits of Canada itsolf, this contention between one of the
Provinces and the Dominion, as to the fulfilment of the
fundamental terms upon which that Province became
incorporated with the Dominion, aftér declaring that the
hour and the day of petition, of memorial, of remonstrance,
of exhortation, had ended at last,. and that, sympathisera
though they were in politics with hon. gentlemen opposite,
supporting and sustaining them, they no longer
ought to have delayed to carry across the water the
question of the grievance, and it was their duty
to do that which they did do-to go abroad. In
fact the hon. gentlemen said their only hope was the
intervention of the Imperial Government; he- even he,
devoted follower as ho is of hon. gentlemen opposite-even
he, with that unbounded confidence which he to-day declared
ho had in hon., gentlemen opposite, said-I took down his
words-that the only hope they had was the intervention
of the Imperial Government, the paramount authority. I
say while we see the hon. Minister of Marine had for such
language as that, delivered by his follower, nothing but
words of commendation, ho came down upon my ion. friend
from Queen's (Mr. Davies) with language of severe
denunciation because my hon. friend, he said, had
talked in a spirit of the dissolution of the Union; my
ion. friend irom Queen's, who declared that it was
premature to have gone to the Imperial Government at
all; my hon. friend from Queen's, who declared that the
Conservative Government of the island ought not to have
taken the stop which the hon. gentleman believes is the
only hope of redress; my hon. friend from Queen's who did
not despair as yet, although he has no confidence in gentle-
men opposite, of justice being done within the walls of this
Parliament, and even under their auspices, to the island-
my hon. friend from Queen's is denounced as proposing a
dissolution of the Union, while the hon. gentleman is com-
mended because ho said it was the right thing to, appeal to
England and it was the only hope for them. This is a spe-
cimen of the language addressed, a specimen of the equal
and even justice which the hon. gentleman, who sometimes
appears rather to assume the rôle of an expounder of the high
moralities, exhibits in his treatment of this question.

Mr. MITCHELL. There has beeí1 a good deal of politics
imported into this discussion, and as tie leader of the Inde-
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pendent party in this House, I feol it to be a duty I owe to
myself and to the country to make a few observations from
a dispassionate standpoint.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh ! Oh!
Mr. MITCHELL. Hon. gentlemen say "oh," but I am

serious about that. £here is now great difflculty about
this question of winter navigation; everybody who has
had anything to do with it-and perhaps I have had as
much practical experience, in My own person, of winter
navigation as most men here-everybody admits that it is
one of the very greatest difficulties that we have not yet
been able to solve, in connection with winter communica-
tion with the island. Now, Sir, I am not going to attempt
to condemn either the past or the present Government for
what they have tried to do in connection with carrying out
the spirit of the agreement which was made with Prince
Edward Island. But, Sir, there is one thing I want to put
my hon. friend (Mr. Hackett) right about. When he was
recapitulating the circumstances in connection with the
admission of Prince Edward Island into the Union, he
spoke of the first efforts to bring in the island and ho said,
mentioning a later period, that again Canada came to woo
Prince Edward Island. I wish to tell my hon. friend that
Canada did not then come to woo Prince Edward Islandj
but on that occasion Prince Edward Island came to woo
Canada. After the Quebec conference, Prince Edward
Island went back and refused to come into the Union; she
went her own way. Canada united in the Confederation;
she went on and prospered, developing the railways
and developing the commerce of that Union, notwithstand-
ing her enormous debts, and notwithstanding the stress
of affairs which she experienced, Canada developed
her resources, and an amount of prosperity and success
after Confederation was carried out, which is a credit to the
men who carried it out. Prince Edward Island came and
wooed Canada on that occasion; when she became involved
in debt, resulting from the construction of the railway,
when she saw embarrassment ahead, then she came and
wooed Canada for the purpose of getting into the Union. I
refer to this matter for the purpose of putting my hon.
friend right in relation to an historical fact. That, however,
has nothing to do with the matter before us. We agreed
and entered into a so!emn engagement to place upon that
lino of communication a steam service, and that has not been
done. The first effort that was made to do it was putting
on t he Northern Light. The Northern Light was built by
a man of one idea, who imagined he could keep open
winter communication for commercial purposes down the
St. Lawrence. Sir, the thing was îractically impossible; it
was a commercial impossibility-just as utterly impossible,
in my opinion, as the navigation of the Hudson Bay is,
which we hear so much talk about. It is impossible to keep
up continuous communication with the mainland. We
entered into an agreement-and I am thus far in accord
with the Minister of Marine- an agreement which it is
practically almost impossible to carry out; but, Sir, if we
cannot keep to the letter of that agreement, we ought to
keep to the spirit of it. Have we done that ? Canada bas
failed in carrying out what she undertook; she bas failed
in endeavoring to carry it out; she bas not made the effort.
The Northern Light was put on, and she was a failure. -
she was a make-shift from the start. Every person who had
experience in nautical affairs knew that the vessel must prove
a failure. If the first year did not satisfy them, the second
ought to have convinced them that she was a failure. Did the
Government of the hon. member for East i ork make any
further efforts? No, Sir, they were satisfied with what they
had done. But some eight years have passed away since that
time, and what has this Government done towards remedy-
ing the difficulty ? I am not going to assert that the
Government have done nothing at all. The hon. Minister
of Marine says they have done a great deal. He says they

have established railway communication with Cape Tormen.
tine. What did they do that for ? To give the county of
Westmoreland her share in railway expenditure, in order to
develop that rich and fertile county. Theysimplydid what
they had a right to do, even if no engagement to keep up
communication between the island and the mainland had
been made. The hon. Minister said the Government had
built railways in Prince Edward Island; and I believethey
did build a connection from the main line to this point, or
at least a vote was taken for it. But is that carrying out
the spirit of the agreement ? The question is, what was
done to carry out the spirit, and if possible, the letter of
the engagement made between Canada and Prince Edward
Island ? I will not say that the Government have done
nothing. But I will say they have done next to nothing.
They have taken no steps to establish steam communica-
tion, except by means of a useless vessel like the Northera
Light, which has proved a failure from the start. I speak
from a non-party standpoint, and I say that Prince Edward
Ieland has claims on the Government of Canada which we
are bound to recognise. We entered into an agreement
which it is impossible literally to carry out, but I believe
partially it is possible to carry it out; and if, during
one month of the year, it is impossible to have com-
munication, though it can be had during the other eleven
months, it is the duty of the Government of the day, no
matter what party is in power, to make an effort to keep up
that communication. But we have seen no effort made by
the Government in power to carry out the spirit, much less
the letter, of the agreement. There are no botter means of
communication to-day between the island and the mainland
than there were 40 years ago; there is a little better
accommodation in the boat-houses, perhaps, but Prince
Edward Island has a right to expect something more than
that. That is not what we agreed to do when they entered
into the Union. Something bas been said of the Aert. I
have not seen ber, and I do not know whether she j fitted
for the special duty there required of ber or not; but hon.
gentlemen are quite right in saying that with the small
steam power she possesses, it would be utterly useless
to put on a vessel of that clas for the performance of
a duty in which she must prove to be a failure.
What ought to be done is this: There is a solemn agree.
ment; let the Government take the matter into considera-
tion and get the best opinion they can, not the opinion of a
deputy, but the opinion of a scientific man on the subject;
let them secure the best advice they can obtain, and nMake
a legitimate effort to carry out the arrangement; let them
put a sum of money in the Estimates of this year with the
view of carrying it out at once. It is not Prince Edward
Island alone that is concerned in this transaction, the
honor of Canada is concerned in it. It is a disgrace to
Canada, that one Province of this Dominion ahould be
approaching the Throne in order to lay such a paltry
matter before it; and the sooner the Government of Canada
makes arrangements to carry out its solemn engagment the
botter. That is all I have to say on that matter. I
pass from that to say this. As far as I ean judge,
the moment any question comes up which has any relation
to past years, and it js found that the Government or a
Department has neglected some duty, the answer is: Look
what you did five or six years ago, and we have not doue
much worse. If that is to be considered a sufficient answer
when any Minister or Department is charged with having
neglected public duty, if that is to be considered a logical
reason to be presented in Parliament and to be accepted by
an intelligent body like this, thon all I have to say is that
parliamentary represention has deteriorated and ie likely
to prove a failure. Sir, this bring it home to me that the
condition of things in this Parliament is not sound.
I cannot but feel that representative institutions in this
country are not proving to be the success they ought to be.
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W. have not in this Parliament that independence on the
part of the members that we ought to have-that fieedom
from party thralls-that determination to vote on questions
irrespective of what suits the interests of the particular
party that is in or the leaders of the party who are out;
snd unles we adopt a different course, and hon. gentle-
men on either side vote according to their convictions
on questions that arise, then i say that Parliamentary
Government in a great country like ours will prove in the
end a failure, and result as it is to-day in being the Govern-
ment of one man. I regret to say this, and the only remedy
I can see for it is that hon. gentlemen should con-
sider this matter. It is not long before we shall
have a general election; some sayit will be this year ; I do
not believe it myself, but it is not an improbable event; and
it is time for this House to consider-the followers of the
Government on the one hand, and the hon. gentlemen in
Opposition on the other-whether, when they go to their
constituents, they will come back again hide-bound to vote
for the conclusions that their leaders may adopt irrespective
of their own convictions. I take this opportunity of stating
my views on this point, and I hope they will be considered
by the hon. members of this House, as they certainly will
be by the country.

