
COMMONS DEBATES.
Mr. HOLTON. The question I iffshed to ask was with

reference to the appointment of Ingall and Coste to the
position of mining engineers of the survey. I wisbed
to be informed as to the nature of the work performed by
those gentlemen, and also when, and in what form, the
result of their labors will be made public?

Mr. WH1TE (Cardwell). Messrs. Ingall and Coste were
employed by the Government in consequence of a report
made by Dr. Selwyn suggesting the importance of adopt
ing a better system of mineral statistics. They have been
engaged in the field during the last year, but their specia
duties are in connection with the mineral branch. Some
li1 tie difflculty bas occurred in that branch in relation to the
w rk these two gentlemen have been doing, in consequence
of the issue of some circular by another offiner of the
department under the direction of Dr. Selwyn. This parti-
cular branch, I am bound to say, is not in the condition I
would desire to have it. I am asking at this moment a
report from the acting director, Dr. Dawson, in relation to
the reorganisation, if possible, of the department in connec
tion with which these two gentlemen have been appointed.
I hope we may be able so to arrange it as to meet the rea-
sonsble popular desire in regard to that particnlar branob.
I had waiting upon me a short time ago a large deputation
of members of both sides of the louse in reference to this
subject, upon whioh we had a full and friendly discussion.
My earnest object is that we may be able to accomplish the
results desired at an early date.

Mr. DAVIES. On examining the estimates and the Audi
tor-General's report of.expenditure for the years 1884-85 up
to the 30th June, the Geological Survey branch, I find, cost
$32,634. Now the hon. gentleman asks here for $39,650,
being an increase of some 87,000. Possibly this increase
may be satisfactorily accounted for, but certainly it cannot
be by reference to the statutory increases given to the offi
cials, because in that Department there are not sixtytwo as
there are in the Interior Department, but only thirty, and
most of those being at high salaries, do not get the increase.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I think I must ask the hon.
gentlemen to allow me to make that statement very fully
upon concurrence. This is a branch with the details of
which I am not thoroughly familiar. I am almost ashamed
to say that I have not even visited it since I have been
Minister of Interior, for the reason that I have been so busy
in the other Departmoent. I will give the hon. gentleman on
concurrence the fallest possible information. Ris request is
very reasonable, except in this sense, that usually we do not
go back for details to the expenditure of a past year in con-
nection with the estimated expenditure of a future year.

Committee rose and reported progress.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN movedthe adjournment of the

House.
Mo'ion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 12:30 a.m.,

Wednesday.

HIOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 7th April, 1880.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRATans.

REPORTS ON PRIVATE BILLS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that the time for the
reooption of reports on Private Bills be extended until
Thursday, the 29th instant.

Motion agreed to.

FIRST READING.
e

Bill (No. 86) to ineorporate. the North American Tele-
graph Company.-(Kr. Taylor.)

SIR JOHN A. MACDONALD'S ILLNESS.

Sir HECTOIR LANGEVVIN. Perh-,p, the flous;e will be
,t plessed to have the information conveyed in the following
> letter, which I received just uow trom Dr. Powell

a II.April 'th.
'l 'Dus&x Sia,-In reply te your enquiries. 1 mayR ay that Sir Jnhn'u

9physical condition is remarkably good. and thnurzhbisl local symptome
h ave been very obstinâte, yet thpy are now undsfrgoing a rapid change
for the better, and I look forward to his oomplete convalescence at an

5early day. "or ic~ey

&R W. POWELL, Ml D."e

CÂRTRIOGE FÂCTOIRY AT QUEBEC.

Mr. MTJLOCK asked, Whether it le the intention of the
Government to lay bef'ore the ffouRe, and canqe to ho printed
for circulation, the report of the Bourd of Officers appointed
during the past yoar to investigate andi report upon the
workiug of the cartridge factory at Quebec; and, if so,
when?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Pt is the intention of the Gov
ernment to ay before the iouve thy report. h t lanow
being copidh and it will o brought down as soon as it :
flinished, wlthin a couple of days.

THE FRANCHISE ACT.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT (for Mr. BLAKE) aiked,
Wh other it is the intention of the Goveurnent to propose
any amendment to the Franchise Act affecting the qualifi-
cation of any lass of votera, during the present Session of
parliament?

Mr. TFIOMPSON (Antigonis"). The Governmen are
now considerinthe asubjet to which the question refera,
and it is probable that some amenduents will hosuggeted
in the Franchise Act. I arinet, however, at presont ahe
to say that they will be cf the kind mntioned, i the ques.
tien.

CANA DIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY LANDS.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT (for Mr. BLAKE) asked,
Whether the Govornment is aware that the Canadian Paci.
fic Railway Company has sold a large quantity o land
couth of the railway to the North-West Land tompany?
Whethr the Govermentbas any description of any of
the lands 8sold? Whether the Goverument bas taken
any stops towards the asicertain ment cf the lands aold by
the company, to the end that they may become subjeet to
municipal sud territorial taxation ?

Mr. W ITE (Cardwehl). The landes which have been
given te the Canadian Pacific Railway Compay as part of
their ubsidy for the construction of the road become their
preperty as soon as they are earned. What disposition
they mey make of them concerna temeelves. Un er the
law, as soon as they soe thse landwich beoome ccupied,
they become subject to taxatien, and it es the duty of the
municipal authoritiesl ?tseethat that clause in tic hawis
net in any way evadod.

SCRIP TO ROCKY MOUNTAIN RANGEIRS.
Mr.a seS asked, Wbther ita thoaintention cf the Gover .

ment toa sue scrip to the members yf the corps that took
partir lubor the csion of the late reberlion, known ma the
Rocky Mountain Rangera? If yea, for what numbor of
acres, and when mue th recipiants locate the land?
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Mr.. WHITE (Cardwell). Scrip is to be issued, in fact
bas been issued to a large number of the members of this
coçps. The certificates were sent in by the Militia Depart-
ment to the Department of the Interior, the i5th Decem-
ber last. Since that, all applications, so far as they are in
order, for members of the 'Rocky Mountain Rangers,"
Major Stewart commanding, have been settled. So far,
fifteen land warrants, repiesenting 4,800 acres, have been
issued, and also sixteen scrip notes of $80 each, equal
together to $1,2e0.

SEPTIMUS PITON.

Mr. LESAGE asked, Was there an enquiry held last
summer, in relation to Septimus Piton; what were the
complaints, and what was the result of the enquiry ?

Mr. POPE. There was an enquiry. The charges were:
First, of baying ceme.nt and selling it to the Government
at advanced price. Second, of allowing the foreman under
him to take wood belonging to the Government. Third, of
allowing men under him to neglect their work. Fourth, of
ordering m-en paid by the Government to work on bis
house. The charges were not maintained.

ARLESS SEPTIMUS PITON.

Mr. LESAGE asked, What is the position held by Arless
Septimus Piton ? What is his salary ? By whom was he
appointed ? Has ho farnished sureties for the place he
holds ? Is he sufficiently educated to make out bis reports ?

Mr. POPE. His position is foreman and inspector. His
salary is $60 per month. He was appointed by the Minister
of Railways and Canals, on the recommendation of Dr.
Blanchet. Foremen and inspectors are not obliged to find
securities. He has a fair education.

ROBERT SMITH, OF QUEBEC.

Mr. LESAGE asked, What quantitv of wood las been
purchased for the Intercolcmial from Robert Smith, of Que-

ec ? Who inspected and received the said wood? ]How
much was paid per foot? How much bas been paid to that
gentleman for wood purchased from him, within the last
two years, for the Intercolonial?

Mr. POPZ. 4,9C5 cubie feet of white pine timber,
at 18 cents per cubic foot ; 8,803 cubic feet red pine,
at 15 cents; 129,810 feet board measure tracks,
stringers, and cros-ties, at 834.75 per thousand
feet ; 6, standard deals, at $24; 15,000 feet board measure
deals, at 89.60 ; 1,500 white pine boards, at 824; 500 feet
board measnre spruce, at $14 per thousand feet; 1,285 feet
rock elm, at $42 per thousand feet; 2,000 feet rock elm, at
$35 per thousand feet; 7,400 lineal feet of red pine, at 4
cents per foot; 920 lineal feet red pine timber piles, at 2
cents; 8,572 lineal feet red pine timber piles, at Il cents;
2,134 lineal feot pine timber, at Il cents. Inspected and
received by Charles D. Wilson and Piton. Smith was paid
89,635.25 for wood.

WIRE FENCING PROM LÉVIS TO RIVIÈRE
DU LOUP.

Mr. GAUDET asked, Whether it is true that the con-
tract for wire fencing from Lévis to Rivière du Loup, has
been awarded to Mr. Atkinson ?

Mr. POPE. Yes; the contract was offered to him, as
being the lowest tenderer for the work.

ELGIN STATION, L'ISLET.
Mr. CASGRAIN asked, Whether it is the intention of the

Government to build a station for passengers and treight at
Jïr. IVEs.

the stopping place on the Intercolonial Railway, called
"Elgin Station," in the county of 'Idiet?

