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and tomptations to invest in consequence of the enormous
boom in Manitoba and the North-West.. lHe will find, Sir.
that at ail times, under ail policies-and no one has ever
pretended that the case would be different-that men will
be tempted to take from their business what properly
belongs to it, in their hurry to make themselves
rich, which is, unfortunately, characteristie of the age in
which we live ; and that these results will produce, no matter what the general prosperity may be, no matter what
the policy will be, failure and disaster in individual cases.
But, Mr. Speaker, what we complained of, in relation to the
policy of hon. gentlemen opposite, was this: that, at a time
wl en ihey saw industries being closed; that, at a tinewhon
they saw commerce paralyzed; that, at a time when
the causes of these results were apparent to every man;
that at the time when merchants came from every part
of this Dominion and interviewed the Finance Minister of
th, day, and gave him data upon which he could go ifhehad
been willing to accept their opinion, and if it were not for
the unfortunate character he had, of believing that ho alone
understood commercial matters, and that those engaged in
commerce knew nothing about them; that, at the time
when this condition of things existed, they took the ground
that it was not for the Government or for Parliament to int rfere in the slightest degree to remove those evils or mitigate those disasters. What we said at that time was that
while the Government were not responsible for all the
disasters which had come upon the country, they were responsible for not taking all reasonable methods of removing
those evils, so far as their removal was within the power of
Legislative action. That was said by Conservative speakers
in this House, and on Conservative platforms in the country.
The hon. gentleman has stated that the prosperity which
this country is enjoying was not in consequence of the
National Policy, because bank stocks were lower in 1879
than they were in 1878. Does the hon. gentleman pretend
to say that that was a fair statement to make to this House?
Does not the hon. gentleman know that in 1879 we had a most
disastrous bank failure in the city of Montreal-the failure of
the Consolidated Bank-resulting not from any condition of
things arising out of the National Policy, but resulting from
a condition of things which had been going on for years,
as the investigation proved, and which must always prove
disastrous to any banking institution which adopted them.
le must know that in the presence of that crisis brought
about by this failure, bank stocks did go down ; but does be
pretend to say that the National Policy had anything to do
with producing that effect ? Policies of this kind

are put upon the Statute-book, but the mere enactment of
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that Government was a menace to the continuance of that
policy resulted in the fact that the popular vote and almost
the representative vote of the people went with the Conservative party, in spite of the fact that hon, gentlemen
warned the people not to be alarmed about the National
Policy-that it was safe, at uny rate, and that no one was
going to interfere with it. Hon. gentlemen opposite have
chosen to commence the new Parliament by a new attack
on that policy. They have chosen to corne here and in the
first speech made on that subject they have revived aIl the
old arguments which they ought by this time to be ashamed
of, in order, if they can, to create a publi impression
against that policy. These hon. gentlemen are not wise;
they have learned nothing by the lessons of the past. We,
on this side, can afford to smile while 'bey detounce the
National Policy. Every word they utter against it, every
suggestion they make that it is not in the interests
of this country, is a warning to the people of Canada
that they are not to be trasted ; and I venture to say that
when the calm, deliberate, clear speech of the hon. Finance
Minister delivered to-night, in which ho not only explained
the financial position of this country, not only vindicated
the policy of which ho may well be proud of being the
author, in this House, but in which ho indicated by the
changes he has suggested that that policy is the fixed, irrevocable policy of the Conservative party-when that speech
goes to the country to-morrow, when the people of Canada
from one end to the other rend and ponder over i, and
when they read the speech of the hon. gentleman who has
taken the position offinancial exponeat for the Opposition,
and find in it all the old attacks-find in it all the old wellbeaten paths trodden over again in the effort to diminish
the influence of the Conservative party, they wili bu confirmed in the feeling they have already, and which they so
strongly manifested in June last,.and will declare that these
mon who can learn nothing by the experience of the past,
are not the men who should be entrusted in any way with
the administration of the affairs of a groat country like
this.
Mr. HESSON moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to; and (at 1:25 o'clock a.m.) the House
adjourned.
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sncb policies does not immediately produce the beneficial
changes expected from them. These are produced by
The SpzAKER took the Chair at Throe o'cbock.
subsequent events; they are produced by the gradual,
steady, developing effects which follow the operation of
ParYEas.
these Tariffs; and we may fairly say, so far as the National
Policy is concerned, that the Conservative party has reason
ASSETS OF INSOLVENT TRADERS.
to look back upon the last four years with considerable
Mr. CURRAN introduced Bill (No. 99) to provide for
pride. We know that hon. gentlemen opposite were so
confident of the feeling of the people of this country that,at the distribution of the assets of insolvent traders.
the recent elections which took place in the Province of
Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the non. gentleman will give an
Ontario, they implored the people everywhero not toe
believe that the National Policy had anything to do with explanation cf the principles cf hit3rneaure.
Mr. CURRAN. I would much prefer that my hon.
the contest; they warned every man who ventured to
speak upon that subject, that ho was speaking of a matter friend would wait until the Bill l printed. I may say that
which was not in issue in the election; that the Govern- the Bill is one which was prepared by the Montreal Board
ment did not intend to interfere in any respect with the of Trade after great care and deliberation, and that it makes
Yet even in that several very important changes in the law,and that it, to some
operation of the National Policy.
Province of Ontario, which they have always claimed was extent, resembles an Insolvent Act. One of its provisionsis
a Liberal Province, under, not the Gerrymandering, Act of that the person who shall take charge of an estate of an
hon. gentlemen on this side ot the House, but under an insolvent shall be a guardian. In all places where the
arrangement ot the constituencies made by their own number of inhabitants does not exceed 20,000, the sheriff of
friends, so strong was the feeling of the people the locality shall be the guardian, in ther places ho shall
of that Province that the possibility of the existence of I be appointed by the Board of Trade. In no ease, however,
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inserted by the Private BIls Committee were limitations in
point of value, and were to the effect that these corporations should not hold more land than would be equivalent to
$50,000 a year at 4 per cent. on the value of the land.
But there was no provision for ascertaining the value of
the land, and my suggestion was that it would be a very
long time before the corporations would come to the conclusion that its present value would produce more than it
did when it first came into their possession. The true
policy is, that tbey shall not be limited to the quantity of
land, but that it shall not be allowed to stagnate in their
hands ; but that they shall not hold it for more than ton
years, unless it is for their own occupation. I do not wish
to assimilate this Bill to the University of Saskatchewan
Bill. The principles of the two are different ; but the
Mr. CURRAN. There is provision for compulsory insol- question whether we shall allow the holding of land in
mortmain in perpetuity applies to both, and they should be
vency, but n> provision for discharge.
treated alike.
Bill read the first time.
Mr. ROYAL. With due deference to the bon. gentleman,
my humble opinion is that this Bill should properly be
LES REVÉREINDS PÈRES OBLATS DU NORDbrought before the Council of the North-West Territory,
OUEST.
and not before this House. But as that Council bas not had
Mr. ROYAL moved the third reading of Bill (No. 19) to any meetings for over two years, personsseeking incorporaincorporate Les Révérends Pères Oblats de Marie Imma- Lion have to come before this House at a great deal of
trouble and expense. Now, it is to be expected that before
culée des Territoires du Nord-Ouest.
ton years the North-West Territories will be divided into
Mr. BLAKIE. lu accordance with the notice which I several Provinces, with organized Legislatures ; and it will
gave on the action of the House with reference to the Bill be the duty of persons seeking corporate powers like these
for the incorporation of the University of Saskatchewan, I to go to those Legislatures. I believe it will be in the
move:
power of those Legislatures to adopt any principle with
That the said Bill be re-committed jo a Committee of the Whole, regard to mortmain that they think proper, and it must not
with instrucLions that they have power to amend the Fame, by adding be lost sight ofthat we are legislating here in the place of
thereto the following words:-" Provided that the said curporation those Local Parliaments. No doubt it is the teîdency of
shall within ten years after its acquisition ot any real estate, depart
with so muck of such real estate as is not required for the actual use this Parliament to encroach too largely upon matters which
belong exclusively to Local- Legislatures; and this Act of
and occupation or other like purposes of the corporation."
incorporation of the Saskatchewan University and several
Mr. ROYAL. I do not know whether the hon. gentle- other Bills from the North-West make our functions purely
man wants to assimilate this Bill to the Bill relating to the local ones. I believe this tendency ought to be discouraged,
University of Saskatehewan ; but I really fail to see the at least by this House. However, the adoption of my hon.
proviso. I would be extremoly obliged to the hon. gentle- friend's amendment would only leave this corporato body
man if ho would state the object of this proviso, because I under the necessity of coming again before the Local Logisbelieve it is simply covered by the other provision of the lature, when constituted and organized in the North-West
Bill.
Territory, either to amend this proviso if adopted by
Mr. BLAKE. I regret the hon. member was not in his this flouse, or get some other legislation that will
place on severar previous occasions on which I explained enact their requirements. As seen by the preamble, the
the purpose of this provision. But I may say, for the infor- object of incorporation is deflned, and in clauses three and
mation of my hon. friend, that the purpose is to avoid the four the corporation binds itself to acq uire no property,
possibility of corporations in the North-West Territories real and personal, except for its uses and purposes. By clause
holding in perpetuity in mortmain large quantities of land eleven, the corporation will, at all times, be subject to make,
not required for their own actual use. There is no desire to when required, a full return of their property to the Gover
prevent corporations of this description obtaining endow- nor in Council. This does away with the proviso to the
ment@ of real estate. It is natural and reasonable that in extent that ought to be desired by hon. members of this
that country, the principal portion of whose wealth is now, flouse. It makes the proviso useless. However, as in the
and for a long time will be, land, should bc free to obtain other case, the proviso of the hon. gentleman has been
gifts and donations of land ; but it is quite consistent with adopted, it is useless for me to oppose it very strongly. I
that freedom that they should be required within a reason- will content myself with expressing once more my regret
able time to dispose of the land so held. As i have already that the Council of the North-West Territories has not
stated, this question came up in the Province of Ontario been clothed with the neceesary power to dispose of such
about fourteon years ago, and the general rale thon laid cases of legislation. It is most unfair to subject those perdown, and invariably acted upon, so far as I know, with sons seeking corporate powers to come over 2,000 miles, in
reference to all corporations seeking endowment in land, some cases, for a deed of incorporation. The expense
was that the extent to which they obtained land should not resulting to them, and the impossibility of our underbe limited; but that the period during which they held land, standing their requirements, make our legislation in
not for their own occupation, should be limited to seven such matters very undesirable. As the proviso has alyears. Some friends suggested to me that I might, without ready been adopted in another Bill of incorporation, it
being unreasonable, propose a more liberal period, and in would be useless for me to oppose it. But I must again
compliance with their recommendation, though with some express my regret that we have to deal with such logishesitation, I did propose ten years instead of seven. The lation.
hon. member will observe that both in this Bill and that
Motion agreed to; Bill considered in Committee, amended,
relating to the University of Saskatchewan, the limitations reported, and read the third time and pamsed.
shall the guardian be the liquidator of the estate,"but hoeis
to retain possession of the estate for a certain time until the
oreditors have met and have appointed a liqiidator; but the
liquidator shall not be the guardian,or anyone connected with
him, directly or indirectly. The general principles of the
Bill, with regard to the distribution of estates, are pretty
much the same as mightbe expected in a measure ofthis kind,
except that the procodure is sornewhat different. The Bill
is a long one, and I have not bai time to master all its details;
but coming, as it does, from a body like the Board of Trade
of Montreal, I think it is, at all events, entitled to the consideration of the House.
Mr. BLAKE. Is there any provision for compulsory
liquidations, or any provision for discharge ?
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be prejudioed. I am satisfred that this Bil will alter
entirely the relations that exist between the borrowers and
this company. It will offer a premium, to this company
to charge 2 per cent. more, and I think it anuanfair and ýan
unjust thing. I think the piomoter of the Bill would de
well to introduce some clause whioh would prevent this injustice, otherwise I shall have to vote against the Bill.
Common sense teaches us thaît if we give this company the
privilege of charging 8 per cent., when they have three or
four hundred thousand dollars out at 6 per cent., they will
increase their rate of interest. If the promoter of the Bill
can show me soma method by which those who have barrowed four, five or six years ago can be protected in the
contracts they have made, I shall vote for the Bill; if not,
I shall feel it my duty to oppose it.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I do not see how the hon.
gentleman can consistently act as ho has just stated, because, after al, the bargains made or contracts entered into
botween theecompany and borrowers cannot be interfered
with, any more than any other contract with individuals
can be interfered with.
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman misunderstands me.
What I wished to say was, that this Bill offered inducements
to the company to force the conditions of the contract.
Sir H ECTOR LANGEVIN. The case stands thus : the
borrower had borrowed money from the company at 6
per cent., and a contract bas been entered into between the
company and the borrower. So long as the borrower fulfils the conditions of the contract, the company cannot
foreclose and go back on the contract. Will the hon. gentleman ask Parliament lhat, although as regards future
loans, it is proposed to give this company only the samo
privileges that had been granted to other loan companies ?
We shall take advantage of that fact to this extent-that
when borrowers at 6 per cent. shall not faulfil the conditions of their contracts, the company shall not have the
right to foreclose, but shall be compelled to continue the
loans. Such action would be very unjust. We cannot
take the position of interforing between the company and
borrowers. Parliament bas given the company the right
to loan money at a certain rate. It has taken advantage of
that right, and borrowers have entered into contract with it.
So long as the borrowers falfil the conditions of the contract,
they cannot be broken. But how can the hon. gentleman
prevent the company from foreclosing if borrowers do not
fulfil the conditions of their contract? Will ho declare, by
this Bill, that, although the borrowers do not fulfil the conditions, the company cannot foreclose, but shall be obliged
to continue the loans without having the advantáge of the
clauses in the contract now existing? Surely the hon.
gentleman cannot take that ground, for it is a ground that
is untenable. When it was proposed to place this company
on the same footing as all loan companies, it was objected
that, if Parliament gave it the right to loan money at 8 per
cent., there were other charges made by the company
which would increase the rate to 9 or 10 per cent. So soon,
as this point was brought before the notice of the promoters
of the ill, he agreed that the whole amount to be paid by
the borrower in future should not exceoed 8 per cent, thereby placing it on precisely the same footing as other ceompanies, and it would be very unfair now to interfere between
the present borrowers and the company.