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman says there has
been no improvement made in the means of communication
within the last forty years. I admit that looking back
fifty years, there was no improvement in crossing from
Prince Edward Island to the mainlard in winter up to
1873. There was nothing but the boat service. There was
no improvement nor hardly any attempt at improvement
of that communication for forty or fifty years as I am
informed by the records which I have examined. After
the union with Prince Edward Island, the hon. member for
East York (Mr. Mackenzie), then leading the Government,
entered into a contract with a Mr. King for the winter ser
vice, in order to carry out the terms of the Union. That
lasted for two years, but the means employed by Mr, King
proved insufficient, and the hon. member for East York
took other stops. He contracted with a Mr. Sewell, of
Quebec, for the construction of a winter boat. Mr.
8ewell had given a great deal of study to the navigation
of the St. Lawrence in winter, and had prepared
a model and plan of a winter steamer. He came
to the Premier with bis model and plan; they were sub-
mitted to scientific men acquainted with the service, who
approved them, and a contract was entered into with Mr.
Sewell for the construction of the Northern Light. The
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell,, says that
great complaints were made by the press of the island
when that boat entered on the service, as being a fraud on
the Government. If the hon. gentleman will look at the
account for repairs and additions to the Northern Light,
he *vill see that she was very imperfectly constructed, and
cost the late Government, in the first year or two, very large
sume to supply what should have been furnished by the
contractor. From $5,000 to 87,000 were expended in com-
pleting the engines, and very large expenditure was
made to render her at all efficient. The hon. member
for Queen's (Mr.. Davies) says that a year or two ago
she was inefficient and unseaworthy, but since thon
she has been taken out, examined and repaired,
at an expense from $20,000 to $30,000, and the inspector
declared she was thon botter than when she first entered
the service, having been greatly strengthened in all
respects. The hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell), asked what is the difference between the present
year and the past forty years. I say that before Confedera.
tion the island wus shut off for five or six months in the
year from ail communication with the mainland. The
committee in 1883 reported that the average termn which
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there had not been steam communication had beein reduced to
forty-eight days. That is, we have brought down the period
of interruption from five or six months to fifty days, and the
same committee renorted, after examining mon who had
lived all their lives on the shores of the guf, and had been
engaged in crossing in the boat service every year, that the
construction of a boat to navigate uninterruptedly the straits
the season through was an impossibility,and the hon. member
for Northumberland is of the same opinion. Then the
attention of the Government was turned to other methods
of communication. One of the great complaints of the
people of the island was that they had to travel in open
sleighs to and from the capes, and that was considered
worse than crossing the ice. The Government, on the report
of the committee, and from the experience of the Northern
Light, considering it as impossibe to donstruct a ship to
cross the straits at all seasons, turned their ittention to
improvements in other respects. They expended large
sums in constructing a branch line ofrailway from the main-
land to Cape Traverse and in constructing a wharf at Cape
Traverse, and asked Parliament lat year to appropriate
$130,000 to construct a pier at Cape Tormentine, and
voted $3,200 per mile to subsidise a railway from the
Intercolonial Railway to Cape Tormentine, so that the
Government has not been negleoctful in improving the
means of communication for the people of Prince Edward
Island. When all these plans will be carried out, there will
be no reasonable ground for complaint on the part of the
people.

Motion agreed to.

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

After Recess.

IN COMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 68) to incorporate the Brockville and New
York Bridge Company.-(Mr. Wood, Brockville.)

Bill (No. 2) to amend the Criminal Law, and to declare
it a misdemeanor to leave unguarded and exposed holes cut
in the ice on any navigable or frequented waters.-(Mr.
Robertson, Hamilton.)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 112) to consolidate the borrowing powers of the
Western Canada Loan and Savings Company, and to
authorise the said company to issue debenture stock. -(Mr.
Beaty.)

Bill (No. 113) to consolidate the borrowing powers of
the Freehold Loan and Savings Company, and to authorise
the said company to issue debenture stock.-(Mr. Beaty.)

THE MONTIREAL BOARD OF TRADE.

Mr. CURRAN moved the second reading of Bill (No. 90)
to amend and consolidate the Acta relating to the Montreal
Board of Trade.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I made a remark to the
hon. gentleman about this Bill, and particalarly seotion 15
of it, which, I think, ought to be discussed in committee.

Mr. CURRAN. This Bill is merely a consolidation of
the powers now possessel by two different bodies, that is,
the Board of Trade and the Corn Exchange of Montreal.
They desire to be incorporated together, so far as possible.
The clause to which the Minister of Public Works refors,
clause 15 of this present Bill, is a verbatfi transcript of a
similar clause to be found in the charter of the ß[ontreal
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Corn Exchange. No new powers sta asked for by this 1BH1.
I am satisfied that this Parliament will not be disposed to
take away powers they have alreedy granted.

gr. BOWELL. I fancy that the best time to dsoss
that will be when the Bill comes befbre theoommitte. The
clause to which the hon. gentleman refers is certainly a
most extraordin one. It gives the Corn Exchange as
they exist to-day, fnll power to control the Customs offials
and collectors of some half a dozen different places, not
only in Montreal but along the frontier, powers which I
think should not be given to anyone outside the Govern-
ment. I must confess I was surprised in reading that clause.
I could not believe that this power was given in any exist-
ing law. If it is, it is time, either that the law should be
modified, or the power taken away from the Corn Exchange.

Mr. CURRAN. I would refer the Minister of Customs
to 26 Victoria, chapter 21, section 8.

Mr. BOWEL. I do not doubt what yon say.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

CONSOLIDATED RAILWAY ACT, 1879.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 8) to
to amend the Consolidated Railway Act, 1879.-([r. Me.
Carthy.)

On section 4, - (In the Committee.)

Mr. MULOCK. I would move that the following clause
be inserted:-

The Minister of Railways, as regards any Government railway and
every railway company subjeet to the jurisdiction of the Parliament of
Canada, or to which "The Consolidated Railway Act, 1879," applies,
shall repay to any ticket-holder the cost of his ticket, if unused, in whole
or in part, less the ordinary and regular fare for the distance for which
such ticket has been used; and such re-payment shall be made at any sta-
tion or office of the railway or company, hetween and includingthe pints
covered by the ticket; and the sale by any person of the unused portion
of any ticket otherwise than by the presentation of the same for redemp-
tion as provided for in this section, shall be deemed to be a violation of
the provisions of this Act, and shall be punished as hereinbefore pro-
vided : Provided always, that the claim for such redemption be made
within thirty days from the expiration of the time for which the ticket
was issued, in accordance with the conditions thereon.

So far the proposed amendment is simply the section which
was adopted in the Act of 1882, and the only change is
the following addition:-

And urovided further, that any railway company liable to redeem
any such ticket and whieh shall refnse to redeem the same when p
presented, shall forfeit to the holder thereof a sum equal to ten times
the anount payable for its redemption, aud the sa me shall be recover-
able at the suit of the holder against such company in any cout t of com-
petent jurisdiction.