Mr. POPE. It is not the intention of the Goverament
at present to build a statiqn there.

COAL INTERESTS IN NQVA SCOTIA.

Mr. McDOUGALL (Cape Breton) moved for:

Statement showing the quantity of coal carried over the Interco-
lonial Railway each yeari since 1880, for the Spring Hill and other
collieries in'the county of 0umberland, gova Scotia;, the Mtations at
which the sane has been delivered, and the quaatity delivered at esch
station; the rate per ton per mile at which such coal was carried for
the several collieries. Also a similar statement of the quantity of coal
carri-d from each colliery in the county of Pictou. Als aà statement
showing the number of coal cars built fer the Intercolonial Railway
coal traffie, and employed thereon, and the cost of such cars."

He saiî: The information I seek by the motion which I have
just read to the House is one of very great importanoe to
the people I have the honor to represent, and I am, therefore,
obliged to trouble the House with a few remarks. The coal
industry of the older Provinces of the Dominion, as is well
known, is principally confined to three counties in the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia, the largest proportion of which has
been heretofore prosecuted in the county of Cape Breton,
the other counties being Cumberland and Pictou. The esti.
mated extent of the ceal fields of Nova Scotia now under
lease from the Crown is about 245 square.miles. Of this there
is situate in the county which I have the honor to represent
about 130 square miles ; in the oounty of Oumberlaud, 1,5
square miles; and in the county of Picton, 27 square miles.
Thus it will be seen that the coal-biring property in
which capital is invested and being developed in tho
county of Cape Breton is double that of Cumberland
and more than four times that of Pictoù. In conection
with the opening of the coalF fields of Cape Breton, the
building of railways, the equipment of those railways and
the opening of harbors and building of wharves, ard such
other facilities as have been required in conniectioi with the
operation of those mines, there has been about $15,000,000
of private capital expended. 'n this connecdon about
seventy miles of railway were built and equipped without a
single dollar of public aid of any kind. The harbor of Port

aledonia Was opened and kept 'oen at a oüst of about
$160,000; the harbor of Little Glace Bay, likewise, at a
cost of upwards of $100,000; the harbor of Lingan at a
cost of about 8100,000. Several other large piers and
wharves were built at a very heavy coSt to the coal oper.
ators and without any publie aid whatever, except in the
case of the Cow Bay breakwater, whieh is now maintained
by grants from this Parliament, but which cost the private
company who first undertook it upwards of 850,000. In
order to further illustrate to the House the extent and im-
portance of the Cape Breton goal field, I wüil read a short
quotation from a report on the 'Miner1' Resources of
Canada :".

" Sydney Coal Field.-Mr. Robb estimates the area of the productive
coal measures of the Sydney coal field at 200 Equare miles, heiRgabont
32 miles long and 6 miles wide, limited on three sides bf the Atlantic
Ocean. This coal field formi-the southern-extremity of an extensive area
for the most part hidden under the ocean, but nearly ail the seams can
be followed, anduahig rigihts have beentaken ;t covering above 100
square miles o-f the submarne 'coal. Mr.'Po6le, in a report to the Commis-
sioner of fines, says that, assuming a line of three miles from the
shore to be the boundary of Inr-able working 4,000 feet the availtable
depth, and no seam under three feet thick to be worked, and taking
into consideration all geological facto as ascertained from other coal-
yielding investigations elsewhere, the submarine ceai field of Cape
Breton is capable of yielding 1,866,000,000 tons."

Now, Mr. Speaker, the people engaged in this industry of
Cape Breton complain thát Lbey hvie not at h bands of
this Legislature the consideration to which the peculiar
circumstances in which they are lacdby reasod of the
geographical position of thoir country entitle them,çand the
comparatively unfavorable pösition in which théy ar-e
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situate with those engaged in the same industry in the
other coal counties of Nova Sootia. The work of the Cape
Breton collieries 18 confined almost entirely to the summer
and fall months, the only means by which they can place
the product of those mines in the market being only by
water; and the navigation of the Cape Breton coast, east
and north, and where those mines chiely lie, being inter.
rupted by ice during the greater part of the winter and
spring months, their mines have to remain in comparative
idleness during those months, while the mines of the
counties of Cumberland and Pictou may be worked every
month and every day in the year, as they enjoy the
privilege of being able to send their coal to
market without interruption, and by a railway
built, equipped and operated at the public expense. This
railway has been built at the expense of the people of Cape
Breton as much as that of the same number of people in any
part of the Dominion, and I would say to a much larger
extent at their expense than that of any section of Nova
Scotia; and what they now complain of is that it is main.
tained and operated more than, proportionately, at their
expense, and to the serious detriment of their interests in
the successful development of their collieries. This state of
matters does not only affect the people who put their capi-
tal in those mines, but it has a most serious effect on the
interests of the people who do the work cf mining, and who
have to maintain themselves and families with the earnings
of their hard and arduous labors, as their earnings and
employment must largely be governed by the profits or
losses of the capitalists who employ them. That the House
may better understand the risk to which some of those peo-
ple are obliged to expose themselves, J will read a paragraph
from an article written on this subject and in relation to the
working of one of those mines, that of the Sydney Mines:

"IThe mines have been workel by British capital for nearly a century,
and the excavations from which the coal has been removed year after
year now extend for several miles underground. The main shaft is
situated about the centre of operation, and a rough idea of the extent
of the underground works may be formed by the knowledge that the
coal cutters and other underground workmen have to travel from four
to five miles under ground after they have reached the bottom of the
shaft-itself over 900 feet deep. In sailing into Sydney harbor the mari-
ner seldom recollects that he is passing over a hollow bottom, supported
on pillare, and that beneath.his ehip are hundreds of busy worken,
boys and horses. Yet such is the case, the underground works being
pushed out several miles under the ocean The coal of this mine bas
long been known as holding a first place amongst the most famous of
coals for steam purposes and domestic use. This, together with its
peerless barbor, situated in the direct hue of the Suropean and North
American shipping, is what has made the port of North Sydney the
greatest port of call in North America for ships engaged in the trans-
Atlantic trade."

The number of men employed in the Nova Scotia coal
mines in the year 1884 was 5,012; of this number there were
employed in the county which I represent, 2,511. It will
thus be seen that more than half the people engaged in this
industry are among the constituents of my hon. colleague
from Cape Breton and myself ; and the successful develop-
ment of those mines is not only of interest to those who are
directly engaged in them, but also, and to a very large externt
to the farming population, who find the principal maiket
for the products of their labor in those mines, and as well
to thdse of our people who are engaged lu commercial and
mercantile pursuits. My attention has been called to a
report of an interview held by representatives of the Board
of Trade of Montreal with the bon. Minister of Rail-,
ways some weeks ago, and published in a Montreal paper,
where the hon. Minister is reported to have, in reply to a
question asked by a gentleman named MeLea, said as fol-
lows :-

"It is for the benefit of Montreal and for the benefit of the Dominion
that we should bring these goods over our railway, and to do so we,
have been obliged to carry raw sugars at a lower rate than we could
afford to bring them until a year ago. This last year there was 2j per
cent. put on sugars landing at a foreigu port and being brought into
Canada. That enabled us to get something like a fair rate and secure
more of the business of bringing sugars into Canada. It is exactly so
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with many other articles. For instance, we have in the Lower Provines
large quantities of iron ore. We manufacture iron ; we wish to d-velop
those interests, and it is carried at a rate thatdoes not pay u; the rates
are too low. It is the same with coal. If we charge a rate on coal that
would pay we should not be able to bring any coal, but we bring coal
at a low rate because we want to develop that great industrg n the
Lower Provinces, and you gentlemen in Montreal get the beneit of it.

I appreciate very much the motives by which the hon.
Minister of Railways is actuated. [ agree with him that
every consideration in this respect should be given to an
industry of the importance that our coal industry is; but
when the application of the policy of the hon. Minister of
Railways, as in the present instance, has the effect of
largely and serionsly discriminating in favor of one section
of the people and against another section engaged in the
same irndustry, I say the good intention of the hon. Min-
ister is misplaced, and I, therefore, have to disagree with
him. I do not know when the present Intercolonial Rail-
way coal rates were brought into operation, but I presume
it is not many years ago; and in order to show to the
House the effect which those rates have on the develop-
ment of those of our mines situate in the county which I
represent, I will give the quantity of coal shipped by the
Cape Breton and Cumberland collieries respectively daring
the last three years to the Quebec market:

" In the year 1883, Cape Breton shipped to Quebec (which includes
Montreal, al by water), 218,695 tons; in 1884, 152,605 tons ; in 1885,
215,U54 tons.

" In4the year 1883, Cumberland shipped to Quebec and Montreal,
46,483 tons ; in 1884, 104,243 tons; in 1885, 163,301 tons."