The louse resumed the further consideration of Mr.
Desjardin's proposel motion for the third reading of Bill
(No. 22) respectig the Crédit FoncierîFranco-Canadien, the
Mtion ofMr. Auger in amendment thereto, and the motion
of Mr. Ouimet in amendment to the proposed amendment.
Mr. DESJARDINS. I accept the amendrment to the
amend ment.
House again resolved itself into Committee of the Whole.
Bill amended and reported.
Mr. AUGER. As this Bill has been amended twice, I
ask that the third reading be postoned till to-morrow, in
order that the atnendments may bprinted, and that the
members of the louse may see what they are. The
amendments are more than the original Bill.
Mr. DESJARDINS. The Bill has not been remodelled at
all. The only amendment of any importance is that which has
just been adopted, and I see no reason for postponing the third
reading unles it is to delay the Bill. I move that the
Bill be now read the third ti me.
Mr. BLAKE. It is very unusual, when a Bill has been
amended in Committee, to take the third reading the same
day when any hon. member obj3cts. I suppose there are
perhaps eight Pi ivate Bills still to come on, and there cannot
be the slightest d:nger that the third reading of this Bill can
b imperilled. It is the usual course ofthe Flouse when an
hon. member suggests a postponement of the third reading,
to allow it to be postponed. I do not say that these are two
distinct stages, but they are two steps in the progress of
tho BIl ; and I think that, for the future, we had botter agree
that they shall succeed one another on the same day, even
though there may bave been an amendment in Committee.,
Mr. BLANCHET. It is not usual to have a Bill reprinted at every one of its different stages, except when it is
remodelled. The Rule apphies only to readings of Bills.
lt has been so decided by Speaker Anglin; and during my
time it was usual to go into Committee to report the BihI,
and read it the third time the same day. The Rules of the
lIouse, and with its practice, apply only to one reading a
day.
Mr. BLAKE. I distinctly stated that I considered this but
two stops-not two stages. Iquite agree with the hon.gentieman that it is perfectly within the Rule, and within the
practice, when there has been a new amendment made in Committee. But it is not in accordance with the general principle,
I think, to take the Bill from the Committee of the Whole,
and read it immediately when an hon. member has objected.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In certain cases it is quite
true that the flouse bas ordered a Bill to stand over to theî
next stage for the third reading after an amendment has
been made, but that is not the general practice. Re.
peatedly Bills, after having gone into Committee of the
Whole, and been reported to the House, have been recommitted once or twice, and have even then been read the third
time the same day. Of course, I do not suppose there is
the slightest danger that this Bill wiIl be delayed more
than twenty-four hours by the course that is suggested, and
I think the promoter of the Bill would do well to consent
to leave the third reading for to-morrow. Some fifty or1
sixty hon. gentlemen have Private Bills before the tiouse,
and they will all be interested in getting this Bill removed
Mr. BRECKEN. A large sum of money has beun invested
from the paper to-morrow, and, as the hon. member for in Prince Edward Island by the company, and, I suppose, the
Shefford insists upon it, I would suggest that the third objection raised by my bon. colleague (Mr. Davies) is, that
reading be taken to-morrow.
when power is given to this company to increase the rate of
Mr. DAVIES. There aire a number of hon. me mbers in this interest, it will naturally become very sharp with borrowers
House, who, I may e.ate, will teel it their duty to oppose1 who do not pay their interest according to the conditions of
the third readiig, unless some provision is made by which1 the mortgage, because it will be to the interest of the comthe interest of aetuaa borrowers of the company may not pany to foreclose under powoe of sale. That very likely
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will be the effect of it; but I agree with the hon. Minister
of Public Works, that it would be novel legislation to place
a clause in the Bill to protect mon who do not perform the
conditions of their contracts. I take it that the borrowersfor I wish to see the borrowers protected as much as does
my hon. colleague-will occupy precisely the same position
as do borrowers when a change takes place in the môney
market, and there is a rise in the value of money. We know
that it is sometimes difficult to obtain more than 6 percent.
on good investments in real estate, and perhaps twelve
months afterwards 7 or 8 per cent. can easily be obtained.
Lenders of money are then very sharp, and when borrowers for a term of years do not perform the conditions of
I agree that if the terms
their contracts, they foreclose.
of the contracts, which are usually for ten years, are performed by borrowers, it will not be within the power of
the company to make any demands upon them; so I do
not understand how the suggestion of my hon. colleague could
be carried out, for it would be legislating to protect a
borrower who failed to fulfil the terms of his contract.
Mr. DESJARDINS. I think the explanations offered by
the hon. Minister of Public Works, and the hon. member for
Queen's (Mr. Brecken), are sufficient answers to the remarks
of the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies). I think no
one can contend that the Bill, as effered, can have any retroactive effect as regards loans already made. To accept the
suggestion of the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies),
would be to offer a premium to those borrowers who neglect to fulfil the conditions of their contract, and I do not
know how the hon. gentleman can really propose an amendment in that direction. It is impossible that this House
should accept it unless it seeks to interfere between the
company and its borrowers. I see no reason why there
should be further delay in passing the Bill, which has been
discussed in all its phases, overy reasonable amendment
offered having been accepted; and I do not think oither the
public, or the House, would be bonefited by a further delay
of twenty-four hours. So I must insist on the third reading
of the Bill, if I am entitled to it.
Mr. ORTON. I think, perhaps, a plan could be devised
by which borrowers should be notified of the new powers
obtained by the company, whereby they would be empowered to charge 8 per cent. on new loans. I have no
doubt that the effect of giving this enlarged power to the
company will be to cause them to try to induce borrowers
at 6 per cent. to allow their interest to become overdue,
after which the company would say: "We will foreclose the
mortgage, but if you borrow money at 8 per cent. we
will not proceed against your estate."
Mr. MACKENZIE. The only objection to the Bill is,
that there is any limitation, which 1.think will be useless.
Now, I do not see how such a provision as is suggested,
could possibly be framed; and, in the next place, I do not
think there is any danger of such a thing happening, as
my hon. friend from Queen's thinks may happen. We
know that all last year the rate of interest earned by companies in the west, at Toronto, did not exceed 6j per cent.
on the average, simply because money was plentiful. It is
somewhat scarcer now, owing to the operation ofthe National
Policy, and prices are dearer; but money can be got without any difficulty at under 8 per cent., even now, I think;
and in any case, I am not able myself to support any propositio which would impose any restriction on the dealing
in any commodity; and money, in my opinion, is simply a
commodity.
Mr. AUGER. I have the honor to move that this Bill
be not now read the third time, but that it be read this day six
months.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Last year I votedagainst' this
Bill, whon introduced by my friends of the Credit
Mr. Bazczxx.

Foncier, on the ground that they had obtained certain
special privileges in thoir charter, on the promise being
given to the people of this country that they would loan
money at 6 per cent. They have since, however, abandoned
those special privileges, and they come to us now as any
other lean company would, for the purpose of obtaining
power to loan at the same rate as do other companies, at
the lowest rate in fact charged by any company. I think
it proper to point out the fact, that, as I understand it, this
is not an increase from 6 to 8 per cent., but really from 7 to 8.
Mr. BLAKE. No.
Mr. MACKENZIE. Yes.
Mr. WHITE. As I understand it, the power that they
hact before, was to charge 6 per cent, and 1 per cent.
commission.
Mr. BLAKE. When they charge 1 per cent. for administration, it was specially provided by our Act that it should
be included in the 6 per cent.
Mr. WHITE. By the Act of last Session ?
Mr. BLAKE. No; but by the Dominion Act which is
repealed by this Bill.
Mr. WHITE. If this be the case, I do not see any special
necessity for putting in the amendment which was proposed
the other night.
Mr. BLAKE. Because that would have given them 9
per cent.
Mr. WHITE. Because it would simply be the old Act
after all.
Mr. BLAKE. No.
Mr. WHITE. And they would be exactly in the same
position, if by our legislation they could not charge a commission.
Mr. BLAKE. But they could charge a commission.
Mr. WHITE. They will simply have their position
changed ; and are to be able to chargé 8 per cent. instead
of 6 per cent. with all their conditions exactly in the same
way as before. Whether this be the case or not, this factis
to be borne in mind, and I make this statement simply
because of my vote last Se-sion - ih at this company now
stood in exactly the same position as does any other company. When particular loans expire which they have
given, if money is worth more than 6 per cent, in the
country, probably they will seek to foreclose mortgages,
and re-loan to the parties, if they were willing to take
money from them, at 8 percent. ; but if, on the other hand,
money is not worth 8 per cent., they will probably go on
like other companies, at less than 8 per cent., and the loans
will continue in the saine way ; but, Mr. Speaker, inasmuch
as they come here simply like any other company, having
given up their special privileges, and the privilege of charging anything for administration, I think we cannot do
otherwise than put them in the same position as are
other companies which loan money in the country.
Mr. DAVIES. I find that I was misunderstood by the
hon. member for East York, in the explanation which I
gave. I do not oppose the Bill because the company seeks
to charge 8 per cent., or because this is too high, or too low
a rate. I quite agree wilh him in the principle h has laid
down-that no limitation should b put upon the rate
charged. The point we make is this: Years ago we passed
a Bill allowing them to charge 6 per cent., and say a party
has borrôwed from them $1,000 at that rate. At the time
ho made the contract, ho knew very well that if ho broke
it, they had no inducement to foreclose the mortgage, because they could not re-loan the money at a higher rate
than 6 per cent.; but now we come in while contracts are
pending, and remove this distinction, allowing the company,
if they foreclose, to charge 2 per cent. more, and offering a
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plain inducement of 2 per cent. to the company to foreclose
every existing mortgage; that is the ground on which I
protest.
Motion, 6 months' hoist (Mr. Auger) negatived on the
following division :Messieurs
Allen,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain,
Burpee (Sunbnry),
Cjampbell (Renfrew),
Catudal,
Cook',

Davies,
Farrow,
Fisher,
Gillmor,

Allison,
Arnyot,
Baker<7Victoria),
Barnard,
Beaty,
Béchard,
Bell,
Benoit,
Benson,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Bernier,
Billy,
Blake,
Blanchet,
Blondeau,
Bolduc,
Bossé,
Bowell,
Brecken,
Bryson,
Burnham,
Burus,
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Inrerness),
Cameron (Victoria),
Campbell (Victoria),
Carling,
Caron,
Casey,
Cimon,
Cochrane,

Cockburn,

Colby,
Costigan,
Coughlin,
Coursol,
Curran,
Cuthbert,
Daly,
Daoust,
Dawson,
De Beaujeu,
Desaulniers,
Desj rdîn6,
Dicinson,
Dugas,
Dandas,
Dupont,

Harley,
Innis,
Irvine,
Jackson,
Keefler,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
McMillan (Huron),
McCraney,
M ire,
McNeill,

Plttf,
Ray,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springr,
Vail
Wheler,
White (Hastings),
wilson,
Yeo.-35.