The committee will remember that the House, I think it
was in 1882, but I was not present at the time-had under
consideration the question of dealing with what was
ealled ticket-scalping, and there was an arrangement come
to here by common consent, I believe, between the railway
companies on the one hand and the public on the other,
providing for the redemption of unused tickets for through
trips or return trips, and that provision was in the words
set forth in the. section I have read, but it did not provide
for any way of compelling the company to repay the
money except by the ordinary course of law. Now, the
railway companies have not honestly lived up to that sec-
tion, and instead of redeeming unused tickets they have
embarrassed the holders of these tickets in so naniy ways
that that portion of the section which was intended te be a
benefit to the publc has become a dead letter. You can
easily see, Mr. Chairman, that if a small amount only is
owing to the passenger, say a dollar, and that dollar is not
paid to him in the form and manner required by this
section, the party so entitled practicaly alos that claim.
Theo Uos in 188 requitodithe company to repay that

amount at any station, either at the beginning or the end
of the journey, or any station between those points.
Now, the companies evade that law by refusing te redeem
ithe tiokets when presented, and in every way endeavor
te embarrass the holders of such tickets. 1 have had per-
sonal knowledge of the fact, se I speak of something of
which I know. I have also received communications, since
I introduoed this Bill, from parties referring to the prac-
tices-on several of the leading railways of Canada, which
show the neesity for some provision of this kind. If the
railway company is simply liable te pay a few shillings or
dollars, as the case may be, whioh it should pay te redeem
the ticket, only after an action at law, yen eau easily see
that in ninety-nine cases out of a bundred the public would
abandon their claim te the unearned money rather than
enter into an action with the railway company, and there.
fore I submit that this section ought teo be made part of the
railway law.

Mr. POPE. I hope my hon. friend will not push this
amendient. My hon. friend from Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy),
had two Bills before the House, and he consented to those
Bills being withdrawn, for the reason that we promised on
the part of the Government that a commission should be
appointed to enquire into this whole matter. Iwould ask
my hon. friend te allow this Bill also te go before that com-
mission, and when the whole matter of the Consolidated
Railway Act is considered, this amendment will be con-
sidered with the others.

Mr. MULOCK. I feel that a request coming from the
Minister of Bailways is to me, in most cames, a command, and
whilst I wish therefore te recognise his authority and dis-
play a proper spirit of-shall I say-humility towards him,
yet, in this case, I must express my opinion that there is
nothing in this hittle innocent clause te refer te a commis-
sion. I admit, with regard te some of the provisions of the
Bill I have introduced, that it would be a very pro-
per matter to refer them te the commission he
refers te; but if he is prepared to meet me in the
same spirit in which I am prepared te meet him,
I would suggest that the remaining nine clauses of my Bill
be referred to the commission, if he will only allow this
one clause teobe added te the B l now before the committee.
I think that is a fair offer. I am sure the Minister will see
that the assistance of a commis-ion is net required te enable
the flouse te decide how te carry out the law which it
enacted in 1882. It is net necessary te refer te a commis-
sion te decide what the House should do ià regard te the
redemption of unearned tickets. The House appointed a
committee te sit on this matter, and that committee arrived
at a conclusion which became the law of the land. That
law is now being defeated every day by the action of the
railway companies, and this clause simply provides machi-
nery for carrying out that law. I am willing that the rest
of the Bill should go to the com mission the hon. gentleman
refera te.

Mr. POPE. I do net think my hon. friend is meeting
me half way. My hon. friend from North Simcoe (Mr. Me-
Carthy) withdrew two Bills with the view of their being sent
te the commission, which will consider the whole question.
One very objectionable feature of this amendment is this:

And such repayment shall be maie at any station or office of the rail-

WIor company, between and including the points covered by the
tic et.
Yeu would have no means of knowing whether the party
got the money or net, or whether the company had paid it
or net.

Mr. MULOCK. That is the present law. I am net
changing the present law. The clause only says that in
csme the ompany does net comply with the law of. 188à, it
&all féreituEoe than the more unearned money.
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Mr. McCARTHY. I think the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways has misunderstood the object of my hon. friend's
clause. It is a repetition of a clause in our present law,
with this addition, which I think we all accede to, that if
the railway companies do not redeem the ticket there will
be a penalty imposed on them, which will make it in the
interest of the railway company to obey the law. There is
no object in postponing the enactment of this amendment,
therefore, I hope the Minister of Railways will consent to its
being made a part of the Bill I have introduced.

Mr. POPE. If I saw that there was any necessity for it
I would consent; but I think the provisions of the present
Act are al] that are necessary. I would ask the hon. gentle-
man to withdraw it.

Mr. MULOCK. I will not withdraw that clause, because
I submit, with all respect, that no reason has been assigned
why I should do so. The Minister of Railways says he
does not know of any roason for this amendment. I do
know of such reasons. I have a letter in my desk at the
present moment from a prominent gentleman, stating what
his experience bas been on one of the largest lines of
Canada; and if the hon. gentleman was accustomed occasion-
ally to buy tickets and not use them, he would recognise
the necessity of such pressure as this being put on the rail-
way companies to compel them to carry out the spirit of
the law.

Amendment negatived ; Bill reported, and read the third
time and passed.

THE LAW OF EVIDENCE.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton) moved the second reading
of Bill (No. 3) for the further amendment of the Law of
Rvidence in Criminal Cases.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). I think it is hardly

worth while for me to take up the time of the House in
explaining the nature of this Bill, which bas been before
the House this Session. This Bill bas been printed since
the third or fourth day of the Session, and I am sure every
member who takes any interest in the business of the
House has made himseif perfectly familiar with it. In
general, the object of the Bill is to enable persons who
have doubts to affirm instead of taking the oath when cal-.
ed on to give evidence. We have in Ontario a law exactly
similar to this with respect to civil cases. And in England
the law embodied in this Bill has been in force in criminal
cases for a number of years, and bas been found to work
well; and according to the doctorine which was laid down
in the House a few evenings ago, that when laws have been
adopted in England and have been found to work success-
fully there, we cannot do better than act on the example
of the Mother Country, I cannot understand why there
should be any objection to this Bill. I believe that if a
man goes into the witness box for the purpose of giving
evidence, he will tell the truth; at all events, unless evi-
dence eau be brought to show that his reputation for vera-
city is such that he is not to be believed, bis evidence
should be taken.

'House divided.
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IBilh read the second time.

CONSOLLDATFID RMILWAY ÂCT, 1879.

On the erder for second reading cf Bill (No. 4) te amend
the Conriolidated Railway Pct, 1879, and the amendments
therete (Mr. MalTck).

Mr. POPE. I wouid ask my hon. friend to allow these
aendments te berofrred te the commission and tctwith-
draw the Bill.

Mr. MULOCK. I agree te the request of the hon. gen-
tleman.

Order discharged, and Bill withdrawn.

THE ANIMAL ONTAGIO S DISASES A T.

Mr. MULOCK moved second reading of Bill (No. 19)
te amend the Animal Contagions Diseases Act. me said:
The eouse wil remember that hast Session an Act was
nass8ed, in tituled: The Animal Contagions ])iseases A.ct. That
Act was passed rather hastily, after very littie discussion,
and it is nOt, therefore, unreasonable te find it is wanting in
semee respects. Turn te section 13, and yeo wihl find there
evidencos cf hasty legishation. It is the only section
which provides for oompensating the owners of catte
for animaLs saughtered o the publie interest. This sec-
tion prevides a seheme cf compensation, subject te some
verydenerous conditions, which, if net emplied with,
may prevent the owners cf cattie destroyed under
the Act from recovering sny compensation whatever
In the in tereosaof cattie owners and cf the country generally
it je advisable thatthis clasgicf property should b. better
protected thantit je. t j extremely disoouraging t the
farming community that w. should ailo ite remain on the
Statute-book a moment longer than e ne e dsary, a clause
which endangers the rightowf this kind cfroperty. This
sectiondoues endanger those righ, ify Bl dues nt -luth,
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slightest degree, by word or inference, seek to vary the Act
of 1885 ln any respect, except in regard to the system of
compensation. It does not seek to limit the powers of the
Government to stamp out and destroy disease by the most
severe measures when they deem it advisable to do so, but it
simply provides for a just scheme of compensation, in case the
Government see fit to exercise the powers vested in them
by that Act. The section which my Bill seeks to repeal and
for which it seeks to substitute another, purports, under cer-
tain conditions, to offer compensation to the owners
of cattle slaughtered under the direction of the Govern-
ment, but the rights of those owners are entirely in
the hands ofthe Minister of Agriculture or his servants, and
are dependent also upon many matters which should not affect
them. Section 13 reads as follows:-" The Governor in
Council may, when the owners of cattle are reported by the
Minister of Agriculture, not guilty of any negligence or
offence against the provisions of the preceding sections of
the Act, order compensation'"; and then it goes on to give