It will thus be seen that te the present rate at which
coal is carried over the Intercolonial Railway from Spring
Hil te Quebec and Montreal the large increase in the sales
of that mine may be attributed, and to the fact that they
have in consequence been able to supply those markets
which were principally supplied by the mines in Cape
Breton previosly-that it has been the means of shutting
out the Cape Breton coal te a corresponding extent. Since
the adoption of the present duty on foreign coal the ship-
menta from Cape Breton to the Province of Quebec have
increased from 28,208 tons in 1878 te 218,695 tons in 1883,
and since 1883 they have decreased as I have already
shown. It will, therefore, be seen that this decrease may
fairly be attributed te the Intercolonial Railway rates
which is contended by the hon. Minister of Railways 1e in
the interest of the coal industry of Nova Scotia, while
instead it is solely in the interest of the Spring Hill om-
pany I am informed that the loss in the operation of the
Intercolonial Railway is caused almost entirely by
the oarrying of ceai at rates whicli does net meet the
expense; and in order te support my contention I will take
the liberty of reading te the House a quotation from the
report of the IlBuffalo, New York and Philadeiphia ]Rail.
way Company:"

I The report of this company is for the year ending September 30th,
1885. The report clearly shows that a leading cause of the financial
difficulties of the company is the unprofitable nature of the bituminous
coal trade, in which it is deeply interested as a carrier and owner.of
coal propertes. [t was chiefly on a -00uut of the great increase of in-
jurions competition between rival bituminous coal interests that a great
reduction in average freight rates occurred. Bituminous coal farnished
944,700 of the 2,417,975 tons moved iu 1885, and 1,061,625 of the 2,376,-
534 tons moved in 1884, and most of this coal j transported over com-
paratively long distances.

"lThe numbýr of tons of freiglit of an classes moyed one mile, and
earnings per ton of freight per mile, daring the last three years have
been as f6llows :

Total tons Earning per ton of
one mili. freight per mile.

1885 ......... .... 276,994,830 0601 mille
1884............... 211,040,878 0-788 mille
1883..................... 171,975,117 1-050 mill#

"The total freight earnings were $1,649,842.83 in 1885, $1,854,114.091a
1884, and $1,795,737.87 in 1883. 8o that a rapid increase In the amount
of freirht carried one mile has been accompanmed with a material decline
in the freight receipts. If the average rates obtained in 1883 had been
received for the freight service in 1885, the freight receipts of that year
would have been $2,908,445.71, or $1,258,602.88 more than the rum
actually obtained. The deficiency of the company for the fiscal year
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1885, as stated ln the report, was $554,672.68, or considerably less than
half the difference between the freight receipts of 1885 and the sum that
would have been earned on the tonnage of that year if the rates of 1883
had been maintained. Similar calculations have often been made in
reference to other roade They possess comparatively little practical
signifirance, but they help to point out one of the most serions difficulties
with which many American railway managers are obliged te contend,
to explain one of the most prolific causes of railway bankruptcy, and to
show why such sudden transitions occasionally occur in the market
value of the securities of some of the lines of this country

"Another reflection suggested by ihe report of the Buffalo, New York
and Philadelphia is that its rates for carryng bituminous coal were pre-
sumably much below its low average rate of 0-601 mills per ton per
mile. The total am>unt of freight carried in 1885 is classified as fol-
lows :-Anthracite coal, 209,475 tons; bituminous coal, 944,700;
stone and lime, 55,183 ; iron and castings, 92,962; hay and grain,
111,966; merchandise and manufactures, 261,195; lumber, 401,388;
crude til, 195,513; refined oil, 94,538; iron and other ores, 23,104; live
stock, 4,041; miscellaneous articles, including bark, 23,930-total,
2,417,975 tons. In referring tomiscellaneous freight traffic the report says :
'Fortunately, your miscellaneous local tonnage, which affords better
rates, has been developed and improved; the improvement and growth
continue steadily, so that the loss on coal traffic is more than met by the
revenue from other classes of traffie, as will be seen by comparison ot
freight earnings, 1884 and 1885, on page 4. This is a healthy aigu. It
bas been the effort of your management to develop, encourage and fos-
ter local traffic, thereby placing your road in such position that it can
handle its full proportion of competitive coal tonnage at a minimum of
cost, and thus retain its tonnage without loss.'

"l As these statements show that the bituminous coal was carried at
rates conuiderably below 0 601 mills per ton per mile, and as other
statements, made at varions times, indicate that even leas than half that
rate was obtained for some ot the bituminous coal movements of last
year, intelligent readers are furnished with data for forming an opinion
in regard to the justice of the outcry against efforts te improve the con-
dition of the bituminous coal trade, and to ensure for bituminous coal
carriers sums that approach a reasonable remuneration for the service
they perform."
Applying the same arguments and reasoning to the Inter-
colonial Railway, the contention that the loss is caused by
the increase in the tonnage of coal carried over the road, is
strongly supported, and it is but fair and reasonable that
we should expect of he hon. M:nister of Railways a differ
ent state of things for the future. Our people in Cape
Breton have to make up their share of this loss, while it
has the effect of crippling the successful prosecution of their
own work. Our principal markets are in the Province of
Quebec, and we have a right to control a fair share of them,
while it is to the advantage of the Dominion generally that
the capital invested in those enterprises should be fairly
and economically protected. Our sales in 1t85 have been,
by counties:

Tons.
Cape Breton, sales............ .. 517,975
Oumberland " ...... ....................... .. ..... 340,535
Picton " ...................... .............. 396,000

1,254,510

Our principal markets are as follows:-
Nova Scotia....... ....................
New Brunswick............................
Newfoundland . .................... .......................
Prince Edward Island....................
Quebec............ ......................
W est Indies.... .................... ........ ...............
United States.............................

444,652
148,634

74,322
52,770

493,917
5,732

34,483

This is not the only instance in which the Spring Hill
Company have succceeded in influencing legislation in
their own favor to an unreasonable extent and at the same
time to the disadvantage of the people of Cape Breton.
When they applied to the Parliament of Nova Scotia for a
grant towards the construction of a railway in connection
with their mine, some years ago, they have received some
$144,350 towards that work. This they have received with
the consent of the representatives from the Island of Cape
Breton, who were at the same time promised a correspond
ing aid towards their railway; but, unfortunately, the Spring
Bill people got their grant and their railway, and the
people of Cape Breton did not get one dollar for a mile of
railway. This is not all. Only a year ago an investiga-
tion was made in the Provincial Legislature of Nova Scotia
into the payments made by the different coal companies in

ir. MoDoUGALL (Cape Breton).
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that Province, on account of the royalties paid into the
Provincial treasury, the result of which was to prove that
the Spring Hill Company, on a basis of a fraction less than
10 cents per ton, which they were obliged to pay under
the Provincial laws, succeeded in getting offlwith the pay.
ment of only 6'55 cents royalty per ton on their coal, while
the Cape Breton companies paid at the rate of 8'90 cents.
The Cape Breton collieries paid on 613,367 tons the rate of
8-90 cents per ton, while the Spring Hill Company paid on
177,673 tons at the rate of 6 55 cents per ton. This is the
manner in which the Spring Hill Company have managed
to use the Legislatures of the Province to their own interest,
as they are endeavouring to use this Parliament in the same
way. I feel it, therefore, to ho my duty, on behalf of my con-
stituents, who have such an important interest in this matter,
to seek the information which I now ask for, and at the
same time to urge on the attention of the hon. Minister of
Railways the consideration of those interests, which mean
the bread of life to the most of the hard-working, honest,
and industrious people I represent in this House-a con-
sideration which, I am sorry to say, they have not had in
the past, neither in this House nor in the Provincial
Legislature of the Province. This is a state of things which
is not only the contention of the people of Cape Breton, but
is admitted by people outside of Cape Breton, as I will show
from an authority outside of that place, and therefore a dis-
interested one. A paper published outside of Cape Breton
says, under the heading of "Cape Breton's relation to Nova
Scotia proper :"

"In the eastern part of Cape Breton there are a few railways built by
coal companies for the purpose of carrying coal. These lines were al
built entirely at the expense of the companies themselves; not one dol-
lar did they receive from the public purse. Every ton of coal they sell
pays a tax to the Provinoial Treasury. Hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars have tus been contributed to the revenue of the Province by Cape
Breton companies Not a dollar of ibis,howeverhas any Local Government
of Nova Seotia used in building, or in assisting in building, railways in
the Island of Cape Breton; nor spent any portion of it in any other
manner calculated to develop the vast and varied resources of that
Island.

" Now, it is well known that the Local Government of this Province
bas not still possession of the hundreds of thousands of dollars that in
years past were contributpd to the Treasury by Cape Breton: Our local
rulers are not burdened with the care of the cash collected in other days,
for the very good reaeon that that cash bas been spent, chiefly, in build-
ing railways throughout Nova Scotia proper, partly in opening up a coal
mine in Nova Scotia proper, that its produce might enter into competi-
tion with that of Cape Breton I

"From thinking of these and other things that have occurred within
our own recollection, the conclusion forces itself upon us that either we
in Nova Bcotia proper are very unjust towards Cape Breton, or else
Cape Breton is very charitable and our public works depend on ber
alma. If we have been unjust for so many years, we sbould now make
an effort for once to be just to the mineral isle; if we bave been living
on ber alma, it is bigh time we sbhould show at least the gratitude of
respect. As matters bave been. it would really seem that the relation
cf Cape Breton to us bas been that of patron to mendicant."