NiT
Messieurs
Ferguson(Leeds-Gren), Massue,
Ferguson (Welland), Méthot,
Mitchel,
Forbes,
Foster,
Montplaisir,
Muloek,
Fréchette,
Gagné,e)Bin
Orton,
Geoffrion,
Paint,
Gigault,
Gironard (Jac.-Cartier)Paterson (Brant),
Patterson (Essex),
Girouard (Kent),
Piekard,
Gordon,
Pinsonneault,
Grandbois,
Pope,
Guilbault,
Reid,
Guillet,
Richey,
Gunn,
Hackett,
Rinfret,
Ross (iear),
Haggarte
Ross Middes,r),
Hall,
Royal,
Hawkins,
Rykert,
Hay,
Scott,
Besson,
Small,
Bhikey,
Billiard,
Smyth,
sproule,
Homer,
Sutherland (Oxford),
Hurteau,
Sutherland (Selkirk),
veso,

Jarniegon,

Tassé,

Taylor,
Kilvert,
Tilley,
Kinney,
Trow,
Kranz,
Tupper (Cumberland),
Labrosse,
Tupper (Picton),
Landry,
Tyrwhitt,
Langevin,
Valin,
Laurier,
Vanasse,
LE sage,
Wallace (Albert),
Livingstone,
Macdonald (sir John), Wallace (York),
McDonald(Cape Breton) Watson,
Weldon,
Mackenzie,
Wells,
Mackintosh,
Macmillan (Middlesex), White (Cardwell),
MeMillan (Vaudreuil), White (Renfrew),
Wigle
Mccallum,
Williams
McCarthy,
Wood (Brockville),
McDougald,
Wood(Westmoreland)et
Mclsaac,
Wright.-145.
McLelan,

Bill read the third time, and passed.
KINGSTON AND PEMBROKE RAILWAY.
Mr. GUNN moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee on Bill (No. 36) to amend the Act incorporating
the Kingston and Pembroke Railway Company, and the
Act amending the same.
Motion agreed to; and the House resolved itself into Committee.
(In the Committee.)
to strike out the following words commoved
Mr. GUNN
mencing in 19th line, 1st clause: "Said point to be at the
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village of Renfrew, or the village of Cobden, or at some
point between Renfrew and Cobden."
Mr. HAGGART. Before that amendment is put, I wish
to offer on it a few observations. This point was well considered in the Committee, and the reasons for framing the
clause as it is were then very fully given. The town and oeunty
of Renfrew has given a bonus of $8,000, and exemption
from taxes for twenty years, to the Kingston and Pembroke
Railway Company, on condition of its coming to the village
of Renfrew; and by this clause, which is proposed in
amendment to the Bill as it came from the Committee, the
company would be enabled to avoid the village of Renfrew
altogether, and leave it, as it were, off the main lino.
What the people of Renfrew want is, that the conditions
which were embodied in the by-law shall be carried out in
meaning, if not in letter-that is, that the main lineof the
road shall go to the village of Renfrew. That is the conditions upon which they gave the bonus and exempted them
from taxation for the next twenty years. That clause was
embodied in the charter of the company in the Railway
Committee, and now the proposition of the promoter
of the Bill is, that it be struck out, thus enabling the railroad
company to adopt any line they choose. I believe the principle to be a correct one, that the lineof anyroads to which
we grant charters should be defined, and that no company
should be enabled to offer inducements to different villages
for the purpose of obtaining bonuses from therm. The House
should insist that the contract which was entered into with
the village of Renfrew should be carried out as to the main
line, and if they wish to go to Eganvilie they have the
option of doiug so.
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. This bonus which was given to
the Kingston and Pembroke Railway, was given on condition that the line should be built to the village of Renfrew,
before, I think, the 31st of December, 1883, and they were
to put up certain station buildings and shopin the village.
No bonus was to be paid until these conditions were performed. At that time, the branch to Eganville was not
thought of-in fact it was not thought of until three months
after the bonus was voted. If the Committee will notice
the terns of the amendment which was made in the Railway Committee, they will see that the hon. gentleman is
altogether in error, because it efers only to the branch line
-not to the main line which may go to Renfrew, or may
not. That is a question which does not come into consideration so far as the amendment is concerned. The Railway
Committee did not say that this branch line should start
from Renfrew, or from Cobden, which is fourteen miles
distant from Renfrew; and this shows that the Committee
did not think of the question of bonus when they inserted
that provision. When the condition was inserted in the
Bill, there was no evidence given as to whother it was a
convenient starting point or not; and it depends on the
reports of the Engineers where the branch line shall start
from. It may start from Renfrew, or from Cobden, or from
some place between those two points, and why should the
House insert a condition which may compel the company
to build a branch lino there, or four or five miles longer
than is necessary? I do not think the people of Renfrew
have any legitimate excuse for asking Parliament to start
the line'at some particular place, as that is a matter which
depends on the reports of the Engineers.
Mr. BLAKE. I am unable to agree with the hon, gentleman who has just spoken. The hon. member for South
Lanark (Mr. Vgart) proposed the limitation in the
Railway Committee. The promoter of the Bill accepted
that limitation there, and there was consequently very
little discussion in the Committee, simply because there
was no conflict there. Had not the promoter of the Bill
accepted the suggestion, we would no doubt have had a
discussion of the local questions involved, and all the
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materials brought before us upon which any particular
claims of the village of Renfrew may rest. I agree entirely
with the hon. member for Lanark as to the general view
that we are too vague altogether in reference to the routes
of railways of which we authorize the construction. There
is ne very close restriction imposed by this amendment,
because there are fourteen miles within which the company may start the branch lino to Eganville; but if that
arrangement is not feasible the Railway Committee is the
proper place to settle the question. We cannot here go
into the evidence as to whether a particular line is the
proper one or not, or as to what contract, if any, was
entered into with the village of Renfrew. For two reasons,
I think, if any change is to be made, the proper course is to
refer the Bill back te the Railway Committee: first, because
there was a unanimous agreement as to this particular
matter; and, second, because it would be objectionable to
leave the route wholly undefined, as it is proposed to be
done.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think the suggestion made
by the hon. member for West Durham is a good one. It is
quite true that the Bill was not amended in the Committee,
and it is also true, as the hon. gentleman bas stated, that
this fact was not the result of any discussion, but of ana
agreement made between the parties; and if there be any
misapprehension the best plan would be to refer the Bill
back to the Railway Committee, where the question may
be fully considered and dealt with satisfactorily.
Mr. BLAXiE. I did ut intend to suggest the reference
back ; but I say, if this Committee is disposed to make the
amendment, the reference should be made as a preliminary
course.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. What influenced me in the
Committee was the impression I derived, from a very brief
interchange of observation, that the terms upon which
the subsidy had been obtained from the village of Renfrew
were being violated. Consequently, so far as I am concerned, I concurred in the present amendment. It is now
stated that this was a misapprehension-that the bonus
was voted three months before this question of a branch line
oame up at all. I think, therefore, the wiser course, would
be to refer the Bill back to the Railway Committee.
Hr. IIAGGART. The proposition as to the main line
was that it should go to the village of Renfrew. They intend
to run their lino, then, from some point on the main lino to
Lake Nipissing. I suppose power will be asked for, at
some future day, to extend the road irom Eganville to Nipissing. Then it wilI no longer be a branch, but part of the
main line, and there will be two or three miles oi road running to the town of Renfrew. Will not Renftew then be ou
the branch, and Eganville on the main lino, no matter what
name you may call it?
e_.
Mr. WHTE (Renfrew). I think the proposition that
this Bill should be referred back to the Railway Committee
is a very proper one. Those who were present at the discussion of the Bill before that Committee, will remember
that the hon. gentleman in charge of it consented to the
insertion of these words in this clause; and I have not yet
heard any reason from that hon. gentleman why the words
should now be struck out. It is true, as suggested by the
hon. member for South Lanark, and by the hon. member
for West Durham, that we do grant powers to railway companies which are too extensive in regard to the building of
branches from the main line. The hon. the Speaker stated
that the company who had put their money into the railway
had a right to say what point they would select as their
point of divergence; but the bon. gentleman will remember
that the Kingston and Pembroke Company were authorized
to build a road from Kingston to Pembroke, and that the
Ontario Legislature largely subsidized that road. If the
Mr BLAMR.
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Bill be allowed to pass in its present shape, there is no
guarantee that the point of divergence on the main lino may
not be at some point south or east of Renfrew, or that the
road will ever reach the point which its original charter
intended, but that the line may go to Eganville, and thence
to the Georgian Bay. I think he Bill should go back to
the Railway Committee, and that the people of the town
of ,Renfrew should havelian opportunity of giving such
evidence in favor of the point of divergence being at Renfrew, or at some point westward.
Mr. MACKENZIE. I suppose the hon. gentleman will
propose, if the company do not carry out their original
agreement, that the Government should pay back the
bonus.
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I have no objection.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I think the proposition that
the Bill should go back to the Railway Committee is a proper one. For my part, I should like to see the provisions
of this bonus by-law; but this is not the place to enquire
into that question. I do not think that we should dictate
to a railway company the route they should select, so
long as we define the points. We define here Egansville
as a point to which a branch shall be built from the main
line. We cannot suppose that the company will build any
other than the shortest and the most advantageous line, as
they are building it with their own money. i do not quite
see the force of the observations of the hon. member for
South Lanark as to the right of the town of Renfrew to dictate to the company where they shall build their branch.
I can understand that the town bas the right to see that
the condition of their by-laws are fulfilled; but I do not see
that it has prescribed anything with reference to this proposed branch. But I think the Railway Committee is the
proper place for these suggestions to be considered.
Mr. GUNN moved that the Bill be referred back to the
Railway Committee.
Motion agreed to; and Bill reported, and referred back
to the Committee on Railways, Canals and Telegraph Lines.
TUE ACADIA POWDER COMPANY.
Mr. TUPPER moved that the louse resolve itself into
Committee on Bill (No. 40) to grant certain powers to the
Acadia Powder Company.
Motion agreed to; and Bill considered in Committee and
reported.
Mr. TUPPER moved the third reading of the Bill.
Mr. BLAKE asked that the third reading be postponed,
as the Private Bills Committee had sent this Bill back with
the report that it had not deait with the question of jurisdiction; and the hon. member for Bellechasse, who had taken
the most interest in Committee, was not in his seat.
Motion withdrawn.
PRESBYTERLAN MINISTERS' WIDOWS' AND
ORPHANS' FUND.
Mr. RICHEY moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee on Bill (No. 63) to amalgamate the Presbyteri.an
Ministers', Widows' and Orpihans' Fund, in connection with
the Presbyterian Church of the Lower Provinces, and the
Widows' and Orphaus' Fund o ithe Pesbyterian Churoh in
the Maritime Provinces, in connection with the Church of
Scotland, and to create a corporation to administer such
funds.
Motion agreed to; and the House resolved itself into
Committee.
(In the Committee.)

Mr. RICHEY. In reference to the first clause it lias been
discovered, since the Bill was reported, that certain word&
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were omitted.from the printed copies, which were.in the
original drift. I now move to substitute a clause of which
I have given notice for that whioh stands as the first claue.
The oniy alteration is to insert the usual words which were
omitted : "For giving succession and the commun seal, and
power to sue and be sued."
Bill reported.
BILL IN COMMITTER.
The following Bill was considered in Committee, and
reported Bill (No. 75) to incorporate the Board of Management of'
the Church and Manse Building Ftnd of the Presbyterian,
Chaich in Canada, for Manitoba and the North-West.- (Mr.
Ross, Lisgar.)
THE DOMINION PHOSPHATE AND MINING COMPANY.
Mr. GAMERON (Victoria) moved tha t the House resolve
itself into -Comiittee on Bill (No. 49) to incorporate the
Dominion Phosphate and Mining Company.
Motion agreed to; and the House resolved itself into
ÇCommittee•.
(In the Committee.)
On the second clause,
Mr. BLAKE.

It

seems

to me

rather

strange, that

although this company is to commence with a paid-up
stock of only $75,O0, it may be allowed tu increase tu

$1,000,000.