'the scale of compensation. It does not appear to me just
that the owners of cattle so slaughtered should. not have
their right to compensation, if they have not been guilty of
any offence in respect of the animals slaughtered; and
therefore my Bill seeks to place those owners in that regard,
in the position I have indicated. In so doing, I have simply
followed the language of the Imperial Act on this question.
In regard to the scale of compensation, I may say, if we
look to the Imperial Act, and it is the custom in this House
to look to Imperial Acts for precedents, we find that the Act
41-42 Victoria, chapter 74, being "The Contagious Diseases'
Act," which has been in force in England for many years,
deals with this question and provides a soheme of compen-
sation. It is the custom in this louse to deny legislation
at times, unless an English precedent can be found,
and I ask hon. gentlemen, therefore, to apply that principle
to my Bill, and, if I can show precedents in the 'English
Statutes for this Bill, I ask that it should receive the favor-
able consideration of the House. In the English Act, to
which I have referred, it is provided that the Government
may destroy cattle that are suffering from rinderpest, and
in that case the owner is entitied to receive one-half of the
value of the slaughtered beast before it was affected, pro-
vided that the total compensation does fnot exceed £20. In
case the animal was affected with pleuro-pneumonia, the
owner is entitled to three-fourths of its value before it was
so affected, so that the compensation does not exceed '£30.'
In all other cases where animals have been slaughtered
under the Act I have cited, the owners are entitled to com-
pensation to the extent of not more than £40 sterling for
each head. Thus yon will see that in England. the
amount of compensation is made to depend upon the
nature of the disease which the animal has, whilst, under
the Canadian Act which I am seeking to amend, the nature
of the disease is not taken into consideration at all,
and it is sufficient to justify the Government in
slaughtering an animal if it has any kind of in-
fectious or contagions disease, wçhether of a severe
nature, a dangerous character, or otherwise. We
all know that there .are animal diseases which are both
contagious and infectious, and are yet not dangerous. Still,
if an animal so affected should be destroyed under the Act
of 1885, the owner is only entitled to one-third of the value,
not exceeding in the whole $20. The Canadian Act further
provides in its 13th section, for which I am seeking to sub-
stitute the sections which I propose, that, in ail other cases
-that means in every case where one of our 'domestic
animals is slaughtered which is not at the time diseased,
but which may be in a perfect state of health, but still is
destroyed by the Government, purporting to so destroy it
under the provisions of the Act in question-the total amount
of compensation the owner can recover is two-thirds of the
value of the animal, but n9t exceeding in ail $40, I sub-

mit that, whatever may be the position of an owner of an
animal which is diseased when it is slaughtered, there can
be no justification or excuse for the Government to destroy
animais which are in a state of health without affording the
fullest compensation to the owners of those animals.
Perhaps it nay be argued that 840 is a full compensa-
tion for ail possible damage that could occur under
this Act. I submit that it is not. It is only necessary
for me to point out some of the directions in which
our agriculturists are noving now in order to show
that $40 is not a reasonable compensation to the
owner of these animals. Throughout the whole of Ontario,
and I hope in the other Provinces, a large number of far-
mers are devoting year by year more attention to the breed-
ing of cattle. It has been recognised of late years that it
is necessary to go more into the breeding of cattle, and we
find farmers every yeargoing more into the business offatten-
ing cattle, apart from breeding thoroughbreds; and, if one
could make a visit to the barnyards of the ordinary farmer of
Ontario to-day-and I trust it is the same in other Prov-
inces-1 am sure thousands of animals would be found tied
up that have been stall-fed through the winter, and that are
now worth on an average 670 or $80 a head. It is nothing
exceptional for an ordinary grade animal to weigh 1,500 Ibo.
or thereabouts, and we know that, even under the depre-
ciated value of live stock to-day, sucb an animal would be
worth from $75 to $80. The Minister of Agriculture could
now, under the existing law, sweep away that property,
and the total amount oi compensation allowed to the owner
would be at the outside 840 a head for the mistake which
might be made. There has been presented to the House in
support of this Bill a petition from the Agricultural and
Arts Association of Ontario, which, as far as I know, was
the unanimous petition of the board. There has also been
a petition from the Shorthorn Breeders Association of On-
tario; and I will read to the House a letter I have received
from a firm of shippers dealing with this matter:

" ToRoNTo, 18th March, 1886.
"Duin SiR,-We take the liberty of writing you in regard to your

Bill to amend the Animal Contagions Disease Act passed last Bession,
and beg to express our earnest wish that your Bill may become law, ai
the Bill ofla8t Seion in quite inadequate to cover anything like a
reasonable compensation to those whose animals might be slaugbLered
under the said Act, as disease may get into any man's herd of cattle
without it being any fault of his, therefore it would be really too bad
that his stock would have to be slaughtered for the benefit of the publie
in genera: without fairly compensating him for the same. As a man
may have all that he is worth invested in cattle and other stock, and
by misfoi tune they may become diseased, and only getting one-third of
the value, therefore it would simply mean ruin to him financially.

IlYours, etc.,
"THOMPSON FLÂNAGÂN, BLONG & AIKINS,

Itive Stock Exporters and Oattle Feeders."

"P.S.-We are feeding at present 2,064 cattle in one place, and
shipped lait year over $1,00,000 worth of stock to Great Britain.

"T., F., B. A."

I submit that, if the figures mentioned in my Bill do not
meet with the approval of the louse, I will at all events be
excused for having followed the English precedent in that
regard. I intended to follow exactly the scale of compen-
sation set forth in the English Act, leaving it to the House,
when in committee, to alter the Bill; but, by some mis-
take, I find that, in sub section a, 850 has been substituted
for the Canadian equivalent for £20 sterling. With that
exception, and the further exception that I have inserted a
compensation clause for thoroughbreds, the scale of com-
pensation is the same as in the Imperial Act. I do not
expect, nor will I urge when in committee, if we get that
far, thu adoption of these figures, but will bo quite satisfied
to have a committee to consider what would be a reasonable
compensation, and I am sure in that case we will have no
diffioulty in amending the section in the public interests.

Mr. ORTON. I am quite in sympathy with the member
for North York (Mr. Mulock) in bringing this guestion
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before the House, though I believe that, as an actaal fact, j
the Government have not found it necessary to slaughter
any animals yet. But the day may come at any time when
contagious diseases may prevail to such an extent in Canada
as to render it absolutely necessary for the Goverument to
kill and destroy a large number of animals, many of whom,
perbaps, may not be diseased at all. According to the law
as it now stands, I think if any farmer or any owner of
animals neglects to report even the most trifling contagious
disease among them, he could not recover anything, even
ten years afterwards, and he would have no claim against
the Government for the lois of any animals they might
have to destroy. There are to-day in Canada animals of
very great value. In my county of Wellington the farmers,
have paid a great deal of attention to raising first-class stock,
whioh is very valuable indeed, and it certainly would be. a
great hardship, in case a contagious disease broke out
amongst them, and it became necessary to destroy a,
number of animals, if the Government did not re-
munerate those farmers who had sustained the loss,
where there had been no neglect according te the
the spirit of the law, though there might be according to
the letter. I think there is no doubt that the law in that
case requires amendment, and I trust the fouse will back
up the efafort of tue hon. meuber.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). In connection with this Bill
I wish te bring a point to the notice of the Minister of
Agriculture, so that if the present Act is defective in
granting adequate compensation for the destruction of
valuable animals, it may be remedied. I may illustrate by
stating that in my own county, though not in my own
riding, there was a severe outbreak of hog cholera. Lt'
came te my notice, and I at once reminded the gentleman
that we had passed a very stringent Act requiring that as
soon as any infections disease broke out among animals,
the owner should notify the Minister of Agriculture. I
asked this gentleman to do so, and he did at once inform
the Government. The disease spread very fast among his
own lerd of hogs, and there was danger of its spreading
elsewhre. Re took all the steps required under the
Act to prevent the spreading of the disease. A local
veterinary surgeon was called in-I do pot know
whether he was a Government official or not-,
and the disease was·clearly manifested. It was known to
be contagious and fatal, and seemed to require the slaughter
of-the egs. Well, the hoge were slaughtered; I tihink,;
speaking 1rom memory, that something like sixty hoge
were slaughtered, a very valuable lot; yet this was done
without the officer of the Department having ordered the
kiling of the hogs. If I remember rightly the officer did
not reach the scene ofthe inspection until some weeks, per-,
haps, certainly some days, after notice had been sent to the'
Department of Agriculture. But it was clearly evident
that it would fnot do to keep the hogs in that state, and'
they were silaughtered in the publie interest. Now, I want
the Minister te consider this fact. I am not blaming the
Miniter. The question is under adjudication now, and I
believe the Minister is desirous of doing what is just Lu the
matter and I trust that, under the Act, even as it
stands, h. may see his way clear, within the spirit of
the Act to grant compensation in that case. But
if the Act is deficient in that respect, it seems to mei
that a person acting in good faith, taking ail the steps that
are requmred, giving instant notice, and who i wilhing to
sacrifice his property in that way, as h. muet do, even
under the law of compensation that is provided in the Act,
there should h no difficulty about his recovering the
compensation that the Act intended he, should have. When
Pariament agreed o this Act it was considered a very
stringent measure, but the House, I think, were unanimously
of opinion that it was a wise stop on the part of the Ministor I