In the face of this condition of matters affecting the coal
interests of Cape Breton, I beg to offer the opinion to the
hon. Minister of Railways, that the only way by which
ho can successfully assist in the development of the coal
and iron industries-and at this stage I would say that the
iron in Cape Breton is unsurpassed for quantity and qual-
ity in any part of the Dominion-by means of the powers
given hm by this Logislature, is by extending into the
Island of Cape Breton that system of railway which is so
much in the service of the Spring Hill Company. Such a
policy will have a general and beneficial effect, and by
carrying it ont the hon. Minister of Railways will do his
duty to the coal and iron industries of the Dominion.

Mr. POPE. I can only say to my hon. friend, so
far as the Goverument are concerned, that they have
listened to his speech with very great attention, and it has
been verv interesting. Many of the points ho has brought
out I knew very little of before. We feel that the coal in-
terests, not only of the main land, but of Cape Breton, are
of great importance to this part of the country, and every
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consideration will be given to this subject and to the rates
to be imposed. My hon. friend said we were to bring
the railway to that part of the country. I can only say to
him what I have said before, that everything we can do we
shall do to facilitate the building of the road in Cape Breton,
and I hope that before very long my hon. friend's
wish will be realised, and that ho will see a railway in his
part of the country. I have no objection to the motion.

Motion agreed to.

SUBSTITUTES FOR BUTTER.

Mr. TAYLOR moved that the House resolve itself int
Committee to consider the following Resolution:-

That it is expeaient to bring in a Bill to regulate the manufacture and
sale of oleomargarine, butterine or other substitutea for butter.

He said: The Bill which I wish to introduce is intended
to protect the agriculturists of Canada from one of the most
glaring frauds ever perpetrated in this country. While it
is intended to afford protection to the farmers and dairy-
men, it will not in any way injure the consu mers of butter
and cheese. The dairying industry is one of the largest, if
not the largest, of our Canadian industries, to-day. I see by
the Trade and Navigation Returns, that the exporte of butter
and cheese, after supplying the trade of Canada, amounted
to the enormous sum of about $10,000,000. We exported
last year, of butter, 8,145,310 Ibs., amounting in value to
$1,577,423, and of cheese 79,655,367 lbs., amounting in
value to $8,2t5,240, making a total value of 89,742,668. I
have a table showing the quantity of butter exported from
Canada each year since 1874, which, with the permission
of the Hlouse, I will hand in to the reporter, and save
the time of reading it :

Year.
1874 ........... ,..................
1875...................................
1876...... ..... .......... ...
1877............ ............... .....
1878........................
1879........ ......................
1880............. . . .........

1881..................................
1882.. ......... ...........
1883,.................................
1884......... . ...............
1885......................

Number of lbs. Value.
12,233,046
9,268,044

12,250,066
14,691,789
13,006,626
14,307,977
18,535,362
17,649,491
15,161,839
8,106,447
8,075,537
8,145,310

$2,620,305
2,337,324
2,540,894
3,073,409
2,382,237
2,101,897
3,058,069
3,573,034
2,936,156
1,705,817
1,612,481
1,577,428

1 have also a table showing the quantity of cheese ex-
ported during the last five years, which I will also hand in:

Year. Value.
1881..................................$6,091,534
1882...................................................... 5,979,537
1883............. -.................................... 7,025,035
1884................................. 7,823,620
1885......................... ........ . ........... 8,902,115

Total..................... $35,821,841

The total exports of butter for the last five years amounted
to 811,404,916, and of cheese to $35,821,844, making a
total of $47,226,760 ; so that, on an average, about $10,-
000,000 worth of butter and cheese was exported each year
during the last five years, after supplying the trade of the
country. The exports of animals and their produce for lest
year- which all largely depend on the dairying industry of
the country, besides the great benefit accruing to the land on
which cattle for dairying purposes are kept-amounted to
tie large sum of 826,50à,994. This, Mr. Speaker, is the
largest money value of any article exported. I see, by
the Trade and Navigation Returne for 1885, that the value
of animals and their produce was $26,503,994 ; of the pro-
duce of the forest, $22,373,305; of agricultural products,
819,120,366o; f the fisheries, 87,976,313o; f the
mines, $3,836,470, and of manufactures, $3,794,229.
it will ths be seen that the dairying in-

dustry is one of vital importance to Canada.
Up to the present time the dairying industries of Canada
have been sufficiently protected against honest competition ;
but, owing to the enormous quantities of oleomargarine,
butterine and other substitutes which are now being manu-
factured in the United States, the dairy intereets of Canada
aie in danger of being seriously crippled, if not altogether
ruined. I will just read the opinions of some excellent
authorities on this matter. At the meeting of the National
Dairy and Agricultural Convention, held in New York city,
on Tuesday, 16th February, 1886, the chairman, Mr. Joseph
H. Reall, made the following statements:-

" Fer ten years the manufacture of artificial butter has been growing
until dairymen everywhere find their vocations almost ruined. The
18,000,000 milch cows in the country have depreciated $10 per head,
and the land on which they are kept, something over 75,000,000 acres,
worth nominally $50 au acre, has declined 25 per cent. These redue-
tions represent a loss of 000,000,000. This is not brought about
through honest and fair co petition, but in consequence of the most
outrageous and glaring traud that can be practiced, for the substi-
tute is not sold to the consumer for what it is, but as butter. The people
of New York city alone are paying not les than $10,000,000 for the stuff
they suppose to be butter, andwhich brings to the manufacturer one-
half profit. Some 700 grocers of the city have refused to deal In the
article. Boston, New York, New Haven, Oleveland, Baltimore, Oincin-
nati, Louisville and St. Louis have large bogus butter factories, while
Chicago manufactures more bogus butter than all the other cities
together. Something must be done to stop the encroachment upon the
dairy interests of artificial butter."

Commissioner Coleman, of the United States Agricultural
Department, in his report for this year, Bays:

" The manufacture of injurious compounds of fat, which are being
shipped as genuine butter, threatens the legitimate dairy Interesta of
America."

Mir. Littler, in his annual report, gave statistics of the butter
and cheese trade of Chicago. In regard to butterine, the
report was only approximate, but his information had come
from reliable sources, and were as near correct as possible.
From May 1, 1883, to May 1, 1884, the manufacture of but.
-terine amounted to 10,000,000 lbs. ; from May 1, 1884, to
May 1, 1885, it was 13,000,000 Ib. ; and from May 1,
1884, to May 1, 1885, the amount can be safely estimated
at 20,000,000 Ibs. The Americans are now taking steps to
pass stringent laws to protect the dairy interests of their
country. This may, and no doubt will, have the effect of
forcing the stuff into Canada. In consequence of this
glaring fraud which is being carried on, it is the
duty of this Hlouse to take immediate steps in
order to protect our legitimate dairy product.
I have given, Sir, some considerable attention to this
subject in the interest of the farmers in general and of my
constituents in particular, who are largely interested in the
manufacture o both butter and cheese. I consequently
urged upon the attention of the Government the necessity
of moving in the matter and read to them the following
letter from the president of the Farmers' Institute and se.
cretary of the Gananoque Cheese Board. Speaking of oleo-
margarine he says:

" Our farmers and dairymen are very anxious aomething ahould be
done to prevent the sale of it in Canada except under ita true name and
not passed off as butter. I was informed that it was, or could be, deli-
vered in Gananoque now at 14 cents per pound-wai told by a grocery
man that it had been offered him at that price-so you see pure butter
cannot compete with it. I am credibly informed that the factory in
Chicago manufactured 20,000,000 lbs. last year, and the one about to be
built in Montreal by New York men will have a capital of $500,000."

I asked, at the same time, that an Excise and Customs duty
of 10 cents per pound be placed on all oleomargarine, either
imported or manufactured in the country; and I am glad
to say that the Government, true to its protective polioy-
the National Policy-came down with a resolution placing
a Customs duty of 10 cents and an Excise duty of 8 cents
per pound on aIl these substitutes. For this act I am sure
they will receive the thanks of every farmer in Canada. In
order that our people may kno< what they eat when they
use ths oleomargarine, I will, with your permission, read a

1889. 547



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL .7,

few extracts from American papers, because I find, in con-
versation with hon. members of this louse, that they know
very little about this oleomargarine business:

" The Ohio State Grange held its 13th annual session at Oin cinnati
lst week, and took hold of the bogue butter question with a vim that
promises good results. Mr. F. A. Derthick, the delegate from Portage
Oounty, on his return home, last Friday, lett with us a copy of the peti-
tion adopted, and which on Monday of this week was being circulated
in every county of the State. Two thousand copies were printed and
the delegates took home enough to supply their respective counties.
Following is a copy of the petition, and it is commendable for its com-
prehensivenesa and brevity.

"' Wc, the undersigned, members of the Ohio State Grange, Patrons
of Husbandry, and Farmérs of Ohio, do represent that the dairy interests
of our State are being destroyed by the manufacture and sale of fraud-
uient butter, inasmuch as packages claiming to be, and marked, as pure
butter are piaced upon the market in direct competition with the pure
product, thus deteiving the consumer and perpetrating a great wrong
upon the people.