I suppose the company
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria).
expects to begin business in a small way and extend
it. No donbt the development cf phosphates in that region
is capable of great extension. The sum of $75,000 may be
suffioient to commence with, and if they extend their operations no doubt they would need a much larger capital.
On the third clause,
Mx. BLAKE. It seeins to me that the eightlh sub-sectioii
is an unuual and -exceptional provision. I do not see why
we should make special provision for the winding up of this
particular crompany, when we have a general law previding for the winding up of all companies.
Mr. CAMB8RON. The reason is this: Supposing it
invests its capital in a phosphate mine, and after four or
five years that mine becomes exhausted, and they are not
disposed tu go on with their operations any furthier, surely
there ought to be some provision to facilitate their winding
up without compelling tuem togo to the expensive process
of winding up by special applicaLion for an Act of Parliament.
Mr. BLAKE. That would apply tu any company
engaged in any mining enterprise at all. We ought tu consider the principles upon which we arrange for powers to
wind up a company, which involve not only the question of a
company's internai affairs, and how its assets shall be distributed, but also the question of its liabilities tu the publie.
I am not aware that we have heretofore provided, in any
Private Bill, for the winding -upof-the corporation. I believe
we have left it either to the.general law, or to such special
laws as have been passed fr'om time to time for the winding
Tp of corporations.
Mr. -CAMERON. The protection given tu the public in
the winding up of this company is very ample. It requires
to-be advertised for three months that the creditors may
come iii, and requires the consent of two-thirds in value of
the stokholders. Surely there .s no possibility of wrong
being doue,
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Mr. BLAKE. I do not agree with the hon. gentleman.
To say that unless the creditors have a notice in the Canada
Gazette, or some other paper, for three inonths, and unleos
they shall heur of this affair, or bappen to see the newspaper,
and put in their claim, the whole asbets of the company
may be taken and divided between the shareholders, is not
only wrong for those who happen not to have heard it, but
it seems to me to be a most extraordinary and unsafe -provision. Those companies are noL capable of boing dissolved
except by some prosess of law ; but in this Bill it is
arranged that this company shall be wound up and its
assets divided, even althougli the creditors may not have
seen the notice in the newspapers and in the Official Gazette.
Mr. CAMERON. There is a clause in the Bill providing
that, after notices have been given "thereupon or after
such date, upon the said secretary or managing director
filing a certificate, vorified by his oath or solemn affirmation
with the Secretary of State in Canada, representing that the
company is not indebted nor under any cotitracts or obligations future or present, with or towards any person or
persons whatsoever." I think that this provision affords
ample protection to the public.
Mr. BLAKE. The question is, whether this House is
prepared to adopt a proposition to insert in Bills for incorporation of such companies 2 ciause empowering the company upon giving notice in a newspaper and in the Offcial
Gazette. If so, 1et us understand it; and a general law
should be passed providing that all companies of this description may be wound up in this way. But it seems to be a
very novel, and, so far as I know, an unprecedented appli.
cation, and it should not be applied to one company uniese
applied to all. I move that sub-section eight of clause three
be struck out.
Mr. CAMEPON (Victoria). I was not present on the
Private Bills Committee when this Bill passed through. I
am not aware whether any official reasons were given for
the insertion of this clause beyond those I have stated, but I
fail to see any objection to thii clause being incorporated in
the Bill. I do not know whether the Government have
any objection to it or not. The duration of business will,
ïa ail pi-obabilay, be limited.

Mr. IVES. W hen this Bill was discused in the Private
Bills Committee an objection similar to that raised by the
hon. member for West Durhamiwas made to this clause.
1 am not aware that any special reasons were urged why
the clause should be inserted; but it was contended that this
provision was similar to a provision in the Geneî al Act, and

that there was no reason why it should not be inserted, and
as a majority of the Committee favored the clause it was
adopted.
Mr. BLAKE. If no special reason was represented to the
Private Bilt Committee I wholly fail to see why this House
should pass a special law for the winding up of this particular company.
Mr. HALL. I was not on the Private Bills Committee
when this Bill was before it, and there may have been
reasons given why special advantage should be extended to this company. Although some of the incorporators are foreigners they are not strangers to the country.
They have been largely engaged in developing the mining
interests of the Eastern Townships, and they have carried on
business very successfully and very satisfactority. They came
to the relief of our mining industries at a time of general
depression, and they have restored those interests to succeesful operation. They now seek to extend their operation in
this vicinity by developing the phosphate interests of the
Ottawa Vadley. This company is different to an ordinary
one seeking incorporation ; it is not like a company lumorated Lor manniaoturi4g purposes, the extent of whose opera.

tions you can tell u advanoe.

This is in the nature ofanex.
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periment, and, with gentlemen of means and standing who
have been so suecessful in the past atthe head of the company,
there seems to be no impropriety in providing that they
shall have the power to wind up the affairs of the company
nnder the regulations laid down in the Bill. After giving
notices it is provided that the managing directors shall declare under oath that the company is not indebted, nor under
any contracts or obligations. Undei these circumstances,
and in view of the record of the incorporators in this country, it seems to me exception might be made in their favor,
and opportunity given them to wind up the company as
provided in the Bill, if it should not be found successful.
Mr. BLAKE. It is utterty impossible to adopt a particular law for one company, because of the special responsibilities of the incorporators, and not extend it to other
companies. We assume that all incorporators are honest
and responsible persons. There is no provision against
transfer of stock, and therefox o the eompany may b e
wound up by different persons from the original incorporators. I have looked at the Jcint Stock Companies' Act of
1869, and I find no such provision as was mentioned by the
hon. member for Victoria.
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Mr. CA MERON (Victoria). If all the meetings had to
be held in Canada, it would involve four or five gentlemen
coming, perhaps, from New York or some other point in
the United States, at an expense of $50 to $60 each, once a
month, or whenever it might be necessary to attend a
meeting, with reference to the current business of the company, whieh could be as well transacted there.
Mr. JAMIESON. I was, I think, the member of the
Private Bills Committee who objected to the provision that
the head office of the company might be located either in
the United States or in Canada. There was also considerable discussion with reference to the provision that the
majority of the directors might be resident out of Canada;
and it seemed to be the desire of the Committee to allow
the majority ofthe directors to be aliens, while the head
office, at all events, should be placed in the Dominion; but I
do not see that there can be any reasonable objection to
allowing the direcfors to hold meetings on the part of the
company ont of Canada. Of course it is the poliey of the
Government to bring as much rapital as possible into the
country, and I do not think that any obstacles should be
thrown in the way of parties residing out of the Dominion
who desire to employ capital in Canada. This should be
encouraged, and, in my opinion, the proposition of the hon.
member from Victoria is a very proper one.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). Probably the sense of the
louse will be met by striking out the words "and of its
directors," so that all the meetings of the shareholders shall
be held in Canada, at the head office of the company. I
will, consequently, simply move that the words in the second
line, "of its directors," be struck out.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think that this would
meet the objection, as it will permit them to hold their
unofficial meetings where it may be most convenient to
themselves.
Mr. BLAKE. The meetings of the company occur perhaps once a year, but the meetings of directors, who have
extensive powers like these, will conduct the whole business. I only desire to know if this rule of allowing them to
be held ont of the country is the one which is to be adopted
by the Government, or concurred in by the Committee in
like cases.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I do not see why, in cases
like this, where a capital is foireign, the directors should
not be allowed to manage their business in the country in
which they reside. The result of being too stringent in
this respect would be to drive foreign money out of the
country.
Mr. CARON. Though the feeling of the Committee appeared to be that the general meetings should be held in
Canada, I did not understand that the sane rule was to be
applied to monthly or weekly meetings of the directors for
the purpose of transacting ordinary business, To apply
such a rule would be to impose a great deal of inconvenience
and expense upon the directors.
Bill reported, read the third time, and passed.
It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). It was the bon. member
for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) who said he understood that the provision was similar to one contained in the
General Act. No reason has been adduced why the louse
should not provide in a Bill of this kind for the winding up
of the company if they see fit, so long as care is taken that
the public interest shall not be prejudiced, more particularly
aq the company is of that character which will, in all probability, cause the company to cease to exist after a few
years, which is not the case with some other companies.
A banking company, or a manufacturing company, do not
contemplate being wound up; but where the company is
incorporated and depends for its existence on the extent to
which phosphates are discovered, and the market available
for the product and other causes of that character, it seems
only reasonable that we should give it the power to wind
up when its business ceases to be profitable. The fact that
it has not been the practice to insert provisions of this kind
in such Bills, is not a suicient reason why we should not
insert such a provision now, if it is fair and reasounable.
This provision answers that description, and should be inserted. I am informed that this provision for winding up
is copied verbati ni from a General Act passed by the Ontario
L-gislature last Session; and that is no doubt the Act
to which the hon. member for Richmoid and Wolfo referred.
Now titis company, apparently, would prefer to be wound up
voluntarily before it might become insolvent if its business
ceased to be profitable; and I think that this would be
much more desirable, than for it to go on and carry on business when its business ceased to pay, and then be compelled
to come and petition for winding up powers. In clause five, I
move to insert after the first line, the words "and general
meetings of the company," and strike out " and of its
Directors," The company is quite content that its headquarters should be in Canada, and that its general meetings
should always be hold here ; but it does not wish to be so
tied down, that the meetings of the directors shall necessarily take place here. i believe that the parties who propose
After Recess.
to incorporate this company are all, or mostly al], Americans;
the capital is to come from the United States, and they wish
TIIRD READINGS.
to have the power to hold meetings of the directors out of
Canada.
The following Bills were severally considered in Comnmittee,
reported, read the third time and passed
Private
The
question.
Mr. BLAKE. That is a general
Bill (No. 10) to provide for the amalgamation of the Bank
Bills Committee, I think, amended the Bill so as to provide
that the meeting of the company, as wellas its headquarters, of Nova Scotia with the Union Bank of Prince Edward
shoulid bc located in Canada; and it is for the Committee to Iland.-(Kr. Tupper.)
Bill (No. 67) respecting the Citizens' Insurance Company
decide the general question, as to how far they should be
Of Canada, limited.-(Mr. Curran.)
altered.

à&r. H.
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Bill (No. 23) further to reduce the capital stock of the
Quebec Life Assurance Company.-(Mr. Bossé.)
Bill (No. 29) to incorporate the Bank of London in Canada -(Mi. Dawson.)
NORTIERN RAILWAY

COMPANY OF

CANADA.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 93) respecting the Northern Railway Company of
Canada.
Mr. BLAKE asked for explanations.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) said he was unable to give any
information, as he simply meved on behalf of Mr. Cameron.
His object was to bar the Bill brought before the Railway
Committee, and he did not bind himself to support or
oppose its provisions, not having yet examined the Bill.
Mr. BLAKE. I am sorry that the second reading should
be proposed of an amendment of this importance to the
public without any explanation of it boing given, I
do not know whether the attention of Government bas
been called to this measure, but having regard to
the fact that the public interest is very deeply
concerned it is only reasonable to expect they should
have looked at the provisions of this Bill. I do not feel
disposed to let it go to the Railway Committee of
without pointing out to the House what seem to me very
objectionable provisions. The legislation in reference to the
Northern Rai lway Company's securities is of an old date and
has been almost continuous. Before Confederation the
bonded debt, whicb amounted to a very large sum of money,
and stood first, was postponed once or twice, until, at the
time of Confederation, it stood second or third in rank-the
first rank being the first preference bonds amounting to
£650,000 sterling and the second rank the second preference
bonds amounting to £283,900 sterling. By an Act passed
in the first Session of the first Canadian Parliament, third
preference bonds were authorized of £50,000 sterling in
A's, and £100,000 sterling in B's. One-half the latter
were issued to the Government, so that the Government, by
the arrangement then made, became the holder of £50,000
in the second preference bonds which are dealt with by this
Bill, and £50,000 in the third preference bonds. Thore was
an Act passed in 1871 and an Act passed in 1872,
both authorizing the leasing of certain rail ways, and in each
case authorizing a guarantee of the land of these railways and
security so arranged for as stood of a higher rank ;
so that in 1872 the position of the Government was that it
held £50,000 of the second preference bonds, and £50,000
of the third class bonds, and a lien of some millions of dol
lars below that. There was a proposal made in 1872 for a
settlement of the Northern Railway debts for £100,000,
which was not accepted; and subsequently, in 18î5, the
hon. member for East York inade another proposal that the
debt should be settled for £100 000 in cash, and certain
arrears of interest, and the Government should. retain the
twe sets of securities for the arrears of interest, I think,
making about double the former proposal. That proposal
was agreed to. In the same year, 1875, a general Northern
Railway Act was passed, consolidating their legislation and
providing for their securities in a very ample manner. By
that Act power was given to the Northern Railway Company, upon the maturity of any of their bonds of any rank,
to issue new bonds to the amount that would be necessary
for the redemption of the bonds which were maturing, and
to place them in the same rank. Such a power they now
have. Now, they are not satisfied, it seems, with that
power, and the second preference bonds being about to
mature, they are asking that we should pass a law to allow
them to issue perpetually terminable bonds of the same
rank as the second preference, not merely of the amount
that is necessary to redeem the second preferences,
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but to such an amount as that the interest charged
shall be no greater than the interest charged upon
the present set of preferences-in a word, they are
expecting, and rightly, no doubt, from the improved condition of the country, the market, and perhaps the improved condition of the railway, that they will be able, if
we allow them to issue second preference securities, to issue
them at a lower rate of interest than 6 per cent, the result
of which will be that they will get a larger amount of
capital than is necessary to redeem the expiring
bonds. If they were to make an issue at 5 instead
of 6 per cent., for the amount of interest which
they a>k authority to emit, they would procure a capital
of £340,680 instead of £282,900, which is the amount ofthe
second preference bonds, making an excess of £56,780,
which they would have for other purposes. Now, the practical result of that is as if a farmer mortgiged his farm to
somebody for $5,000 at 10 per cent., and then made you a
second mortgage for $2,500 at 10 per cent. When the first
mortgage matures, if he came and said to you: I can borrow
money cheaper than at 10 per cent., I can borrow it ut 6
per cent., and so 1 want to borrow $8,000 at 6 per cent. and
put it before your mortgage for $2,500. Yon will be ail the
better off because the interest charged would be only $4.80
instead of $5. That is what we practically propose. We
propose a Bill to givo them the power to increase the capital
charged aht ad of the third preference bonds A and B, and
the preference stock amounting to several bundred thousand dollars which bas been issued undor the logislation of
1875. Now, not merely are the private investors in the
preference bonds A and B, and in the preference stock,
interested in this mode of legislation, but the public also,
for the public is a holder of£50,000 of these third preference
B's. But I object to the proposal which they, having ample
power under the 3lst sec. of the Act of 1875, to emit bonds
of the same rank and standing as the third preference bonds
as is necessary to redeem the second preference bonds, that
they should now come here and ask this Legislature to allow
them to emit as much bonds as will involve an annual
charge of £17,380-or whatever the interest is-in order
that they may raise enough to redeem the second preference bonds, and also some more money for the general
purpos s of the road. I say that would be an improper
interference with the rights of the private holders of the
subsequent securities, and a detrimental interference with
the rights of this country. Supposing, ultimately,
when the new bonds matured, that they could not raise
money to redeem them ut the rate of 5 per cent. -which they
may expect to emit them at now, they would have to pro.
vide for a new issue, with a nominal amount of the proposed
presont issue, of some £340,000. 1 see that the hon. gentleman catches the idea. I am only anxious it should be
clearly stated now. Well, Sir, the Bill also proposes a
clause which, I think, demands very earnest enquiry. I do
not thoroughly understand the gist of it; but it seems to me
to be dangerous. As I have said, former legislation
authorizes the leasing of certain railways and the guaran.
teeing of an obligation to pay 1he rents, but these rents
were a certain proportion of the gross earnings of the railways. Another clause in the Bill is that the railways
should have power to guarantee the debts of the leased railways to an amount represented by the rent. That makes a
positive and absolute charge higher up than some of its outstanding securities, not dependent on the traffic of this
railway, but positive and absolute, and, therefore, it may be,
a larger charge than the increased charge, to the prejudice
of the security holders. Then the Bill contains another
extraordinary clause, which seems designed to give absolute and unlimited power to this railway company to
expropriate such lands as the directors deem necessary for
the purposes of the railway, going beyond their own Act
and going beyond the Consolidated Railway Act. It oould
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not be more liberal if you were dealing with the Canadian
Pacifie Railway-and I need not say more than that. Now,
Sir, considering that the president of this company is a
member of the Government, and that one of its directors is
a brother of another member of the Government, I should
have sxipposed the Government would know something
about this Bill, but it seems to me that with all these
peculiar advantages they have had for obtaining information as to the character of this legislation, they have not
yet acquired from their colleagues any of these details. I
would refer them to the hon. Minister of Justice and to
the hon. Frank Smith, and I hope that with their assistance
they may be able to amend some of the objectionable
features of this legislation before it goes much further.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. -I may say that my attention
has been specially directed to the point which the leader
of the Opposition has just referred to, and that was the
power given the company of expropriation which as he has
said, was a very unlimited pùwer ; and it was proposed,
when the Bill went to the Committee, to deal with that
subject.
Bill read the second time.
DUTY ON LAND PLASTER.