Jr. OGTON,

of Agriculture to introduce a Bill of this kind, because, as
he pointed out, and as theR ouse very rightly recognised,
our cattle industry is such an important one that anything
that would endanger it in the slightest decree would aLmost
be a national calamity. But if we are to have an Act in
which the Minister himself will not be able to allow com-
pensation, except in very rare cases, then it seems to me
we have frustrated our first intention. I believe the
intention of this Act was in good fgith, that ifs paeron
found a disease breaking out amongst his hogs or cattie, and
if he immediately communicated the fact to the Govern-
ment, not trying to hide it, and if these hogs and cattle
were slaughtered for the benefit of the community, thon
compensation should be given to him, and that should be
done without waiting for an order from the Government
Aficer to slaughter them, except he should come
upon the acene within a very short time after
notice had been given. If the notice is given to
the Department, and the officer does not put in
an appearance for two or three weeks, then there must be
action taken, and if the action is tak en in the interests of
the community, it seems to me there ought to be power
given to the Minister, upon being satisfied that the cattle
were not slaughtered by the direct order-of the inspector,
he not having arrived in time, to give some compensation
for the loss of the animals. That is a point I wish to bring
to the abtention of the Minister. The mover of the Bill
does not seem to have recognised that dificulty-perhaps
ne case has arisen in his own part of the county. His
Bill deals more particularly with what he deems fairer
and larger compensation for the animals. But I am point-
ing out a practical difficulty that exists in many cases
where animals are slaughtered in the public intereste. If
it be true that in such a case as I have pointed out there is
no power to grant compensation, I think the law should be
remedied. I feared from some remarks I heard, that there
was a difficulty in that respect, and the Bill being before
ns now I have taken this opportunity of making these
remarks that I would have preferred to defer until the
Minister had decided whether he had power in the matter.

Mr. SPROULE. While I think the Bill introduced by
the Mtinister of Agriculture last year hardly went far enough,
I think this one goes a little too far, while one did not allow
eompensation enough for animals killed, I think thisallows
too much compensation. In this amendanent there appears
to be onIy provision made for two cilasses of disease, rinder-
pest and pleuro-pneumonia. Jt provides aspecifie amount for
animals affected by those diseases that are killed. Then it
includes ail other kinds of diseases in oneciass, and goes on to
say that in every other case compensation shal be made on
the valueof the animal immediately before it was slaughtered,
but the compeneation shall not in any case exceed $200. If
those were the only prevailing diseases to which animals
were liable, then I could understand why they were classed
together and the balance of the diseases were put in one
clasq. But there are other diseases equaiy contagions and
infections and as common and as dangerous and injurions
and as likoely to spread. In what clase would the hon, gen-
tleman put glanders, one of the most dangerous diseases in
the country ?

Mr. MULOOK. That is not a cattle disease, and this
amendment only deals withreattle.

Mr. SPIROULE. I do not know what the interpretation
of the word cattle in this Bil is.

Mr. MULOCK. The amendment is mited to cattle,.

Mr. SPROULE. If that is so why should the hon. mei-
ber for Brant (Kr. Patereon) introduce hogs.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Because they come under
thi clase.
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Mr. SPROULE. There are many other diseases to

which cattle are fiable. I believe when animais are killed
they are killed for the safety of the community, and in no
case should the allowance be made specific in this Bill,
notwithstanding the fact that we are following a precedent
established in the Kother Country. If an animal is affected
it cannot be worth its original value, because even if it
should b. likely to recover, there are uncertainties about
that matter, and there is danger not only in regard to the
spreading of the disease but in regard to the death of the
animal itself. It is, therefore, unreasonable either to ask
or expect that the value of the animais should b. paid
in the event. in question. If the Bill is allowed to
pass it sbould be very much amended and a great reduction
in compensation made, because we have not so many valu.
able animais here as in England. Therefore the argument
does not apply with such force as it does in England.
Another reason why it is much more important for us to see
that diseased cattle are slaughtered, is from the cattle trade
we have with the Mother Country. It is the more necessary
because England can chedule our cattle, whereas the saine
principle would not apply in England. Again, in regard to
the price of cattle, the price being lower in this country,
the average price paid should likewise be lower. For the
general good of the community a reasonable sum should be
paid, but no more than half the value of the animal, and in
special cases where the animais are held at high figures
some specific sum should be settled, much lower than what
iQ drna whiÈ%I h th D.Q§rmi t tn h d brtla dn

allowed, but in nooase shall it exceed $40. The present
BiIl proposes its extension to the neighborhood of 8 150.
There are many of our farmers who have thoroughbred
cattle which they have imported for the purpose of improv-
ing the breed, and which had been purchased at very
high prioes, and if they became affected with pleuro-
pneumonia, and it became necessary, in the public inter-
est, that they should be slaughtered, it would be
pretty hard towards any of those farmers to inform him
that the amount of compensation obtainable was $40.
Why should the public be asked to pay less than the value
of the animal, if it is slaughtered in the general interest ?
Why should they be asked to pay less than any individual
would be obliged to pay in a like case ? The probabilities
are that if the animal is diseased it will recover, and the
only reason why it is slaughtered, is for the purpose of pre-
venting the extension of the disease. Now, this Bill is evi-
dently a step in the right direction, and conceiving it to be
such, I heartily support it. I believe it is but doing justice
to the farming community of this country, who are largely
interested in stock raising, that they should receive a fairer
compensation in such cases than they have under the pre-
sent law. I think the hon. member for North York (Mr.
Mulock), is deserving of the thanks of the farming com-
munity in this country, and the thanks of this flouse, for
having brought the matter so prominently before the flouse,
and I hope the Bill will receive favorable consideration at
the hands of the louse.

18 pirnvtmo2
> wniUU in u parLmeni; s ouL oe compellea U U Mr, MOCARTIIY. There are two pointe in which it

pay. pay. seems te me this Bill differa from the law as it stands.
Mr. LANDERKIN. The interest affected by this Bill is ne is certalnly a most important matter and weU deserv-

so very large that it becomes a matter of vast interest to ing of the consideration of the fouse. As the law stands
ail those who represent agriculturai constituencies. We if any person las the misfortune te have bis cattie slaugh-
have in this country a very large and flourishing interest, tered under th provisions of the law, aud if at any tine
a very large number of cattle, sheep and pigs, and since he bas been an offender against the provisions of the
farming bas not been paying as well of late years as it Act) aithougb net ie reference te the particular animal
formerly did the attention of the farming community bas slaugbtered, b. is net entitlcd to compensation. I certainly
been directed to the improvement of stock and to increas- qut. agree witb the principle cf this Bil, which applies
ing the number of the animals raised. The idea contained that restriction te their right te get compensation te the
in this Bill is that the public interest is paramount, that particular transaction in whicb it arises. The other iatter
when it becomes necessary in the public interest to slaugh- in which I think tus proposed measure is an improvement
ter cattle to prevent the spread of a contagious disease, com- upon the existing law, is this: Where the animal is diseased
pensation should be awarded. We see this principle car- aud on account of that the animal is slaugbtered, it is pro-
ried out in various ways. When it became necessary in the per to say, I think, that the owners should net get fuil
public interest to construct railways the right of way i1 compensation. But if tis animal je net diseased, and if
purchased and fair compensation je awarded to the owners
of the line through which the road will run. That is the provisions cf the Act, which entitles the Goverement te
principle which is obvious and admitted. When animais destroy iLbecause it might pessibly have been lu contact
are affected by disease their recovery is not always doubt- with an animal which is-disesed, the destruction cf the
fui, they may recover and be of their full value. But I do animal being considered te b. in the public interest, the
not see why only one-third of the value of those animals es
should be paid by the country. If it is ein the publiclu which I shink tus Bil differs from the existing law.
interest that the disease should be stamped eut and Tii other matters are matters cf detail which can be deait
animals be slaughtered which might probably recover, then with, as I understaud the mover asks they should be desît