( ' We therefore petition and ask, as our right, adequate protection
and relief from this and aIl similar unjust and illegal practices.

' ' We also petition the appointment of a Dairy Commissioner, with
proper compensation. whose duty it shall be to ses that all laws con-
cerning adulterated food, especially the product of the dairy, are rigidly
enforced.'

'' It will b. seen that the petition is worded so that all fermers can
nigu it, whether members of the Grange or not. The State Grange is to

be commended for its prompt and decisive action in behalf of a prostrate
industry. Any one desiring a copy of this petition can secure it from
any subordinate Grange, or by writing to the Secretary, T. R. Smith,
Delaware, O."

Another article says:
" Dairymen need not fear oleomargarine made of pure milk and bee

suet. There is absolutely no2e of it made now. It costs too much.
Oheaper grease muet be employed-lard, oils of various kinds, gelatine,
and even vaseline. The health officer of this city recently analysed a
sample of bogue butter, and found it to be composed largely of vaseline,
a product of petroleum. A man in Chicago recently showed a Tribune
reporter what Ohicago butter is made of. It was taken frou a box
branded 'Wauwatosa Dairy,' that weighei nine pounds, and cost
$1.50, or 161 cents per pound.- It had a little pure butter in it, but nine-
tenths of it was composed of lard, cracklings, pieces of intestines ot hogs,
short pieces of bristles and haire, and pieces of pork. This man, S. l.
Long, of 251South Water street, statel that the men who made this
bogue staff didn't care what kind of offal they put into it. If a hog died
of choiera, so much the better. They could buy the carcass cheap, and
it would make just as much butter as a kealthy carcass. Its manufacture
in carried on in Chicago on a large scale, and the profits are enormous.
The manufacturera are getting rich at the expense of farmers who
are making no effort to protect themselves. Not a factory in this coun-
try uses pare beef suet alone. There is not enough of it obtainable to
seriouly affect nhe market."

The New York Tribune of December 23rd, 1885, has an
editorial showing the quantity that is manufactured in that
locality:

" There are five firms in thi neighborhood which have prosperous oleo-
margarine manufactories, They are Van Riper & Co., ofNos. 3 and 5
Front-st. ; Morris I. Nathan & Co., of No. 24J Grove-st.; E. Lanferty &
Co., of No. 188 West Houston-et. ; Arnsburg & Co., of Brooklyn; and
P.H. MoGaun, of Brooklyn. Thesefive factories are notrunning at their tull
capacity, owing, the firme say, to the unfortunate agitation made by the
dealers in pure butter and the State Dairy Commission against the sale
of their bogue product. Nevertheless, despite unfavorable circumstances,
aceording to Nathaniel Waterbury, who aEells oleomargarine at whole-
sale at No. 115 Warren-st., these five factories manage to grind oui, and
put upon the market about 1,000 packages of bogue butter a day. lu
addition to tbis the receipte of the compound from the enterprising West,
especially Chicago, are no small item."

Thon, Sir, I would like to read a letter received from Pro-
fessor Barré, who makes butter and cheese a specialty:

"I am very much pleased to see that you intend to submit to the
House a Bill to prevent the illegal sale of butter substitutes. Such laws
are now wanted in Canada. I presume you have read the Bil standing
now before the United States Congreas to regulate the sale of dairy
adulterations and substitutes. If you have not, please let me know and
1 will send you a copy of it. You cannot have a too rigid Bill against
such productions. And unless the services of some commissions to eu-
force the law is available, legislation will have no effect. Wishing you
success in your undertaking,1

'I remain, Sir,
"Yours very truly,

'IS. M. BAR RE." '

I asked him for a copy of the Bill before Congress, and re-
ceived thia reply:

Mr. TAytonL

" In reply to your favor of March let 1 would say: I can do nothing
better than to send you a scrap book wbich contains that margarine
question drawn pietty fine. You will find three margarine Bills already
passed in the Legislature of New York, one new pending in Congress,
and also another passed lately in England.

" The oleomargarine war began in the State in 1879. This war has
already cost $80,000, and in spite of all legislation there i more bogue
butter now sold in the State than ever was before 1879. From a thorough
study of this question I am fully convinced that as long as it is allowed
to be made it will be palmed off upon the public as dairy butter. Yon
may oblige the manufacturer to brand it, he may sell it for what it is,
but the retail grocer buys it, knocks the package and mark to pieces-
and there it stands requiring an expert to detect it from butter. Since
we cannot legislate direction against such production, I would rise
the Excise as high as 10 cents on every pound manufactured-for re-
member that the profit on the stuff ie very large.

" I will mail that scrap book along with appreciation of my book by
the next courier.

"Yours very truly,
"4S. M. BARRÉ,'

I have not received that yet, but expect it by the next
mail. I presume the committee wil) recommend the Bill,
and perbaps appoint a special committee to consider it. I
may just say that this bogus butter business not only
threatens the butter business of this country, but also the
cheese industry, from the fact that they are making bogus
cheese, as the secretary of the Gananoque Cheese Board
informs me. He writes me:

"I did not notice in your Bill that you had mentioned cheese as well
as butter, which should be mentioned, as by that process they manufac-
ture a beautiful curd. I have seen some made in some of the factories ;
you will see it in our petition, also in the printed slips. Hoping that
you will succeed and that the prayer of our petition will be carried out,
etc."

Again be says:
" At the present time the New York men are shipping, as stated in

Montreal, the oleo products in a fluid state to Rolland, where it is
manufactured and shipped to England, and there ie now a cargo on ils
way returning to New York. "

1 hold that Professor Barré is right, and I am glad the
Government bas given notice that factories manufacturing
this stufi must be licensed. But I think that further pro-
vision should be made for inspection, both when it comes
into the country through the Customs and in the hands of
the retail dealers. Such provision has been made in the
United States. Mr. Logge writes:

" I may draw your attention to the fact that the New York Legisla-
ture have voted the amount of $100,000 to be expended in convicting
those that are selling the article as butter. They have paid $50,000 to
the commissioner who is doing the work, and I understand there have
been over 2,000 convictions already, and smae of them are appealing to
higher courts."

In order to gather sone statisties in reference to this mat-
ter, I called upon the Commissioner of Customs, the other
day, to enquire as te the amount that was brought into this
country, but ho told me that ho could not answer the ques-
tion, as most, if not all, of it was imported under the name
of groase, lard, 011 and other things of that kind; but, since
the Government came down with their resolutions, ho told
me, the day before the resolutions were passed, that a large
quantity had been passed through the Customs in Montreal,
and I have been informed that three car loads have since
been stopped on the way there. I was in hopes that this
Bill would meet with univèrsal approval, both in this
RFouse and in the country, but, to my surprise, when home
on Saturday, I found one of our local papers out with an
article in opposition to the action taken by the Government
in dealing with this question. I will read the article, be-
cause I wish it to go on record. The Gananoque Reporter
of Saturdby, April 3rd, said:

" A writerin yesterday's Journal under the assumed name of 'Farmer,'
takes a whack at the 'bogue' butter makers, and tells the same dismal
taie that has been no often told at the agricultural meetings held in this
vacinity. Having already discussed this matter in public and private
ior past three months, we are not disposed at present to go mnto an argu-
ment witb ' Farmer,' especially as the resuit of our discussions, so far,
bas been to convince us that the farmers are not interested in the sub-
ject, and that neither 'Farmer' nor we know much of the matter. But
we cannot avoid calling 'Farmer's' attention to the absurdities of bis
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statements. He gives s a reason why the Government should prohibit
the manufacture orsale of oleomargarne, that farmers' sons served as
volunteers in the North-West last year. That is an idea so 'far fetched'
that we wonder he found it even in the North-West. Next he asks what
the Canadian dairymen are to do ? and says 'they are ruined if théy ait
still and wait.' The way he claims they are to be ruined is, that fac-
tories for makin g butter will be started in this country, or the butter
will be imported. This is absurd, from the fact that farmers here do not
follow butter-making as a business, and would not be 4 ruined' if the
whole.supply of butter came from outside parties. Even dairy business,
as carried on here, means only the making of cheese; and what little
butter is made, is the incidental product of Sunday's milk. A large
proportion of farmers do not make butter for their own use during the
cheese ueason and bave noue to sell at any time. How, then, can they be
'ruined' by the introduction ofbutter from other sources ? The fact ià,
that butter-making as a business has been run down. Canadian butter
bas not a goodrepute in foreigrn markets, because it has not been made on
the same systematic principles as cheese, and has no uniformity of look,
consistency, fiavor, or keeping quality. It is an uncertain article to
export1 and those who try it are lable to lose money. Then to make
exclusively for the home market is unsatisfactory to the farmers, as a
very little supplies the demand, and pulls down the price. In the
s pring the price is generally high, and sometimes, as at present, it is
almost impossible te obtain butter at any price. But as the milk in-
creases the price Alls, even after the cheese.factories commence opera-
tions. For these reasons it pays farmers better to devote their attention
to cheese and grain and cattle; and this they will dose long as they cau
make most money at it. Farmers are not going 10 make butter for mere
accommodation of consumer, nor out of spite te the oleomargarine
manufacturers. But when the time comes that they can see it to their
interest to 'go into butter-making as a business, they will do it; and we
belive when they do, and make butter on the same plan and with
similar appliances as cheese is now made, they will attain reputation
and prices equal to those enjoyed by cheese makers, and .without appre-
ciable interference from oleomargarine.