ApiL

2,

of the Province of that name, the advantage of having an
office of the Intercolonial Railway ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say, for the information of the hon. gentleman, that the Intercolonial Railway
had an agent already in the capital of the Province of
Quebec, near the St. Louis Hotel, and it is not proposed to
appoint any other officer at present.
FERRY BOATS ON THE ST. LAWRENCE.
Mr. L ANDRY enquired, Whether the Government have
come Vo an understanding with the proprietors of the
North Shore Railway, la relation to the construction of
ferry boats to ply between the eastern terminus of that
road and the western terminus of the Intercolonial Railway;
and if so, what that understanding is?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The Government have not
come to any understanding with the proprietors of the
North Shore Railway in relation to the construction of
ferry boats to ply between the northern terminus of that
road and the western terminus of the Intercolonial Railway
as yet.

PASSENGER ACCOMMODATION AT "THE
CROSSING."
Mr. LANDRY enquired, Whether the Government have
come to any understanding with the Grand Trunk Railway
Company and with the Quebec Central Railway Company for
thejoint construction, at the locality called " The Crossing,"
of a station to be used by the three companies; and if so,
what the understanding is ?
HIGH COMMISSIONER IN ENGLAND.
Sir CHA RLES TUPPER. No understanding has yet
been
arrived at.
Mr. BLAKE enquired, Whether an understanding has
been reached that Sir Charles Tppper is to succeed Sir
IMPROVEMENTS AT PORT ALBERT HARBOR.
Alexander Galt?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The only answer I can
Mr. CAMERON (Huron), in moving for a return of a copy
properly give to that is, that no offer has been made to my of all i eports, plans, and surveys made by the Government
hon. friend who sits near me, and, consequently, there has Engineers of Port Albert Harbor, in the Oounty of Huronbeen no acceptance.
and a copy of the estimate of the costs of extending the
piers at said harbor-and of all correspondence between the
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF VANCOUVER ISLAND. Port Albert Pier Company and the Government, respecting
said harbor, said: I beg to draw the attention of the hon.
Mr. GORDON enquired, Is it the intention of the Gov- Minister of Public Works to this matter. He knows someernment to make provision for a more extended geological thing of it, and that the work is of very considerable
survey of Vancouver Island, the present year?
importance. This harbor is situated on the east shore
Sir JOHN A. MACDO)NALD.
As I understand from of Lake Huron, and a very considerable amount of
the director of the GeologicalSurvey, Prof. Selwyn, it is the trade is done at Port Albert.
The hon. gentleman
intention, as far as possible, to use the chief force on the some years ago expended, and properly expended, a
mainland; but, perhaps, ha may be able to send some per- very considerable sum of money on works there. Last
soni this year to the Island.
year $2,200 were expended and some useful and valuable
work was done; and so much alive did the hon. gentleman
appear to be to the necessity of continuing and completing
PIER AT WESTPORT, N.S.
the work, that he sent an engineer from the Department
Mr. VAIL enquired, Whether any portion of the 2,000 there during last summer or fali, and had a survey made of
provided in the Supplementary Estimates of last year for a the harbor, and an estimate prepared of-the additional work
public pier at Westport, Digby Count , bas been expended; required for the purpose of making really useful the
if not, when is it intended the work shall be commenced, works already constructed. I believe the surveyor
and whether the Government intend to provide an addi- made the survey, and that such survey and specificationil sum for this important work iin the Supplementary tions, together with estimates of costs, are now in
Estimates of the present year?
the Department. I trust the hon. Minister will find
Sir HECrOR LANGEVIN. It is true that last Session it consistent with his position to carry out the suggestions
Parliament voted $2,000, but its exp, nditure was allowed made by the engineer, Mr. Grey, to expend a still larger
to stand, as further enquiry was necessary, and that has not sum of money there, otberwise I fear very nuch the works
already constructed there would be of little value. I am
yet been made.
told that the cost would not be very much to make the
INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY AND QUEBEC CITY. work perfect and suitable for the trade. I observe there is
nothing in the Estimates for this work, but I hope the hon.
Mr. LANDRY enquired, Whether it ethe
s
intention of gentleman will be able - to place some amount therein to
the Gevernment to give to the City of Quebec, the capital complete it.
Mr. BLÀxE.
Mr. WHELER enquired, Whether it is the intention
of the Government to reduce or repeal the duty on land
plaster imported from the United States for fortilizing purposes, during the present Session ?
Sir LEOTARD TILLEY. It is not the intention of the
Goverun.ent to change the duty.
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Mr. FARROW. I am very glad the hon. member for
West Huron has moved for these papers, and spoken so
favorably with respect to Port Albert Harbor. It is known
to this House that since 1872, I have paid al] the attention within my power to having something donc to the
harbor, and my efforts have not been in vain in the past. In
1873, I think I was the means of obtaining a grant from the
hon. Minister, who now so ably presides over the Public
Works Department, of the sum of $4,000, which was very
thankfully received by myself, and more thankfully received
by the people of Port Albert. They feel to this day very
grateful to the Minister, and I am glad to know that he is
inclined at all times to listen to our representations for heip
in that quarter. While on my feet, I may state that after
we went out of power in 1873, very frequently I went
to the then Premier and Minister of Public Works, in
this relation; but I could get nothing from him, and
I may add that my hon. f'iend from West Huron, who
was in the Hlouse at the time, never came to my assistance on those occasions. 1 will not, however, treat him
in the same spirit, but will second his endeavors, and
do ail I can to aid him in this direction. My hon. friend
now represents this particular part of Huron, but formerly
I did so, and, I may say, I feel a deep interest in all that
pertains to Port Albert Harbor, and I am very glad to state
that the hon. Minister of Public Works has given me, in
this connection, great encouragement. He las a sum of
money unexpended, and he will use it for dredging, &c.;
indeed he manifests a very liberal spirit, and I hope he will
see his way clear, if not this Session, at all events, during
another year, to give us about $6,000, in order to make a
complete job of it. What we want is this-we nay as well
not be mealy-mouthed about it, and if we ask for a pretty
large sun, we may get one-halfSir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Then you had better ask
for twelve.
Mr. FARROW. Well, I would ask for $12,000 if I
thought I would get $6,000, but the harbor is not in a satisfactory condition at the present time. It is a natural barbor and it las been of great use to the people in the neighborhood, who are very far from our railway. This small
harbor is of great advantage to the people for the shipment
of grain, timber, cord-wood, bark, staves and a great many
other commodities, What is required is an extension of the pier about 300 feet into the lake. This, with
some dredging, wiil make it a very fine harbor. When
this is 4one we will not trôuble the Government in this relation for agreat many years, and I have no doubt that our
prosperity will continue during the coming year. The bon.
Minister of Public Works will sec his way clear to granting
us $5,000 or $6,000, or probably more if we need it.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I will bring down the papers
I must say, I have always
asked for with great pleasure.
taken a great deal of interest in this work during the last
ton or eteven years. True, there was a slight interregnum
of five years, during which it appears that this, my pet
work was neglected, but, I suppose, that the intention
was to enable me to do more for this locality than would
otherwise be possible. The surveys and examinations whicb
were lately made, have not yet been examined by me; but,
I hope to be able to do this during the present week. Ard,
although I cannot promise the hon. gentleman any vote now,
nevertheless, I shall look into the matter, and sec whether I
wili be justified in submitting any proposition to my colleagues before the Supplementary Estimates are brought down.
Motion agreed to.
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of February, asking for a copy of all correspôndence, &c.,
relative to the constriction of an extension of the St. Jean
Port Joli Wharf, in the County of L'Islet, in giving the date
of the memorandum which is found at the end of these documents, and the timo when it was submitted to the hon.
Minister of Public Works, by lenry F. Perley, Chief
Engineer, said : Mr. Speaker. In making this motion, I
wish to give and obtain a few words of explanation concerning the papers produced relative to the St. Jean Port Joli
Wharf.. I hold in my hand this correspondence ; attached
to these papers is a document, which is the report of Mr.
Perley, engineer, stating that it was when the contract, or
when the application for the contract had been submitted to
the hon. Minister of Public Works, that it vas discovered,
as is set forth in the memorandum, tbat the work was
te be given by contract. and not by tender. There is
no date to this memorandum; it does not appear, moreover,
ut what time the engineer submitted this memorandum;
there is a strange omission in the correspondence exchanged between the Department and certain personsin the
county of L'Islet. I have taken a great deal of interest
in the con>truction of the St. Jean Port Joli Wharf, at
each Session since 1878. I asked that the works commenced on this wharf should be continued, because these
works were net only of local, but of general utility for the
navigation of the St. Lawrence River, especially at that
point called "La Traverse," and that it afforded means for
having a port of refuge or a shelter for vessels in distres@,
especially towards the end of the season of navigation. We
must remember that there were some years ago a large
number of vessels in distress on the shoro beyond La
Traverse-among others, the Rona, the Nola, &o. This was
the reason which called for the construction of this wharf.
In 1876 I earnestly interested myseif, as did aliso the municipality in this neighborhood, which was so much in need
of the wharf as a local amelioration, ia order to induce the
then hon. First Minister, the present hon. member for
East York, to

make an

appropriation

for this work.