ther shuldb. fli erneesaion Ti, Bi cfthewith, iu committee. I have much pheasure lu &avina thatthere should be full compensation. The Bill of the Isalvt o h eodraigo h il
hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock) pregides
that the compensation shall be larger. It is but an exten. Mr. THOIPSON (Antigonish). I do net profess te
sion of the principle admitted in the construction of rail- have any practical knowledge cf the subjeet with which the
ways, where the people who sell their [and to the railway Bill professes te deai, but I think it is worthy the attention
company are entitled to its full value. When we have cf the fouse te censider, at tus stage, wh.ther a change
admitted that principle I do not see how you can apply an ike tus should b. made lu sucb an Act, inveiving very
opposite principle to the farming community. It is not fair, considerable additions te the expenditure in carrying eut
when a farmer is obliged to slaughter an animal affected the law, if the Act is te receive any extensive operatien at
with the diseases mentioned in the Bill, that only one-third ail. I nnderstaed that up to the preqent time, with the
of the value of such animal should be paid, and that it exception of some eattle wiich were killcd ln the Province
should not exceed $20. There are many farmers who have cf Nova Scotia, nesas eccurred in which the Aot has
cattle worth $50 or $60. If they become affected by any had to be put in forc.Net a single case has eccurred cf
disease mentioned in the Bill they will have to be slaugh- an animal haviog b..u staighted under itA provisions,
tered under its provisions, and yet they would only receive and, therefore, I think it is semewhat premature to under-
$20,and this slaughtering bas been done in the public take te amend the provisions cf the Act. if, however, the
interest. In the other cases two-thirds of the value wil be hou. gentleman who introdaW the Bil, bein& oi cour.e

Mr cATY.Teeae w ons nwihi
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a great deal better informed practically on the subject than
I am, anticipates that the Act is likely to receive an exten-
sive operation, then it becomes a matter of considerable
importance how we shall increase the expenditure which
the Act involves. Now, there is an Act somewhat in the
sarne line in the Province of Ontario-to prevent the spread
of contagious diseases amongst animals, and providing for
the destruction of diseased animals -and animals suspected
of disease. That Statute makes no provision, I understand,
for compensation.

Mr. MULOCK. Do you refer to the Act respecting
glanders ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I refer to the Act of
1884.

Mr. MULOCK. Dealing with glanders, an incurable
disease, which is a different matter.

Mr. TROMPSON (Antigonish). I would also point out
that the English Act does not go as far as this. The hon.
gentleman proposes with respect to one class of cattle to
allow the compensation to go as high as 8300, whilst the
highest compensation allowed in England is $200.

Mr. McCAIRTHY. He says that may be altered in com-
mittee, and ho does not adhere to that amount.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I think there is some
misapprehension as to another point which has been men-
tioned by the member for Wellington (ir. Orton) and the
member for Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), and that is the appre.
hension that the right Lo compensation is forfeited if there
has been at any time, and in relation to any other matter,
an offence against the provisions of the Act. I do not thinir
that is a reasonable construction of the Act. The pro-
visions with respect to compensation are contained under
the heading "Slaughtering diseased cattle." The 12th
section makes provision to the effect that the Governor in
Council may from time to time cause to be slaughtered
animals snffering from infectious or contagious diseases, or
animals which have been in contact with, or in close prox-
imity to, a diseased or suspected animal, and the next sec-
tion, which is the one that the hon. gentleman proposes to
amend, is that which provides for compensation for the
loss caused by the operation of the 12th section, and makes
the compensation, it is true, dependent on the owner not
having been guilty of an offencu against the preceding sec-
tions. I should suppose that a reasonable construction
would be that the offence was only to deprive the owner of
compensation provided it were in connection with the sub-
ject matter with which those two sections are dealing.
The hon. gentleman proposes another change which seems
to me to involve a principle likewise. Instead of providing
" that the Governor in Council may, &c.," when the owners
are reported by the Minister of Agriculture net guilty of
any negligence or offence, ho proposes to reverse that pro-
vision by making this proviso:

Provided always that such compensation may be withheld In whole
or in part where the owner or the person having charge of the animal
has, in the opinion of the Governor in Ooancil, been gunlty.
In other words, instead of requiring that in the first instance,
the Minister shall report that the owner bas not been guilty,
ho proposes to constitute the Government in Counil, in point
of tact, a court for the pur pose of trying the- case and
deciding that the owner hasr een guilty before compens-
tion is to be withheld. It is perhaps not a very important
distinction, but it is one involving some inconvenience in
putting the burden of proof on the other party.

Mr. MULOCK. Where should the burden of proof be?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I think it should be on
the claimant, for the purpose of satisfying the Minister, if'
I am right in my idea that the offenoe is intended to be one.
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in connection with the same transaction ont of which the
loss arises. It would then be for the owner to convince
the Minister or his officer that the offence had not been
committed, though that would not be the case it it referred
to a previous transaction. It does strike me that so exten.
sive an alteration should be made unless some urgent neces-
sity existe for it, and that necessity does not exist, if I am
correctly informed, that the Act is not likely to be used.

Mr. BLAKE. I cannot at all agree with the views of
the Minister. It is possible that his observations may pro-
perly apply to some of the details. For example: There
may be a question as to wbat the precise amount of the
compensation should be. But the hon. Minister takes two
grounds. He says, first of all, that he thinks the Bill is
premature, because no cattle have been slaughtered yet,
except in one instance, and that we ought to wait until the
injustice is done, and an inadequate compensation is paid,
before we pass the Act; and when the grievance is estab-
lisbed, this Hlouse will legislate for the future, and provide
the just compensation. Then, he says, if the law e going
to be broken, we muet consider a good deal about this, be-
cause it will be extremely expensive. It would be prema-
ture to act before the Statute comes into operation ; and
after it does come into operation we had botter not act, be-
cause it will cost us some money.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I did not say that.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman said it was going to

be extensively used, and if it is, it is going to be used just
where it will be required. The hon. gentleman muet
remember that this is not an old Statute. It was introduced,
I think, last Session or the Session before. We had it under
debate last Session, and a great many of us thought the hon.
gentleman's provisions for compensation were inadequate.
I thought so then, and I think so still. If it is intended to
remedy an injustice which is likely to arise, it is botter to
provide against it than to wait until an injustice has resulted
from neglect. If it is going to be an expensive thing in
the public interest to give this protection to the cattle
owners, we had better know it ; but we must not allow an
injustice to be done simply because it is going to be expen-
sive to prevent it, which is practically the second argument
of the Minister of Justice.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman is quite mistaken about
this being a new Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. I know there is the old law.

Mr. POPE. It is the same law except in one or two
articulars, Last year 8'50 was allowed as com ensation

or thoroughbred cattle, We raised the amount f think at
the suggestion of the hon. member for Huron. I think I
remember something of the case mentioned by the hon.
member for Brant (Mr. Paterson). I do not remember
what action was taken ; but in my opinion it is clearly the
intention of the Act that, when a man acte in good faith
and does everything he can, and notifies the Department,
ho ought to come under the law. But with respect to the
argument of the hon. member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake), I think it has something to do with this matter
whether we have ever been called on to put the
law into practice. So far as Ontario is concerned, this law,
with very few exceptions, has been on the Statute-book for
eight or ten years, and never during that time have we been
ca led on to slaughter one animal. There never has been a
complaint made to the Department since that law was
enacted that the price paid by the Department was not
sufficient. Where we did put the law into operation, and
where there was a necessity to do so, was in the Province
of Nova Scotia, in Pictou, where we purchased, I think, 300
or 400 head of cattle. There the law was carried out exactly,
and no complaint was made by the people affeoted by iti
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In fact, they looked upon it as a God send that we should
send there and attempt to mitigate the disease. The Bill
in one section provides that where the animal was affected
with rinderpest, the compensation shall b. $50, and in the
very next section we find that in the case of an animal
affiicted with pleuro-pneumonia, the compensation shall be
.$150. Now, I would like to know the reason for this dif-
rence.

Mr. MULOCK. I must refer the hon. gentleman to the
Imperial House for the information; but I presume the
reason is that rinderpest is a more dangerous and incurable
disease than pleuro-pneumonia. At all events, the animal
le not considered to have the same commercial value in one
case as in the other. In the Imperial Statute a similar
distinction is made. It is suggosted that probably the
chances of recovery from rinderpest are less than from
pleuro.pneumonia.