"In the meantime, we do not see what object can be gained by raving
against those who supply a want not otherwise provided for. If one-
tenth of the statements of ' Farmer ' are true, as to the 'filth' and
'adulterations ' of oleomargarine, it should be prohibited of course
But with all the denunciation and clamor, we have never yet seen nor
heard anything to show, as a fact, that oleomargarine is not as Dure, as
healthful, and in every way as proper an article of food as butter is.
That it should be labelled by its proper name is only reasonable, as
people bave a right to know what they are buying. But to stop its sale,
and thereby depiive of it those who cannot afford high-priced butter,
besides preventing the establishment of factories and employment of
hands, and this on plea of protecting an industry that does not exists,
seems to be the height of folly."

Now, with the inconsistencies contained in the article I
have just read I will not deal at present, having occupied
the attention of the House for a considerable length of
time; but I will leave it to the farmers in its locality to say
whether they are interested in the subject of butter makirg
or not, and whether, after supplying the trade of Canada
and exporting over $1,500,000 worth of butter, it is a
benefit to them or not, or whether the quality of the butter
made by the people in this country is good or not. This I
will leave to the farmers to settle. They are as intelligent,
on the question of butter, as any newspaper man can pos-
sibly be; but Ido ask that the committee will recommend a
Bill that will have the effect of preventing the fraud that is
now about to be perpetrated upon the dairy industry of
1his country.

Mr. FISH1E. I think that nobody who has any con-
nection at all with the farming industries of this country
can help being very well aware of the fact that at the
present day this question of oleomargarine and butterine
is of the utmost importance to the dairy interests of our
country. It is true that, in the neighboring Republic to
the south of us, a very great agitation is being carried on
upon this question, and I have no doubt that, as the trade
and commerce of that country reacts upon our own almost
irmmediately, the necessary consequence of that agitation
in the United States must be a corresponding, or a some-
what similer agitation in this country. So far as I am
aware to day, I do not think that there is at this moment
any factory in Canada for the manufacture of oleomargarine
or butterine, but I am open to correction on this point,
because I have not thoroughly enquired into the matter;
but I have no doubt that, in the near future, some such
factories will be established ; and although we may not
know of the existence of any such factories here to-day,
there may be suoh factories for the manufacture of this

article which they place upon the market without the
public knowing what the article is. i think, however,
that perhaps the Bill which the hon. member has proposed,
and this committee, is bardly necessary, in view of what I
see the Governmeit have themiselves undertaken. In the
first place, I see that the Government, by resolution in
Committee of Ways and Means, have placed a duty of 10
cents a pound on oleomargarine and butterine, and
that is practically a prohibitory duty. They have
gone further and placed an Excise duty of 8 cents a
pound upon the manufacture of these articles in this
country. Now, the hon. gentleman who has just spoken
bas stated that these articles eau be sold at a certain
market which ho names in this country, for 14 cents a pound,
which, with the duty of 10 cents, would bring it up to 24
cents a pound, and that brings the article immediately into
competition, not with second or third-class butter, with
which it might, perhaps, successfully compote, but with
the higher grades of butter which are sold in the ordinary
markets of this country. I do not believe that oleomar-
garine and butterine will be able successfully to compete
with really first-class butter in this country or anywhere
else. The public at large will, no doubt, be able to appre-
ciate the difference in the quality between this spuriou
article and the first-class article which the best dairies and
creameries of this country produce. But I see, at the same
time that the Govemrnment has proposed these duties and
Excise, they have aiso placed a resolution on the Order
paper, to be moved by the Minister of Inland Revenue:

Tht no oleomargarine or other substitute for butter shall be manun-
factured except by persons duly licensed, and that the Governor lu
Council may make regulations respecting such manufacture and the
supervision thereof.

Now, Sir,.this, I confess, is a move on which I congratulate
the Government. I was glad to see, the other night, that the
Minister of Finance had imposed a duty of 10 per cent. on
these articles coming into the country, and an Excise of 8
cents. I am also glad to see this resolution of the Minister
of Inland Revenue. I understood some time ago that bis
Department intended to make such a proposition, and I am
fully satisfied that such regulations might b made as
would meet the object in view. I do not, of course, know
whether the hon. member who bas just spoken was aware
of this, but I think he must have seen this motion upon the
paper. Without knowing the details of the Bill which he
proposes to introduce, it still seems to me that this notice
practically covers the ground. The hon. member shakes
his head-of course, as I said> I cannot speak of the details
of this Bill until it is introduced. But, Mr. Speaker,
anxious as I am to see the agricultural interests, and
especially the dairy interest, of the country carefully
guarded-and I say this as representing one of the
greatest dairy counties in this Dominion, the county,
according to the last census, which made the second
greatest amount of butter of any county in the Domin-
ion-still I do not wish to see the dairy interest
guarded at the expense of any other interest in the Domin-
ion. If any person chooses to put upon the market an
article which is not hurtful in itself, and which is
properly stamped and shown to be such an article,
if it does compete with the producers of butter it
will be mercly an extra stimulus to them to make a better
article with which this spurious article cannot compete.
But I do not believe it would be right or wise for this
Parliament absolutely to prevent ail the people in this
country from producing an article. which in itself is not
hurtful, and which, at the same time, would be stamped so
as to show its true nature. I am quite at one with any
gentleman in this House who wishes to see that the butter-
lne or oleomargarine are net sold as butter, and do not take
the place of butter, because that would be injurious, not only
to the dairy interesta of the country, but a8s t the on-
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sumers who might be led into buying the spurious article question, I believe strongly that many diseases, when closely
under the impression that it was the genuine article analysed, are attributable to the articlei of food that are
they wanted. But if these articles are stamped so that used for consumption, about which we know but very littie.
the public know what they are buying, and if the oleomar- This article is manufaotured from all kinde of fat, it mat-
garine or the batterine are composed of materials which ters not whether tainted or vitiated, because when it is
are not injurions to the health of the consumer, I do purified it can be used for this purpose. In many instances
not see why the production of these articles should be k may be found upon close investigation that injurions
forbidden in this country, and if it does work any incon- diseases have been conveyed to the human economy
venience to the dairymen of the country, their true remedy through this source. The hon. member who lisintro-
would be to manufacture a still better article of butter. duced the resoîntion which he intends to follow with a Bill
Let the dairymen of the country see to it that they make is doing great good in the interests of a large number of
the very best butter possible, and no butterine or oleo- Canadian people, and the farmers will approve his action.
margarine can compete with that article. As a matter of1I have had several communications, not only from the
fact we know that in the United States where these articles grangers, but from influential farmers of the country,
have been very largely put upon the market, they have expressirg the hope that the Bill would be passed, and
competed with and injured the sale of lower grades of but- wondering that a stop was not taken earlier for the purpose
ter, but I think they have not at ail interfered with the of protecting the agricultural interests of the country in
sale of the higher classes of butter. That being the case, this direction. I hope the resolution will be adopted,
and seeing that the Government have proposed this resolu- and that sucà a Bill will be introduced and pass as will
tion, I am not quite prepared, without further explanation give the necessary protection to the large class engaged in
at all events, to support the motion of the hon. gentleman. the manufacture of butter in the Dominion.
Hlowever, it might be well for us to go into committee and
see the details of this Bill, and if it is shown that there is a
necessity for something further than the Government pro- havepreceed mesn tinitatte hngtlem a
pose useful work. But 1 must express my surprise that this
member, if it appears that by his Bill he is going to afford
greater safety and advantage to the dairy interest of theacont sa
country, without at the same time interfering with the
rights of the consumers. Mr. SPROULE. flast not a private member the same

rigt as anybody else ?
Mr. SPROIJLB. I tbink the hon. member for Brome Mr. CASEY. Undoubtedly heolias. But there are