I had much difñiculty in obtaining it, and it was only by
proving to him in a clear andpractical manner that it was
not only a local benefit, but a necessity in the general interests of commerce and navigation. that he consentedto make
an appropriation of 82,000 to assist tho construction of the
wharf. The municipality itselffurnished the sum of $2,0CO.
It was to this sum and the subsidy of the Government that
we owe the construction of the wharf as it exists ut
present. This wharf was constructed in the best manner
as regards the solidity of the work, and in a most
exceptionally economical manner, and the result is that
the construction of the wharf only cost $1.25 to $1.2ti

per cubie yard, whilst the estimates made in the Department of Public Works, and by other engineers and archi-

tects, give a minimum of $2, and sometimes as high as
$2.50, and even $3; so that with the subsidy froin the
Government and the $2,000 voted by the muricipality,
we sucoeeded in making a very useful work for the mimicipality and for the general commerce. Now, as I just
remarked, I at several preceding Sessions made a demand
for an additional grant in order to enlarge this wharf, and
notwithstanding my importunity, notwithstanding all the
zeal I could bring to bear on the subject, I could not succeed
in obtaining it. It is true that, personally, I had no claims
for favors from the Government. But the county which
I represent, and whose interests ought to be considered,
should have received this grant. Finally the justice of
the demand was recognized, perhaps owing te the incident
of the General Elections which took place on the 20th of
June last, and the sum of $4,700 was placed in the Estimates
for this extension. This concidence, the benevolence of the
EXTENSION OF THE ST. JEAN PORT JOLI WHARF. Goverument finding itself on the eveof the elections, had the
Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation) in moving for a return, to effeet of awakening a little public opinion on this subsupplement the return to an Order of the liouse of the 21st sidy, in a most opportune time. I have in my hands the
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correspondence of Mr. Charles Marcotte, member. of the'
Provincial Assembly, who laid before the Government the
necessity of spending a few hundred dollars for the L'Islet
wharf; he asks at the same time, that the works on the St.
Jean Port Joli wharf be undertaken as soon as possible. In
order that this correspondence may be better understood,
perhaps, it would be better for me to read the letter of Mr.
Charles Marcotte as it is not long. It is datod on the 19th
May, 1882:
"Sin H. LÂNGEviN, K.C.B.,
IOttawa.

"Sn,-I am instructed by Mr. Taché of the Department of Agiculture, I think, to request you to permit Prosper Plourde, of L'Islet, to
make alittleiimprovement to the wharfofL'Islet, the expense not exceeding one hundred dollars. This improvement consists in replacing
planks, building ladders, &c. It is necessary that Mr. Prosper Plourde
be appointed guardian of the wharf.
" This gentleman is willing to undertake charge of the work without
remuneration, in order to permit offree use of the wharf, as ordinarily
the wharf is covered with plank and timbers, and it is impossible to
drive a conveyance on it. "

Here is the most important part of the letter:

dIt is necessary that the work on the St. Jeaa Port Joli Wharf be
done by day work, and that Mr. Alphonse Gingras, of St. Jean Port
Joli, be the overseer."
This is important, for, as this is dated the 19th May, Mr'
Gingras was one of the candidates who had to be induced to
withdraw from the contest. I think the bon. Minister of
Public Works knows something about it.
hlbis Mr. Gingras
was appointed, and his mouth was closed.
Mr. LANDRY. With a plank.
Mr. CASGRAIN. Yes, with a plank. A short time afterwards, that is to say, on the 2 Ith May, 1882, a hurried reply
'
was sent to Mr. Charles Marcotte:
"1 am inatructed to inform yon that, pursuant to the request contained in the letter of the 19th May, the Engineer-in-Chief of the Department is authorized to expend the sum of $100 for repairs on the wharf at
L'Islet, and alseo .to commence the works at St. Jean Port Joli. Mr,
Prosper Plourde, of L'Islet, and Mr. Alphonse Gingras, of St. Jean Port
Joli, will superintend these works in their respective municipalities."

Thus as soon as the demand was made, the answer was sent,
and the request acceded to. All this took place before the
20th June. At this same date the Secretary of the Public
Works Department writes to Mr. Perley :
" The hon. the Minister authorizes you to cause the works of the St.
Jean Port Joli pier proceeded with under the vote of the last Session,
and Alphonse Gingras of that place to superintend their execution.
Payments in connection with these works cannot be made until after
the lat July, 1882."

After this letter was despatched the election of the 20th
June, in the county of L'Islet, took place, and my hon.
friend the Minister of Public Works attached an extreme
importance to the works. He even.came in advance to visit
the St. Jean Port Joli wharf, and promised what would be
done. Naturally, after the official promise of the Minister, it
was expected that the work would be done. But on the 3rd
July, Mr. Gingras, who was some time previous appointed,
complains that the order to commence work bas not arrived.
lere is what ho says:
"I am impatiently awaiting your orders to commence the works on
the 8t. Jean Port Joli wharf. Al the men requisite to perform the
work have been engaged, and are only awaiting my instructions to put
them to work. I am surprised to see that Mr. G. P Bender bas not yet
received the necessary orders to commence the work. A reply instructing me te commence the work is anxiously looked for.
"Yours very devotedly,
4 ALPEHONSE GTNGRAS."

Matters rested there until I demanded an answer, at the
commenceméntof the Session, from the Government through
the Minister of Public Works, if it was really the intention
of the Government to extend the wharf in question? The
first answer which I received was the customary one. . "The
matter is under consderation." I persevere a little, how-
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ever, when I undertake anything which concerne my
county. I approached the subject a second time, and I
asked the Government if it was their intention to again
appropriate the sum previously voted? This time I learned
it was the intention of the Government to avail themselves
of the vote in questi'rn and go on with the work. I must
interpret this formal declaration in the most favorable light,
and I interpret it in that light accordingly. Now, in the
public interest and in the interest of ny county especially, I would like to know after the first promise made
to me, what was the date of that memorandum, and at
what timo it was placed before the hon. Ministers;
because, it appears to me there was, if I may so express
it, a change of opinion.
It was decided at one time,
to proceed with the works at once, to build them by
day work, to employ a certain superintendent, but, as
soon as the elections were over, a different conclusion
was come to. Was it deception ? Will the country believe
it bas been deceived ? At least many believe they have
been duped. It will be well, if the Government can
give an explanation which will justify their conduct subsequent to the election. I attach a great deal of importance
to this wharf on account of its public utility. I desire to
invite the attention of the Government, and especially of the
bon. Minister of Public Works, to the construction of these
works in proper season.
When these works were first
commenced, I took care myself to see that they were
commenced as soon as possible in the season, in order
to avoid the necessity of working in the autumn season
when the we.ather is cold and the days short. We
succeeded in finishing the first wharf in good season, and
the consequence was that it was built very much cheaper
than if it had been built at a time wheîi the workmen would
lose a great deal of time. The hon. -Minister of Publie
Works will permit me to observe that if the credit is not
again voted, it will be necessary to use the money already
voted before the end of the fiscal year, that is, before the
lst of July. Again, if the contracts are not given immediately, if notices are not given in order to attain the object
the Government has in view- the speedy complotion of the
work-the 1st of July will soon pass; we will not then be
able to spend the moneys which have not been voted anew,
and it will be necessary to await a new vote from the House.
At present, whatever may have been the motives which
have changed the intentions of the Government, and have
induced them to postpone the completion of these works,
although the Government may have been disappointed in
not being able to carry the election in the county of
L'Islet as easily as they expected, it is not because my
humble self is here that the county should suffer, and I
expect front the Government, notwithstanding they have an
opponent in me, that they will render justice to the county
of L'Islet. I rely on the French Canadian patriotism of the
hon. Minister of Public Works to do justice to my county
as to ail others.
Mr. LANDRY (Translation). Mr. Speaker: I will o1ly
say a few words in answer to the bon. member from L'Islet
(Mr. Casgrain). The hon. member rep'resents in this House
a county which adjoins my own, and the extraordinary
affection ho manifests towards his constituents, he extends
to a certain extent to mine. Not long ago it occurred to
him to make an excursion into my territory, to hunt in my
Jands, and to hold up for public execration one of my principal supportersMr. CASGRAIN (Translation). Name him.
The hon. member for
Mr. LANDRY (Translation).
L'Islet would liko to know his name; he bas already forgotten it, but I will be able to remind him of it in a moment,
because I have on the Orders of the Day, a motion to that
effect. Three sentiments, it seems to me, animate the soul
of the hon. member from L'Islet-a sentiment of grief, a
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sentiment of pleasure, and a sentiment of vain curiosity.
Al these sentiments, Mr. Speaker, are at war with one
another, and have produced the speech which this House
has just listened to. The hon. member complains that last
year we ignored a gentleman who was opposed to him. It
appears we did not remove enough of such gentlemen, for
if the hon. member eccupies a seat in thisiHouse, it isowing
to the fact that he had two Conservative candidates against
him.
Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation). The other candidate was
not a Conservative.
Mr. LANDRY (Translation).
The hon. member says
that I am mistaken, that the third candidate was not a Conservative. Thon in that case was not the lon. momber responsible for his candidature, and will not the reports current in the county find an echo in the words of the hon.
member ? The hon. member complains that the works on
the St. Jean Port Joli wharf were not undertaken, when
the county was unrepresented, or rather when the county
was literally overrun with the numerous candidates who
solicited its support. But the hon. member again destroys
the effect of this complaint when he adds in his peroration
that he would like to have the works done in a convenient
season, when the days are longest, when nothing is to be
feared from cold weather. Thus it is precisely because this
time had not come or was past, that the Government was
prevented-probably by the report itself of Mr. Perleyand this explains why the Government, in acting as it
did, met the views of the hon. member from L'Islet.
Consequently, the latter made a mistake in allowing
this expression to pierce his oration. The second sentiment which the hon, member gave expression to was
one of joy that the works were again to be resumed. He
thinks that this is due to his efforts; perhaps he does not
know that from all parts of the county, from the leaders
whom heopposed, have come demands that the money voted
last year should be expended this year, and at such times as
the hon. member speaks of, and soon enough to avoid the
inconveniences which he particularized a moment ago. The
third sentiment which seems to explain the two preceding
ones, is that curiosity which is only natural on the part of
the hon. member. I do not know whether it is opprtune and healthy, and whether it possesses all the advantages
of the climate of the county which my hon. friend ropresents. But this curiosity has entered this House; it is
necessary to satisfy it, and it is all about a missing date.
If the hon. member had simply asked the Government at
what date the letter of Mr. Perley was written, he would
have been answered immediately, whilst now with Lis
motion, everything leads us to believe that it is not the date
at all that ho wants, but something which ho could not
establish in his own county when he was there. Ho invokes
the patriotism of the Government to undertake these works,
and not the patriotism of the Government alono, but the
French Canadian patriotism of the Governmont. Such
an expression surprises me, and I can find no argument
in reply to the enthusiastic appeal of the hon. member.
The still greater reason of publie interest which the hon.
member seems to invoke is that this light is opposite La
Traverse. lie las not told us, Mr. Speaker, what traverse:
I suspect that his life has been dotted with traverses, and that
he experienced many of them in his late elcetion. Ho wants
this wharf to put an end to all his traverses. In this light I
think it would be vory patriotie on the part of tho Government toe comply with his appeal, not reiterated will I say,
becaue the voiceoofthe lion. member is se!dom heard, when
itis a question of working for the interests of his county.
This is the first time that we have had the pleasurse of hearing him express himself with the patriotic French Canadian
accent. In the matter of the public interest, Mr. Speaker, I
think that the county of Montmagny offers greater advan-
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tages ; and if the hon. member looks at the question fiom
this stand-point, I have no doubt that the Goverument, in
causing a profound. exploration to be made, will arrive at
the conclusion that the basin of Montmagny will botter
realize the object desirel by the hon. member, and I believe
that if the Government wishes to commit itself to an excess
-of Fren ch Canadian patriotism-if I may be permitted to use
the expression of the hon. member from L'Islet, itwill do s
in favor of the côunty of Montmagny.
Sir HECTOR L ANGEVIN (Translation). Mr. Speaker:
In reply to the hon. member froim L'Islet, I may observe
that I have no objection to give the date of the memorandum
which ends the return which was presented the other
day; but as for giving him the date at which it was
submitted to the hon. Minister of Public Works, I must
ask tho hon. niembor to excuse me from doing so. I
cannot give him this information-whieh is Departmental
information for the Minister and lis employé. There would
not be the least inconvenience to give it to him, but the
hon. member ought to understand that I cannot commence
to tell him at what day of the week, at what hour of the
day, whother it was the evening or the morning, that I have
my official duties with the officers of my Department. If
the bon. member desires his motion to be adopted, ho must
abandon that part of it, or I must ask the House to refuse
his motion. As to the date of this memorandum, I am able
to tell him now that it was the 9th of March of last year.
Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation). If tho on. Minister will
pardon me I will venture to tell him that th date cannot
be the 9th Mai-ch last year; it must b3 the 9th March last.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). It is the 9th
of March ultimo. IL is a memorandum which was made by
Mr. Perley for me. Ie advises me as to the condition of
the matter. I do not think that the hon. member can gain
anything by having this date. What does six or eight
months amount tor after the date which he speaks of ; this
can have no significance. As to Mr. Gingras, of whom ho
speaks, he wishes the country to infer that he sold himself
in consideration of employment or in the hope of employmont. The hon. membor is entirely mistaken. Mr.
Gingras is not a man to sell himself. He did not sell himself. Mr. Gingras was not advised by my Department,
nor by any official of my Department, that he would
ho employed. It was the intention to employ him in
case the works went on, but as I decided not to undertake the work, ho was not employed. As to the condition that the payment of the works, if any were constructed
before the lst of July, could not be made till after that date,
if the hon. member will take the trouble to examine at
what time the money voted for these works was made payable, ho will see that the money was not at my disposal till
after the 1st of July, and that, consequently, I could not
pay a cent of that money to any one before that time. I
could, of course, lawfully commence the construction of the
work before the 1st of July. There is nothing to prevent
us commencing work at the end of May or the beginning of
June, and paying for them after the lst of July, when the
money is at the disposition of the Minister in conformity
with the vote of Parliament. The hon. member says he
hopos that th Government will not make the county of
L'Islet suffer because it did not carry the county. Although
tho Government has not the advantage of having in this
Chamber a member from L'Islet to sustain them, it is porfectly satisfied with the resuit of the vote, inasmuch as the
tion. member only represents a minority Of the county. At
ail evonts, I congratulate the hon. member for taking so
much interest in his county, and for trying te obtain public
works for it. But the ion. member lai no occasion to give
hinself so much trouble in the matter of these works at
L'Islet, and at St. Jean Port Joli, for the intention of my
Dlepartment, as I said the other day, was not to let this sub-
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sidy be lost, but, on the contrary, to use it as I said the
other day. The hon. member need not fear that the first
of July will arrive, and that, the works not being com
pleted, the subsidy will be lost. The Department understands exactly what it has to do in the premises, and the
money which Parliament gave it for these works will be
certainly expended for them. I would ask the hon. gentleman to amend his motion by lcaving out the last part of it.
Mr. CASGRAIN. I have no objection to amending the
motion as the hon. gentleman suggests. I may say, however, I have gained the object I bad in view by ascertaining
that the report of Mr. Perley came after the first question
I made on the subjct-when I asked the Governnient
whetherthey did not intend tocontinue the work atthisplace?
This memorandum was put in after all the correspondence ;
and I suspected before, what I am sure of now, that it
wa~s put iai as a cover, and for the purpose of giving a
plausible reason for the work not having been proceeded
with immediately after the election. The date of this
memorandum is the 8th of March last-not the 8th of
March, 1882-so that I repeat that it was put there to
cover all the correspondence, and I say that such a fact is
not at all creditable to any Government.
Sir -HECTOR LANGEVIN. The bon. gentleman is quite
mistaken. The correspondence was ended just before, and
that sheet of paper was added for the purpose of making
the correspondence intelligible, for without it the information sought by the hon. gentleman would not have been
given. Mr. Perley made me this short memorandum to
show what occurred, though we had no documents in the
Department. The hon. gentleman, instead of finding fault
with the Department, should feel thankful for having
obtained that information, for the correspondence might
have been confined to the other papers and omitted this
one, and thon the bon. gentleman would have had everything I had in my Department.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Apologise.
Mr. CASGRAIN. I wish I could, but I cannot.
Motion, as amended, agreed to.
LAWS IRESPECTING THE SALE OF INTOXICANTS.
Mr. BLAKE, in moving for copies of despatches on the
subject of Canadian and Provincial laws as to the imposition of restrictions on the sale of intoxicating drinks,
and of reports and Orders in Council in reference to such
despatches, said : I observe by the English Parliamentary
Reports that some montbs ago application was made by the
Imperial Government to this Government, and perhaps to
other Colonial Governments, for information on the subject
of Canadian and Provincial laws respecting the imposition
of restrictions on the sale of intoxicating drinks; and so long
ago as the 29th of November last an Order in Council was
passed, transmitting a memorandum from the hon. Minister
of Justice giving full information on the subject of the laws
in relation to that question. I have made the motion
because I think it would be interesting to have that correspondence brought down to us. While I am on my feet, I
wish to say that we passed an Order of the House a littie
while ago, calling for ail correspondence between any member of the Government and the licensed victuallers, or any
one on their behalf. The return which bas been brought down
in answer to that Order is incomplete,inasmuch as it is simply
a return from the SecretaryofState declaring that there doce
not appear to be-I presume in is office-~any correspondence
between the Goverument and the icensed victual [ers. It
was not supposed that the correspondence would corne
through the official organ of the Government-the Secretary
of State's office-as the Order was for correspondence with
any member of the Government. What I alluded to in
making the motion was, that a deputation lad visited the
Sir HlElTOR LANGEVIN,