Mr. POPE. There is no disease more destructive or
supposed to b. more incurable in the United States or
England than pleuro-pneumonia, and I am sure my hon.
friend will find that he has made a mistake in that.

Mr. MUL20K. It is in the English Statute.

Mr. POPE. It may be, but is an animal that dies with
one disease worth more than an animailthat dies with
another ? As a general rule, animals are more valuable in
England than they are here, and in fixing the amount of
compensation last year I took into consideration the differ-
ence between the value of an animal in this country and its
value in-England, and made the price about equal relatively
to that in England; and the reason I objected to this Bill
was that last year we consolidated and amended the Act..
We put this $150 for thoroughbred cattle where it was only
$40 or $50 before, and with respect to the other payments
they are exactly the same. My object was to bring it all
under one Act, because the penalties were not included in
that Act in such a way that they could be easily collected.
When I found horses should be put very high, I had them
struck out of the Act altogether, excepting those brought
into the country, that might b. quarantined or where disease
broke ont among them while quarantined; otherwise horses
do not come in at all. I have always had a little doubt, and
that is the reason why I have been careful in the working
of the Act, whether this Act properly belonged to this or
the Local Legislature. There is only one reason why it can
b. introduced bere, and that is because it relates to public
health. When I found that Ontario and Manitoba had
made provisions for cattle disease in their parts of the
country, I hoped, and still hope that all the Provinces would
do likewise; because an Act can b. worked so much easier
by the Provinces, except lu the case of the impoptation of
animals. Any law affecting that must b. passed by this
Legiôlature, or any law affecting the carrying of animals
from one Province to anotiher. I believe the provisions
under this Act are quite sufficient to meet the exigencies of
the case.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. When the Bill was before the Houee
a year ago, there was a very lengthy debate on the subject,
as many of us felt that it did not deal in a fair and proper
mariner with certain classes of the community. In looking
over the Bill before the House, I muet say that, so far as sub-
sections a and b are concerned, I would not mind if they were
struck ont altogether. As regards the cases affected by these
clauses, the Bill of last year is amply sufficient. When an
animal is taken with a contagions disease, which, in the end,
must prove fatal, that is one of those contingencies which the
owners Lf animals, in common with other classes of the
community, are subject to, and it seems to me arbitrary to
make the public bear the whole or a large part of the loss.
It would be almost as reasonable that the country should be

taxed to pay the los of the farmer from storms and floods,
&c. I have no objections to the Act of 1885, so fur as that
is concerned. It is provided in that Act that the Governor
in Council may, from time to time, cause to be slaughtered
animals suffering from infections or contagio us diseases, and
thon it provides compensation, if the owner of the animal
was not guilty of any negligence or offence against
the provisions of the preceding sections of the Act,
to the extent of one-third the value of the animal before it
became so affected, but not to exceed $20. That is amply
sufficient, unleus it should be a contagious disease that in
the end is not death-a disease from which the animal would
recover without any great loss. Section 12 further ro-
vides that the Governor in Conneil may order the slaugtr
of any animal that has been in contact with a diseased
animai, and not only in contact but in close proximity
thereto, or that is suspected of having been in proximity
to any animal affected by contagions disease. hat is an
intolerable hardship. Take the case where one man has a
spite against another, and we know very often strong feel-
ing exists between men known as cattle-breeders. If one
choose to say: "I know that animal has been in prox.
imity to a suspected animal," h. can take steps to have
it .slaughtered. Again, it is provided that in every
other case the compensation shall be two-thirds the value of
the animal, but shall not in any case for grade cattle exceed
$40, and that as regards highly bred cattle it shall be two.
thirds of the value, but not to exceed $150. There is where
the hardship comes in. We know that the cattle raising
industry of the oountry is large and is every year growing;
we know that the animals exported from this country to
Great Britain bring an enormous revenue to the country,
and everything that can be done reasonably should be done
to foster that industry. I need not tell hon. gentlemen
acquainted with the subject that it has been found by
experience that the only way in which you can keep up the
standard of these animals for exportation, is by using first
class thoroughbred male sires. It seems also that to keep
up the breed frequent importations are necessary. I think,
if you allow the Bill to go before the committee, and amend
it, tihere is no need for throwing it out. Sab.section c
should be retained.

'' In every other case the compensation shallh be the value of the animal
immediately before it is slaughtered but so that the compensation
shal n dt, in any case, exced two hun red dollars, except in the cae of
thoroughbred pedigree animais, in whioh case it shal flot ezoeed three
hundred dollars."
I think that is reasonable. We have manv men in the west
who have gone into the business of raising thoroughbred
stock, and it is too bad that, because a man may suspect
that an animal has been in proximity to a diseased animal,
that animal should be slaughtered without adequate com-
pensation, and the sum of $300 is not at all an excessive
compensation.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). Whatever may be the individ-
ual view of members of the House respecting the amount of
compensation to be awarded to parties whose stock may be
troubled with these infections diseases, I think it is patent
on the face of i hat, whether this is a matter that belongs to
health regulations or not, and whether it should be rele-
gated to the Provinces or not, when we look at the shipping
trade of the Dominion, it will strike every momber as being
one of those questions respecting which it ii exceedingly
desirable that the Dominion Government should have some
regulations. The farmers of Ontario, and in the near future
the farmers of our great western prairies, will be very
largely interested in the regulations affecting the shipping
of cattle at.the varions points along the scaboard which are
in other Provinces and entirely beyond the reach of those
Provinces where the greatest values are invested in stock.
I think there would be danger if this matter were relegated
to the Provinoes, that, where the stock uwness was nDot
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of such importance as in those Provinces to which
I refer, but through which the stock finds its way to
the ocean, the duty might be neglected of keeping a
clear access to the British stock market without
the embargoes which have been placed on other
countries. For that reason, if for no other, I think it is
extremely desirable that legislation of this class should
exist on the Dominion Statute-book. If it were considered
desirable that the Provinces should take the administration
of this matter in their own hands, there should at least be
a general supervision on the part of the Minister of Agricul-
ture, to see that these provisions are not neglected at
points through which our stock reaches the ocean in order
to connect with Great Britain. I think the Minister of
Railways said that, under the operation of this Act, the
farmers of Ontario had not been called upon to pay any-
thing. That is a fact upon which the Ontario farmers may
congratulate themselves, but we are not absolutely free
from the risk of these contagious diseases among farm
stock, and it will be in the recollection of very many of the
western members that last fall we had a very severe attack
of hog cholera in two or three townships of the
county of Essex, which in some places decimated the hog
stock of the farmers to a serions extent. I do not
know whether the aid of the Dominion Government
was invoked in this matter, but I know, as far as the
Provincial Government was concerned, that an expert was
sent out to those municipalities to look into the difficulty,
and as far as possible restrict it. On that occasion, there
was a heavy loss to the farmers throughout those townships,
and what was their difficulty last season may before very
long apply generally to other farmers in the matter of cattle
and other stock. I think it is desirable thatour regulations
should not in any way be relaxed in reference to the
protection of the geieral farmer from the spread of these
diseases. I cannot quite agree with the opinion of the
member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule), when he says that the
farmer is not entitled to be paid an appreciable proportion
of the value, where an animal is diseased and suffers. I
would remind hon. gentlemen that, if you place the
compensation too low, there is a tendency on the
part of the farmer who may be first visited with the
disease to conceal the difficulty, and his neighbors
may suffer before they are aware that there is
such a disease in the neighbprhood. Where hog cholera
and pleuro-pneumonia and similar diseases break out, the
passage of the animals along the public highway may leave
such traces o'f the disease behind them, that other healthy
stock, perhaps drinking from the same water or travelling
over the same road, make take the disease, and those inno-
cent farmers in the vicinity are thus led into difficulty and
loss through the carelessness of perhaps one farmer who
does not appreciate the difficulty he is causing to his neigh-
bors. Farmers in that respect are no better than the rest
of the community. There are found among them, I am
sorry to say, men who are intensely selfish as far as the
public interest is concerned. Though I have no desire to
see the compensation fixed so high as to make it an
inducement for a man to apply for compensation for
the loss of his stock, because I believe a farmer ought
to run riska such as merchants and others take in their
business, yet when you take into account the danger
of spreading the disease in that neighborhood, I
think the compensation should not be placed at too
low a figure. While we have not had the difficulty in
Ontario yet, and while I hope it will be far in the future,
and indeed that we may never have to apply to the
Dominion Treasury for any compensation for the loss of
cattle from contagious diseases, yet it must mot be forgotten
that there is a fair medium in this as in other things, and,
when we are placing a Statute on the Statute-book, it is
desirable te get it as just and equitable as possible, I am

Mr. An (Wentworth.)

therefore disposed to support some modifications of the Bill
of last Session, especially when they are guarded as they
are here by leaving a large discretionary power with the
Governor in Council or the Minister of Agriculture, if that
is thought more desirable, to refuse compensation where it
is clearly traceable to a man's own negligence in this
matter. I think it is wise for the House to consider whether
the compensation may not be fairly somewhat increased.