(Mr. Fisher) is a littie ont in his caloulation in *reference other members whose duty it is te attend te such matters
to the cost of oleomnargarine and buttarine. As I do be- without leaving t b initiative to private members. We
lieve thTy can be manufactured and sold with a reasonable have artiinister of Agriculture, a gentleman specially
profit at from 10 te 12 cents a pound, and if so, they must cbarged withethe dutyt f looking after the interests of the
come intp competition with the lower grades of butter. farmers; and athoug [ rnglad the hon. member for
I understand that the cornpetition is not with the higher Leeds (Mr. Taylor) lias taken sufficient interest in the
grades of butter. They can be manufactured very cheaply, farmers te introduce this motion, I must express my sur-
because ail kinds of fats are used, whether they be dean prise that the Minister of Agriculture, whose duty it is
or unclean; they are mixed together and purified, and specially to attend to such matters, had not previously
olonargarine or butterine is one of the products. brought in a similar resolution and Bill. 0f course some
Now, considering the groat interest of the butter mnir- of t hie regulations affect both the eparments ofCaustoms and
ket of this country, and the great number of people; Excise. Those Departdente discharged their duty when thoir
engagod in it, the competition between our own and other! atti ntion was called to the matter by the proposer of the reso-
countries in that line, and the graduai falging off in the value lution; but thfoDepartment of Agriculture, the one primarily
of butter, upon which the farmeî's largely depond for their iu tertedhdoes not appear to have taken any steps in regard
living, I think that a Bilo should be introdufed imposing to the question, but allowed it to be introduced by a privte
sncb restrictions as would tend to cthance the value of mhmber. I cannot agree, on the other hand, with adthat
butter te the farmers of this country. It is a known fat blas fallen from the hon. member for Brome (Mr. Fisher).
that this article is being introduced into this country in H is right in theory, as a free trader and a political eono-
large quantities, that it is to-day in competition with but- miste in arguing that we shou d ahlow the sale of every-
ter, and that it is taking the place of butter in a great many thing that is not injurions to the publinoalth, providing
parts of the country. Iisbeing the case, I think it is high M the consumer knows what h is getting. But we
time that the Legisiature should endeavor to remedy the, cannot look at the matter properly from the point of view
evil. Âlready the farmers find it difflouit te make a living, et politicai economy and free trade, under the present
The manufacture of dheese is not paying them, and the circeurtances. The hon. gentleman's argument would be
price of butter i going down just in proportion as oleomar- perfectly sound if we were onjoying a syâtomn of free trade,
garîne is brouglit into the country te take its place. Now,; and if our tariff was framed according te the ru les of
white the rostrcLhons proposaed by the Minister of Inlaad popitica economy. But when that is f ar frocm being the
Revenue may be sufficient in one direction te remove this case, we have to take matters as they are, and the moat
evit, I think they wli i uardly be sufficient to entirely con- we can do is to see that ail classes of the sommmnity are
trol this article. a believe they are in the right direction, c treated with equal fairniss. It was the boaat of the pro-
and if there are those ini the country wha wish to buy and1 moters of the National Polioy, when it was firat formaiated
use oleomargarmne and butterine instead of butter, Ithink before the HoUse, that it would proteet the agricuural,
they should have the right te do so, but lot it bdistinct itmanufactnring and mining interests, and promytebdesm
under.Stood that they know what they are buying; lot equally and with absolute fair play te hai. As far as tha
a stamp and the name be put on aci package, s poicy masbeen in operation we have found that great
as te clearly show what it is. There. 8 another care ias been tahtenlf the manufacturing ad mining
point upon which I take issue with the hon. member interests. But we have found that equal care ea not
for Brome> wh n ho conteuds that tis article is net been taken of the agricultural interet and I contend
injurions ter heath. I ho d the very reverse opinion. that, consideringt e great advantages fat have been
A a medical man who mas sometimea t oonsider tas given te manufacturera and miners, w., even thos of us

Mr. Fua,
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who are free traders in theory and principle, who do not
believe that favors had been justly and properly divided,
contend that, having protected and encouraged manu-
facturing and mining, the Government should apply
the same principles of protection and encouragement
to the ag micultural industry. Holding such views, I
wish to urge upon the House that the mere regulation
of the trade in oleomargarine and butterine is not
sufficient, and that we should also prohibit both the manu.
facture and importation of those articles in this country.
Admittedly the duty of 10 cents per pound on imported
oloomargarine will bring it up to about the price of fairly
good butter-it may possibly opera$e as a prohibitive duty.
On the other hand the proposed Excise tax of 8 cents
per pound would still leave a protection of 2 cents per
pound to the Canadian manufacturer of those articles, and
although it is not so large as some manufacturers are given,
still a profit of 2 cents per pound over and above the
natural profit in making those articles would ho sufficient
to induce the manufacture of the articles in Canada. I
understood the mover of the resolution to say that he had
heard on good authority that a company was about to start
in Montreal with a capital of half a million dollars to man.
ufacture these noxious articles. A company with sncb a
capital will undoubtedly have a large output. Although
the bogus article may not compete with the best qualities
of butter, still it will compete with the lower, and perhaps
with the medium qualities, and the quantity of oleomar-
garine sold in Canada will displace just that quantity of
Canadian-made butter. We have always heard it con-
tended by advocates of the National Policy in regard
to all articles, and particularly in regard to butter and
perishable articles, that the home market is the best
market. We have always been told that the great object
of the National Policy was to secure the home market for
the home producers. In regard to butter, I want to carry
out that principle of the National Policy. We have ap-
plied it to manufactures and mines; I want to see it applied
all round. Let us give our butter makers the home market;
let us secure the best market, the home market, for our
farmers, free from competition with those articles I have
mentioned, no matter under what name they may go. It
ha been said that if oleomargarine is labelled the people
will not buy it in preference to butter. This argument wili
not stand. There are people who may be persuaded that
oleomargarine is not hurtful to health, and they will buy it
in preference to butter if it is choaper. At all events,
those gentlemen who propose- to start a large factory in
Montreal seem to expect they will be able to sell all they
can produce, even if it is marked as such, and every pound
of oleomargarine will displace that quantity of second or
third-class butter; and as such butter cannot profitably be
exported, it will be rendered totally unsaleable. The hon.
member for Fast Grey (Mr. Sproule) bas given his opinion,
as a medical man, that these articles are injurious to health.
I hope we shall have further evidence on that point before
the question is fully decided. If it can be shown that there
is even a reasonable suspicion that these imitation butter@
are injurions to health, I think thoir manufacture should be
prohibited. My hon. friend from Leeds (Mr. Taylor)
qlioted the opinion of Prof. Barré upon Ghe matter, and it
strengthens my contention very much. Prof. Barré told
hm that he was afraid that all attempts to regulate the
sale of oleomargarine and have it sold as such and not as
butter, must fail, because, although the manufacturer might
sell it under its proper name, the retailer who bought it
from him would do his bestto palm it off as genuine butter. I
thil k there is a great deal in that contention, and I think the
opinion of Prof. Barré, as a dairy expert, should have great
weight. I uite agree with him, that in all probability all
attempts to regulate the sale would fail, and that the stuf
would be sold by the retailer to the consumer, at all events,

as genuine butter, when it was really one of those horrible
compounds of gelatine and petroleum and bristles and
other things which the hon. gentleman described. Even
at the Customs the hon. gentleman told us deception
was practiced, as this stuff was brought in under aIl sorte
of aliases, as grease, lard, oil, etc. The hon. gentleman
also gave us some other noteworthy information. He
said that the day before tho resolution was passed in
this House, imposing the new duty on oleomargarine,
a large quantity was entered at the Customs-I
forget at what port he said-but I think ho mentioned
several car loads, and ho gave as his authority
the Commissioner of Customs. If t is a fact that the im-
porters of oleomargarine did in this way take time by the fore-
lock and clear their goods the very day before the duty was
put on them, it would almost seem as if they had had some
of the same mysterious instincts as to what the Government
was going to do that we have seen other importers exercise
on fermer occasions. Those are my views on the question
-that soeing we have adopted a protective policy it should
be fairly applied all round ; that the f armer who produces
butter is therefore entitled to protection against the sale of
oleomargarine; that, in the opinion of dairy experts, it is
impossible to give him that protection by means of any
regultion as to inspecting or branding ; that even the
Customs are, in the present state of things, decoived by the
importers as to the real nature of the stuff
brought in; that, therefore, the only efficient pro-
tection you can give the farmer in this connection, is abso-
ltely to exclude oleomargarine, butterine, etc., from the
country and to prevent thoir manufacture at home. If yon
begin by licensing an establishment to manufacture oleo-
margarine, you will find after a time that it is impossible,
whatever regulations you may enforce on the manufac-
turers, to prevent the stuff from getting into circulation as
genuine butter. It will be very hard then to withdraw
the license and to prohibit the manufacture. If it is to be
prohibited at all, it must be doue now, while no vested
interests have grown up, and when everybody, I believe, is
prepared to agree with the proposition that those vested
interests should not b allowed to spring up. As showing
what the agricultural community have done in the pro-
duction of butter, and as a reason for giving Ibis protection,
I will only call attention to the enterprise which has been
exhibited in the establishment of creameries. Both this
Government and the Provincial Government have spent
large sums of money in instructing the people how to make
butter, and the Government of Ontario has established
creameries to show by practical experiment how it should
be made. The farmers themselves have aiso clubbed to-
gether in some places to establish creameries. I think these
industries are entitled to the same consideration at the
hands of the House and the Government as other industries
in the country which have already received so much con
sideration.