First Minister, that information had been requested by him
of these persons, and that it was announced in the papers
that they had forwarded the information to him for the use
of Council. A return which speaks only of correspondence
with the Government as a whole, and not of correspondence
with any member of the Government, is one which does
not fully answer the Order of the louse. However, having
called attention to tbe fact that the Englisl Parliamentary
papers contain these particular documents, I hopo that we
shall not receive a return from the Secretary of State's
Department, that there does not appear to be any corresponden'ce on the subject.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONARD. As regards the first portion ofthe hon. gentleman's remarks, I would say' that there
was a circular despateh sent by iler Majesty's Government
to allthe colonies, for copies of the lawg respecting the sale
of intoxicating liquors, and a return was made from the
Department of Justice embodying a sort of collation of the
laws. I understarnd that that is what the hon. gentleman
wants.
Mr. BLAKE. Yes.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That will be brought down,
and I think it is in print, so that there need be no delay.
With reference to corresponderce with myself, I cannot at
this moment state whetber I did receive a paper from the
licensed victuallers. If there be such a paper I will bring it
down at once.
INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.
Mr. ROSS (Middlesex) moved for a return showing the
amount paid for rolling stock purchased for the Intercolonial Railway for each year since the lst of July, 1S78, the
nature of such rolling stock, and the place were manufactured; the amount of such roliing stock charged to
capital and revenue respectively, and the amount intended
for the equipment of the Rivière du Loup section and the
Intercolonial Railway proper, respectively.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I shall have great pleasure in
laying upon the Table of the House, the information asked
for by the hon. gentleman, and, I t.hink I shall be able to do
so very shortiy-at ail events, before the Estimates on that
subject are considered.
Motion agreed to.
Mr. ROSS (Middlesex) moved for a return showing the
nature of the rolling stock purchased for the Intercolonial
Railway as contained in the item of $153,853 84 on page
238, Part Il. of the Public Accounts of 1882; the place
where such rolling stock was manufactured, and the price
paid for the different kinds of rolling stock respective]y.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. My attention was called to
this motion, and I have lad prepared a paper containing all
the information required, which I row lay upon the Tatblo
of the louse.
Motion agreed to.
THE BRITISHI VESSEL GENL
Mr. CASGRAIN moved for copies of ail correspondence,
Orders in Councia, documents and communications between
the Sccretary of State and the Department of Marine and
Fishories concerning the aplication of divers sailors in the
port of Quebec praying for a release froin confinement and
te return to sea,&c., at the reque-t of I. Temple, master of
the Britihlà vessel Genii. lIe said: There las been for many
yeurs inIte part of Quebec a custom prevailing among
shipmasters i want of sailors, especially at the end of the
season of navigation, of resorting to the gaol whore sailors
are sometimes detained for breach of discipline or other
trifling offen ces, and tie sailors, on signing the
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necessary articles, are released and put on boa rd must be made to it. The application referred to was sont by
the ship for which thoy are engaged. In thhe the Department of Marine and Fisheries to the Department
month of October last, Captain Temple, of ihe Geni, was con f Justice. From the correspondenco younwill find that
the eve of leaving the port of Quebec, but he lad no sailor s, Captain Temple communieated with the Departmont
by teleso ho went to the Quebec gaol and through the mediunm of a gram, and on that telegram the sailors were released
by
gaoler got four men who were willing te go on board h is order of the Department of Justice. Not being so
alert as
vessel, and who voluntarily signed lhe articles. These me n others, Captain Temple lost the mon. Ail the Department
were G. Hindman, William Palmer, W. Neill, and G. Kenn- did was to order their release, not to hand them over to any
nedy. To make the transaction proper and regular th e one, and the men were obtained by another captain who
captain sent a petition to the Government, through th e was also on the look-out for them and was quicker than
Secretary of State, and also notified, by letter, the Dejar t- Captain Temple.
ment of Marine and Fisheries of that petition. Singulairi
Mr. CASGRAIN. . I have no objection to the Depar-tment
enough no answer at all was received by Captain Teipliy
to his communication to the Department of Marine an e of Justice being included. My object is to ascertain how it
Fisheries. The acknowledgment of the recei pt of the pet i- was that somebody was able to intervene, because the delay
tien was sent to him the day after the petition was sent t wts very short. The captain of the Jane Byre says he
' never received any communication whatever from the Dethe 7th of November. On the 9th of November the TorontcO
partment of Marine and Fisheries, and that the, articles were
JMail got hold of this matter and published an article on il
->
only three days after the communication took place bc actually signed. I have a certificate given by the shipping
tween the captain and the Government. How the .Mail master of Quebec that these men were engaged on a Saturgot hold of the information I leave to the Department t o day evening and put on board at once. The captain, of
explain. Doubtless some of the officials must have lot ou t course, could have at once engaged his men, but ho pretends
the secrets of the Government, but that, of course, is a ver y tbat it was a piece of favoritism exercised to the adsmall matter so far as Captain Temple is concerned, thougi h vantage of James Ross, proprietof. of the other vessel. That
it may be of importance to the Department and the genera ,h is what will appear hereafter.
Motion agreed to.
public. In the meantime another captain, Captain Geddes ,
master of the Greyhound, of York, also wrote asking forr
EXPENSES TO ENGLAND.
those seamen, and ho received from the Department thi
answer, to which I call the attention of the hon. Minister:
Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant) moved for a return show"OrrAwA, 8th November, 1882.
ing the expenses in detail, with dates, incurred by the several
"Sin,-I have to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 3rd inst.
members of the Governnrt, and any other person or

addressed to the Minister of Marine, stating that you had sent a petition n -persons in the service of the Government, sent to Elngland
to the Secretary f Stateprayng for therelease from gaol o·certai
iniprisoned searnen te, enable y ou te, have a fuil crew for your vessel, or elsewhere on behalf of the Government, from 16th
and requesting the Minister of arine to interest himself in your behalt
December, 1880 to the present date.
In repy, I am to inform you that the Minister does not wish to inter
Mr. CAMERON (West Huron). There is no use allowing
fere with the ends of justice and that he has no power to release sailors
or other prisoners confined in gaol for criminal acts.
this motion to pass unless the Government pay some atten"I am, Sir,
tion to it. In the early part of the Session of 1b8, I moved
"Your most obedient servant,
a similar resolution, and the return was brought down in
"WM. SMITH,
1882. Early in the Session of 1882, I moved a similar
"Deputy Minister of Marine, 4c."
resolution, and the return is not yet before the louse. My

Two or three days later, these same men who had been hon. friend may expect to get this return in about twoyears
refused to Captain Temple and Captain Geddes were handed from now, unless the Govcrnment pay more attention to it
over to the master of anotber vessel owned by Mr. James than they did to my r esolutions. The returni is very short, and
G. Ross, of Ross & Co., Quebec. In the face of this letter there is no reason why we should not have it within a week
from the Department, I am at a loss to understand how it or ton days.
was the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries ordered
Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend seems to assume that the
the reloase of these men. I remark that these were not return
will not be very voluminous.
mates but ordmnary seamen, and that the custom had
Motion agreed to.
hitherto prevailed in the port of Quebec of releasing seamen
by telegram. I demand the correspondence to satisfy
CHARGES PREFERRED AGAINST HUBERT
Captain Temple who owns a British vessel, and who comIIÉBERT.
plains of thed iscrimination shown in favor of Mr. J. G.
Ross, a Canadian ship-owner. I think the letter of the hon.
Mr. LANDRY (Translation) in moving for copies of
Minister of Marine and Fisheries goes too far. It is well all charges brought against Hubert Hébert, employed as
known that ho has net the right to release from gaol, buthe chief station master at Montmagny, relative to an accusamay exorcise on behalf of the seamen the discretion of tion of fraudulent practices sustained by declaration of P.
making a recommendation to the Governor in Council, when B. Casgrain, Esq., member for L'Islet, said: Mr. Speaker.
a petition is laid before His Excellency, and not impede the The hon. member for L'Islet (Mr. Casgrain) whom I do
granting of such a petition. Captain Temple complained not find in his place, asked me just now to mention
that the shipping paid for the maintenance of the police in whom ho accused in this House of having committed fraudthe port of Quebec, and it was net right that the Depart- ulent practices. I hope that the motion which I have just
ment should act against their interests. Under these put in your bands will give him this information. A few
circumstances I think that the correspondence will not only days ago a motion was made by the hon. memberffor L'Islet.
satisfy Captain Temple, but will serve hereafter either as a This hou. gentleman who makes a specinlty of raising points
precedent or as a guide, so that ship-masters may know what of order, ought, I thirk, to!study Parliamentary Rules and not
help teoxpect from the Marine Department in obtaining put inb is motions, facts which might b echallenged. He
eailors, especially at the close of the season.
assertod that Mr. Ilubert Hébert had been found guiîty of
Mr. McLELAN. I would ask the hon. gentleman to in- fradulent practicea, and hoecalled the attention of the
elude the Departient of Justice in his motion. When a Government to this fact. This matter therefore is open
criminal has been convicted and is in gaol he comes under for discussion and challengable to such an extent. The
the control of that Department, and application for release judgment which I have in my hand does not declare Mr.
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Hubert IHébert guilty of fraudulent practices; and even if
this judgment found him guilty of fraudulent practices, I
do not think it is of such a nature that the Government
can interfore. The matter in question was a Local Election.
In the Election Act of the Province of Quebec, which
governs the elections in the Province of Quebec, there are
clauses which define what fraudulent practices shall be, and
there is in that Act fraudulent practices specified as such
which are not in the Federal Act. Thus, according to
claues 254 of the Election Act of Quebec, it is stated:
'' Every candidate or bis agent employed in any
.on
the subject, or on the occasion of any election, with an elector entitled
to vote, will be also, as well as such elector, deemed to have committed an act of corru»tion and punishable in consequence."