Mr. THOMPSON. After consultation with the introducer
of the Bill, and finding that he has consented to some
modifications of it, I have no objection to the second reading.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I think the House should understand
whether the Government are going over to the hon. member
for North York (Kr. Mnlock), or the member for North
York is going over to the Government, for we have had two
occasions on which these two gentlemen have arrived at this
sort of agreement.

Mr. BL &KE. A little of both.
Mr. THOMPSON. The hon. the mover of the Bill will

explain in committee what the amendments are.
Bill read the second time, and the House resolved itself

into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I would like to ask the
Minister of Justice, or some other legal gentleman, to point
out whether thb Act, as it stands, is lame in the particular
that I have mentioned. If so, it seems to me that it will
not be remedied here. I would like to have that point
understood.

Mr. THOMPSON. It seems to me that the Act, as it
stands, gives ample power to the Governor in Council to
provide for the inspection of cattle, and to cover cases like
the one the hon. gentleman mentioned.

The CHAIRMAN. It is proposed to amend section 1 by
making it read as follows: -

Section 13 of the Animal Contagious Diseases Act, passed in the
Session held in the 48th and 49th years of He.r Majesty's reign, is hereby
repealed and the following substituted therefor:-

The Governor in Council may order a compensation to be paid to
the owners of animal slaughteied under the provision of this Act; and
whenever the animal slaughtered w is affected by infections or contag-
ious diseases, the compensation shall be one-third of the value of the
animal before it became so affected, but shall not in any such case
exceed twenty dollars ;in every other case the compensation shall be
three fourths of the value of the animal, but shall not in any case of
grade animals exceed fifty dollars; and in any case of thoroughbred
pedigree animals two-thirds of the value of the animal, not to exceed
one hundred and fifty dollars; and in ail such cases the value of the
animal shall be determined by the Minister of Agriculture or by some
person appointed by him: Provided always, that such compensation
may be withheld, in whole or in part, where the owner or the person
having charge of the animal has, in the opinion of the Minister of Agri-
culture, been guilty, in relation of the animal, of an offence against this
Act, or where the animal, being a foreign one, was, in his judgment,
diseased at the time of entering Canada.

Mr. L&NDERKIN. In the event of the animal
slaughtered having been infected with a contagions disease
that was probably curable, would the owner then only be
entitled to $20 it it was slaughtered in order to prevent the
spread of the disease, and done at the outbreak of the epi-
demie? I think that is not right.

Mr. MULOCK. It is not likely the officer would slaugh.
ter an animal unless the disease was incurable, in which
case, perhaps, 820 might be all, or more than, it was worth.

Mr. MaNEILL. In case of an animal slaughtered
because it bas, for instance, the mange, the owner ought to
receive more compensation than the owner of an animal
that is slaughtered because it is infected with rinderpest,
which i incurable. I think the Act which was introduced
a few minutes ago was very rightly framed in that respect,
drawing a distinction between diferent kinds of infeotiou
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diseases, sonie of which are much more likely to be cured
than others. It seems clear that an animal infected with
a curable disease is more valuable than an animal infected
with an incurable disease; and if an animal infected with a
curable disease is slaughtered, I think the owner ought to
have more compensation than the owner of an animal
which is infected with an incurable disease.

Mr. POPE. This Act is not supposed to apply to ani-
mais except those that are suffering from what are con.
sidered incurable diseasea.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). An animal may have what
is known an incurable disease and yet that disease may
be cured; but the animal will transmit that disease to other
animals. The hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock)
has stated that the officers will be careful not to slaughter
animals except those suffering from incurable diseases; but
an animal may have what is called an incurable disease and
may be cured, and yet transmit it to other animals.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I desire to ask the Minister
of lRailways if the regulations provided in section 27 of the
Act have been made ?

Mr. POPE. Regulations have been made, but I cannot
state whether they apply to this particular case or not. If
they do not I will call the attention of the Minister to it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Then the Minister thinks it
was intended that that case should be covered.

Mr. POPE. Yes; I think the Act was intended to cover
any case where the party acted in good faith. It would be
a very great hardship if it did not. In this very extensive
country, before you could get the authority of the Minister
of Agriculture, your animals might die. I see a difficulty
on that point. My impression is that it ought to be
covered by the present Act. It was not, however, supposed
that we were providing for past cases. I will call the
Minister's attention to the matter, and if the regulations do
not cover such a case as has been mentioned, the Minister's
attention will be called to the matter.

Mr. McCARTHY. That point could not be covered by
the regulations. 1 give it as my opinion, for what it is
worth, that as the law now stands there is no power by the
regulations to fix a matter such as the Minister of Railways
seems to think has been or may be fixed. The compen-
sation which the Statute empowering the Governor in Coun.
cil to pay, is merely for animals slaughtered by order of the
Government, and not animals slaughtered by the owner
before any authority has been obtained, or direction given
by the authorities. I think the Minister should promise to
deal with this matter on the third reading.

Mr. POPE. The Minister of Justice says he will deal with
it on the third reading.

Bill reported.

THE EASTER ADJOURNMENT.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:
That when the Speaker leaves the Chair to-morrow at 6 e'clock, the

Bouse stands adjourned until the following Tuesday at 8 o'clock, p.m.
He said: It bas been represented that by adjourning to
8 o'clock on Tuesday, it would give time to members to
arrive that day intime for the meeting of the House; and
by adjouring to-morrow at 6 o'clock, it will allow members
to be at their homes for Good Friday.

Motion agreed to.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed toi and te fIouse adjourned at I1.15 p.a.

HOUSE OF OOMMONS.

THUsDAT, 22nd April, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 114) to amend the Act incorporating the British
Canadian Bank.-(Mr. Dawson.)

OVERFLOWING OF THE ST. LAWRENCE RIVER.

Mr. CURRAN asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment, in view of the great suffering and loss of property in
the city of Montreal and the neighboring districts, from the
overflowing of the St. Lawrence River, to cause an investi-
gaLion to be made by competent engineers, with a view to
suggesting such measures as may prevent the recurrence
of such disasters?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The intention of the Gov-
ernment is to cause an investigation to be made; but, of
course, the Government will expect the co-operation of the
city of Montreal, and most likely also of the Harbor Oom-
missioners of Montreal.

PRINTING OF PAMPHLETS.

Mr. AUGER asked, Has the Government, since the lst
December last, entrusted the printing of pamphlets or other
matter to any printing offices at Quebec? If so, to what
offices ? What is the nature and the number of pages of
such pamphlets, the number of copies of each, the priee
paid or composition, for printing and for binding, and what
sume have already been paid on account ?

Mr. CARLING. As the hon. gentleman asks for infor-
mation involving a goocd many details, I would suggest that
he put a notice on the paper, and I will endeavor to have it
brought down in time.

EXPLORATION OF HUDSON BAY.

Mr. DAWSON asked, Whether, in the event of the
exploration of Hudson Bay and Straits being continued dur-
ing the coming summer, it is the intention of the Govern-
ment to order an examination of the cbannel represented
on the early French and English maps as existing to the
south of the straits and extending from Ungava Bay to
Mosquito Inlet ?

Mr. FOSTER. This matter is now engaging the atten-
tion of the Government.

COUNTERFEIT DOMINION .NOTES.

Mr. TASS2 asked, Whether the Government are aware
that a large number of Dominion notes of the denomination
of $2 have been counterfeited and are now in circulation ?
If so, is it their intention to order a new issue and to take
other steps to protect the public against this fraud ?

Mr. McLELAN. The Government are aware that counter-
feit Dominion $2 notes are in circulation, and steps are
being taken to protect the pablic against fraud.

APPOINTMENT OF A JUDGE.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, Whether Hon. J. S. Wurtele,
Speaker of the Legi yoiv Asembly of ueb9o bas Iboeu
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