Thus what the Provincial Act declares to be a fraudulent
practice is not one in any sense according to the Federal law.
It thus appears that a candidate or his agent may be found
guilty of fraudalent practices according to the laws of the
Local Legislature, and not be guilty according to the
Federal law. But come to the facts. Mr. Hébert, who is
the person under consideration, was reported against by the
Judges of one court. This is the judgment, or at least the
report, made by there Judges on the 5th of January, 1883.
This report is addressed to the Speaker of the Quebec
L gislative Assembly, the hon. Mr. Taillon. It is signed
by the three Judges who pronounced the judgment:
"We have the honor to transmit to you the judgmeut of the Supreme
Court, sitting in revision at Quebec, in the case of the contested election of the Electoral District of Montmagny, which judgment declares
the petitioner, Nazaire Bernatchez, elected in the place and stead ofthe
defendant, Louis Napoleon Fortin, and we make to you at the same
2. That fraudulent practices appear to
*
time
have been committed in the said election by the following persons:*
But
*
*
Hubert Hébert, Xwiver Let>urneau, &c.
that noe of tihem received notice of the accusation, in conformity with
section 270 of the Electoral Act of Quebe c."

This, Mr. Speaker, is the only document which exists, and it
is in virtue of this document that they wish to dismiss this
employé. This is what the Federal Act says, clause 104.:
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asking the Government if it had been informed that one of
its agents hal been reported by the Jadges as guilty of corrapt practices. I am not propared to say, myself, and the
member from L'Islet did not say, that Mr. Hébert was
either guilty or not guilty. I am not hore to defend Mr.
lébert eitirer. My hon. friend bas nothing to do with
offending him. Re says he is innocent, and I have only to
hope that hoeis innocent. But, at all events, there is a strong
presumption of guilt against him, when three Judges report
that ho has been found guilty of fraudulent practices. I
ought to say also in justice to the member from L'Islet that ho
has not in any manner invoked the thunderboits of the
Government on the head of Mir. Hébert ; but with a good
deal of reason, as I believe, he invited the attention of the
Government to the fact that one of its eofflers had been reported by the Judges of Eleetion guilty of fraudulent
practices. Certainly, if these facts are truc, the attention of
the Government ought to be drawn to this matter. But I
will go furLher. What entirely justifies the motion which ho
has made is, that the Governmont had anticipated this
motion, and that the Minister of Raiihvays has doclared that
he took cognizance of this judgment, and that ho lad rcferred the matter to the Minister of Justice. LInder these
circumstances I think that my hon. friend had no right to
bring against the hon. member from L'Islet the accusation
contained in this motion and, I think, in justice to him, ho
ought to reestablish the facts.
Mr. LANDRY. I regret not to have been understood by
the hon. member from Queboc East (Mr. Laurier), and I
regret that ho has not taken the trouble toread the question
ma(de by the hon. member from L'Islet. He would have
found that the hon. member from L'Ilet affirms a fact.
Here is what he says :
"The Government has been informed that one, named Hubert Hébert,
employed as agent and station master at Montmagny, bas been recently
reported by the Judges of Election as having beea found guilty of corrupt practices in the last election, and in suchc ase has the Government
taken or does it intend to take any action in the matter?''

"104. Every other person than the candidate fiund guilty of fraudu- Now, what does the

lent practices in any proceedings in which, after notice of accusation
and who bas had occasion to be beard, cannot, during the eight years
following the date of his conviction either be elected te sit in the
House of Commons, nor vote at any election of a member for the House of
Commons, nor fill any office in the gift of the Crown or Government of
Canada."

In cither of these cases whero fraudulent practices may be
in contravention with the Local Act or even with the Federal

Act, it cannot be said that this officer has not a right to
retain his position, for Mr. Hébert does not hold his
p lace in virtue of an appointment froi the Crown or
Government of Canada. But as a matter of fact it is clearly
established that ho has not been found guilty. le bas been
prosecuted, the case is pending, and the judgment bas not
been rendered. I think that the hon. member from L'Islet,
whom I am very sorry to say is absent from hie seat was
wrong in raising this question, and to invoke on the head of
this man, who is not declared guilty, the thunderbolts of the
Government.
Mr. LAURIER (Translation). In the absence of my hon.
friend the member from L'Islet, I will endeavor to relate
the facts which I thiuk have not been correctly stated by
the hon. member from Montmagny (Mr. Landry). The
member from L'Islet brought no accusation against Mr.
Hébert. He made no motion in the House, and my hon.
friend knows perfectly well that aIl that tbe hon. member
from L'Islet did, was to ask the Government, in terms
which the Government allows, to enquire if the Government had been informed that M1r. [lébert hd been
reported by the Etection Judges for fraudulent practices at
the last election. Those are the exact words of the motion
made by ti member from L'Islot. In this motion the
member f. mnL'Islet asserts nothing citner as to the guilt or
innocence of Mr. Hébert. He contented himself in simply
Mr. LANDr.

judgment say ? That fraudulent practices appear to have been committed. Not that they have
been committed, but that they appear to have been conmitted, and the judgment adds that the notice of accusa',ion
was not given to any of the accused in conformity with section 270. That is to say that not one of t hese persons was
affordeJ an opportunity of defending h:mself; and it is on
those facts that the hon. member from L'Islet deel.ueo, ex
cathedra, if I may so express myself, that Mr. Hubert lfebert
was reported by the Judges of Election as having been found
guilty of fraudulent practices. The simple exposition of these
facts, rendered public by the documents which I have just
cited, establishes conciusively that 1 was not wrong in accusing the hon. member from L'Islet, but that ho was very
wrong in accusing Mr. Hubert -Hébert of having committed
fraudulent practices when nothing of the kind appoars,
neither in the report of the Judges nor in the judgment itself, to estaolish the truth of these charges. With these
observations I tbink I bave perfectly reestablished the facts,
and that the House will award me a verdict in the debate
which has just taken place.
Motion agreed to.

MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.
Motions for the following Roturns were severally agreed
to :Copies of all documents and correspondence relating to
the seizure of tobacco from the brig Adeline, and the enquiry
held the 17th to 21st May, at the requost of' Messrs. Lomesurier & Fils respecting the said seizure.-(Mr. Valin.)
Copies of all petitions and corrospondence relative to the
rights of settlers or squatters on the Railiway Reserve, Vancouver Island.-(Mr. Gordon.)
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Copies of all corespondence relating to the building of a
breakwater on the west side of Liverpool Bay, between any
person or persons whomsoever; also ail petitions, ail surveys and reports by Government engineers, with an estimated cost of the same, from 1870 to 1882.-(Mr. Forbes.)
Beturn showing all sums paid to defray expenses of the
late elections to this House, in the different electoral districts throughout the Dominion; showing the returning
offlers and deputy returning officers to whom the same
were paid, and distinguishing the different services for which
the same were allowed.-(Mr. McCraney.)
Copies of all documents (complaints, reports of enquiries,
&c.), relating to a seizure of tobacco quite recently made on
the premises of Mr. N. Bernatchez, and other merchants of
Montmagny, under the law which permits a seizure of contraband tobacco wheresoever found.-(Mr. Landry.)
SALE OF INTOXICATLNG LIQUORS.
Mr. GIGAULT moved that the petition of His Grace
the Archbishop of Quebec and others, read and received on
the 28th March inst., be referred to the Committee appointed
to enquire into the best means of regulating the sale of Intoxicating Liquors.
Motion agreed to.
CONSOLIDATED RAILWAY ACT.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.
Mr. MULOCK. Before the House adjourns, I should like
to enquire from the hon. Minister of Railways, when ho
proposes to introduce his Bill respecting the Consolidated
Railway Act.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say in reply to the
hon. gentleman, that I would have doue so before, but
several points have cropped up, as the hon. gentleman
knows, in the Railway Committee, and I deferred the introduction of the measure until a little later, in order to embrace
anything which, according to the general impression, ought
to be embraced in that Bill. That is the only reason for having deferred its introduction.
Mr. MULOCK. I presume nothing will happen to provent such legislation taking place this Session.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No; the Bill will be introduced.
Motion agreed to; and Cat 10:35 o'clock p.m.) the House
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
TUzsDAY, Srd April, 1883.

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

THE SUPREME COURT.
Mr. LANDRY introduced Bill (No. 100) to limit the
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in appeal.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. LANDRY (Translation). The only explanation I
cau give is in the very titie of the Bill. If the hon. memb ri will please wait until the second reading of the Bill
takes 1 Lce, they will have an opportunity of voting upon
tho principle.
Mr. BL AK E. No; the Bill says to restrain the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, but does not explain how far it
iS to te restrained, It is, therefore, perfectly indefinite.
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Mr. LANDRY (Translation). It only refers to the Civil
Law.
Mr. BLAKE. Which civil law, that of Quebec, or that
of the other Provinces?
Mr, LANDRY (Translation). To them all.
Bill read the first time.
THIRD READING.
The following Bill was read the third timo, and passed:Bill (No. 46) further to amond an Act intituled: An Act
relating to Banks and Banking, and the several Acts
amending the same.-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)
WAYS AND MEANS-THE BUDGET.
The House resumed the adjourned debate on the proposed
motion of Sir Leonard Tilley: That the House go into Coinmittee to consider of the Ways and Means for raising a
Supply to be grant d to Her Majesty.
Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). In continuing this adjourned
debate, I desire to notice that the tone of the Ministerial
benches on the question of the Tariff has considerably
altered since last year. The hon. Minister of Finance himself struck a lower key, and the hon. member for Ca-dwell,
who followed him, indulged in a soies of explanations
which satisfied me that hon. gentlemen opposio do not feel as
comfortable in regard to the Tariff as they did some years
ago. The hon. member for Cardwell, whom I am sorry not
to see in bis place, besides being apologetic, was somewbat
syrnpathetic as well. He could not refrain, in the first
place, fron boasting of the victory in Juno last, nor could
he fail in reminding us of some of the unfortunate defeats
which occurred on that occasion. As Mark Antony came to
bury Casar, not to praise him, so the faces absent from the
Opposition benches gladdened his heart exceedingly. I am
not going to follow. this line, and to call the attention
of the House to the defeats which at former Elections ovortook
bon. mem bers holding the views of hon. gentlemen opposite,
such as the defeat the hon. First Minister met in 1878, that
which overtook the late Sir George Cartier in 1S72, and the
necessity Sir Francis Hincks was under to sock a constituency in Vancouver's Island a few years ago. Tho hon.
momber for Cardwell, after having satified himiself that his
party achieved a great victory in June last, turned his
attention to t be speech dolivered by the hon. member for
South Brant, and was kind enough to censurehim for laving
referred to the fact that the policy of the Conservativo
party, while in power, from 1868 to 1873, was a policy that
involved increased expenditure and inflicted serious burdons
upon the country. The hon. member for South Brant, on this
occasion, appeared to me to merely notice tho fact that history repeats itself. Ho referred to the increasod expenditure
from 1867 to 1873;. then to the fact that from 1873 to 1878
the increase was very slight; and tinally, coming down to the
second Conservative period, from 1578 to 182, ho found
that the eld extravagant policy of the Conservativos, which
had added $10Q,000,00 to our expenditure in theflirst period,
had begun again, and was doing its work by adding, in the
short period of five years, $4,00,000 more to our exponditure. This is but history repeating itself, and is an historical fact which will always b found repeated in connection
with Conservative Administration. It is a serions matter
that the expenditure of this country should increaso so
rapiily. Wo are not so large a nation that wo can afford to
increase the burden of expendituro at the rate at which vo
are now adding to it. We are not so prolific in wealth or
inexhaustible in resources i hat this increase eau go on with
impunity. This extraordinary exponditure means something more, it implies a beavy burden on the country
while it is con paratively prosperous ; it means that, should a
reversal take place and prosperity in the least degree