Mr. HICKEY. I think the speeches which have been
made by the mover, as well as by the gentleman who
has just taken his seat, show that something should be done
in this direction. The butter interest is one of the greatest,
if not the greatest, industry in this country; and while we
cannot possibly prevent the manufacture of those odions
preparations which have been mentioned, I think it is our
duty to throw such a protection around the manufacture of
butter as may be within our power. such as limiting the
manufacture of these-articles, as the Government proposes
to do, by licensing such establishments. When they are
licensed, of course they will see that a proper supervision
or inspection is made, I presume, over the articles out of
which it is proposed to make these compounds. I think the
question of the manufacture of these spurious articles out
of hoga or other animals dying of serious diseases, such as
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cholera or charbon, is an important one, as it is very ques-
tionable whether science has been able to discover a method
of fully abatracting the deleterious articles which exist in
the carcasses of such animals. Take an animal dying, for
instance, of charbon. It is impossible, even by burying it
several feet under ground, to get rid of the liability
of danger, for it is supposed that the grass growing over
the carcass will poison other animals. I think, therefore,
that it is our duty to protect the people against any risk of
this kind. The Bill proposes to regulate the manufacture
of these articles, as far as possible, by branding then and
making the people who manufacture them sell them for
what they are; and if it ranges, as far as price is concerned,
with the cheaper claFses of butter, the people ought to have
the privilege of buying wlifat they choose, but they ought
also to be in a position to know whether what they are
buying is oleomargarine or pure butter. If it can be made
for 6 cents per pound, even, the Excise duty is going to
put it below the cheapest kinds of pure butter, and I am
told by makers of butter that such is the case. If we
always'had a gool article of oleomargarine, made out of
such articles as suet or clean grease, there might be no
harm, except as to its coming in conflict with Ithe interests
of butter makers. Some hon. gentleman said butter
making may not be a necessity to the farmer; he
may turn his milk into cheese instead of butter.
But I believe a large butter interest will always
be of necessity in this country; therefore a Bill,
such as the one proposed, is of vast importance to the
dairy imterest of the country-a Bill providing that these
other articles shall be labelled for what they are instead of
what they imitate. The hon. member for Elgin (Mr.
Casey) says, why not let the Minister of Agriculture look
after this; but 1 think, from the notices on the paper, that
hon. gentleman is looking after the public interests in this
matter. While le does not take the ground that it should
not be manufactured in the country- as it is manufactured
in other countries, le proposes to provide that this industry
shall be subject to inspection, and that inspection, I suppose,
will reach the articles out of which these compounds are
made. If they are made out of non-d eleterious substances,
there cannot be much objection to their getting into the
market, the only objection being its coming in competi-
tion with butter making. I think, therefore, the Bill is
of great-importance to the country, and ought to meet, as I
believe it will meet, with the concurrence of the House and
the assistance of the hon. gentlemen in making it as perfect
as possible4

Mr. McMULLEN. The question of regulating the manu.
facture of butterine, if it is going to be permitted at all, is
an important question. The butter interest is a very large
one in the Province of Ontario and throughout the entire
Dominion, and it is our duty, as far as possible, to protect
the farmers from being imposed on with articles of this
kind, which are put into competition with second and third
qualities of butter. I think the Minister of Agriculture
should take up this question; and if the manufacture of
these articles is not prohibited altogether, such restrictions
should be placed on their manufacture and sale, as would
fairly warn buyers exactly what they are buying. If we
do not do that, we are going to have an amount of this
stuff manufactured and brought into market which will
seriously depreciate the value of the product of the farm, and
injure the farmers of this Dominion. The raising of cattle
and the production of butter and cheese are going to be
the principal industries of farmers in the older Provinces.
When the North-West is opened up the probobilities are
that it will grow almost the entire wheat product of this
Dominion, and the farmers of the older Provinces will be
compelled to fall back on those industries. While the
manufacture of butter imitations is in its infancy, we ahould

Mr. Hioir.

restrict it and subject it to such exactions as will prevent it
from seriously interfering with agriculturista realising the
value of what they produce. I hope the Minister of Agri-
culture will give his careful attention to this question. The
gentleman who brought forward the motion deserves credit
for doing so, and I hope every hon. member representing
an agricultural constituency will urge on the Government
and the House the necessity of protecting the interests of
the farming community in the way suggested.

Mr. ALLEN. Being personally interested in the butter
interest, and representing an agricultural constituency, I
may say that I think the Government ought to prohibit
everything in the shape of oleomargarine from coming into
the country. The people in the section to which I belong,
feel the importance of this matter. We believe that that
part of Ontario will shortly have to go largely into the
dairy business, therefore the introduction of oleomargarine
would be injurious to our people. There is another phase
of the question, viz., that there is a large amount of
tallow produced in Canada. It sells for from 5 to 6 cents
per pound, while it costs from 2 to 3 cents a pound to
manufacture it. Oleomargarine can be made in Canada for
8 cents a pound -the best quality for 9 cents. It is made at
that cost in the United States at the present time,
and it is delivered in Liverpool at 10 to 12 cents a pound
for the best quality and 9 cents a pound for fair quali-
ties. That comes into competition there with our butter,
which, I am sorry to say, is not always of the best quality.
I would not prevent parties in Canada who have tallow on
hand, and who desire to make it into butterine, from doing
so if they export it; but if they make it to be sold in Can-
ada, I would recommend that the Government should enact
such a law as would force the manufacturer to place the
name of the material on every package sold, so that the
people would know what they are purchasing. I would
recommend that the manufacturers, if there are such in
Canada, should be allowed to manufacture for export, free
of Excise duty. Every encouragement should be given to
dairymen to enable them to improve the quality of butter,
which is very much needed in Canada. I hope this question
will receive the serious consideration of the House. I am
glad the bon. member for Leeds bas brought the matter
bfore us, and I hope an Act will be passed, based on the
resolution, for the benefit of the farmers of Canada.

Mr. GILLMOR. I am really surprised to find so many
protectionists on this side of the House. I do not know
anything about the component parts of oleomargarine or
butterine; I do not know that I ever saw any of it; but I
believe this article has come into use from the necessities
of the poor in large cities, who are not able to purchase
butter, and I do not believe in this measure at all. The
only thing we should be careful of is to know whether this
article is injurions to health or not. If it is not, I do not
know why it should be prohibited. I can understand why
hon. gentlemen should be influenced by this principle of
protection, because it is going to please the farmers and
perhaps some other persons. But I contend that this
articles does not come into competition with butter among
people who buy butter. I do not think any article can e
produced which will supplant butter. I think this article
is used largely in cities by the very poor, who, if they did
not use this, would be unable to buy butter, and would have
nothing. If those who use oleomargarine were the electors
of this country, you would not find so many tos upport this
proposition, but -the classes I speak of are those who get no
consideration under protection at all, and no consideration
under this measure. I do not want to impute motives to
hon. gentlemen, but this is another eloctioneering dodge.
It is another concession to this principle, to my mind, this
hateful principle of protection, and therefore I am!going to
vote against this measure.
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Mr. MILLS. It seems to me that when a measure of

this sort is made a matter of so much tmportanc,% wei
ought to hear from the hon. gentleman who is supposed to
be the patrQn saint of the farmers, the hon. Minister of
Agriculture. Certainly, that hon. gentleman ought to
have some inflrmation, or be able to express some opinion
on behalf of the Government, upon this very important
question. Now, we have the proposition on the part of the
Government to impose larger duties on oleomargarine ana
butterine. If the hon. gentleman intended that increased
duty for the purpose of preventing the importation and
use of an article deleterious to the heaith of the population,
I could understand his position. But that does
not appear to be his objet. Loking at the action of -the
Minister of Finance we nust conclude that the object
Of imposing the increased duty on this particular article is
to furpish facilities for its production in Canada. If that
be true, I would like to know how the Minister of Agricul-
ture can consent to a policy which will tend to encourage
the production in Canada of a particular article which is to
come most severely in competition with a most important
agricultural industry. In a great measure, I agree with
the views expressed by the hon. gentleman who has just
spoken. If this article is not injurions to health, if it can
be shown to be harmless, I do not see why we should inter
fere li the matter at all. It is quite true that parties engaged
in various industrial pursuits in Canada may produce ar-
tinles which come into active competition with each other.
That is a necessary consequence. A shoemaker in one
village inay produce boots and shoes that will come into
competition with the boots and shoes produced
in another village, and the manufacture of oleo-
margarine may produce an article which comes into com-
petition with an important article of farm produce. That
cannot be helped, but what I object to is that the Govern-
ment shoul4 seek to inhibit the introduction of a particular
article, professedly in the interest of the agricultural popu-
lation, and then promote the manufacture of an article
which is to take the place of the inhibited one, and which
is equally injurious to our agricultural interests. If the hon.
gentlemen on the TreaanRry benches have looked into the
subject and have become satisfied that the use of oleomar-
garine is injurious to the health of the population,they should
have gone further and prohibited its manufacture and use
altogether. Instead of seeking to regulate its manufacture,
they oun ht to inhibit it. Han. gentlemen are not acting
in this matter in the interests of the agrieultural population.
What they propose to do is to act in the interests of certain
parties who wish to invest capital in a particular enterprise,
and who proposes to produce in this country an article
which the Government say ought not to become an article
of generai consumption. We are entitled to know the views
of the Administration on this question and what policy they
intend to pursue.

tion which appears upon the notice paper, hoe should allow
me an opportunity, when we reach the resolution, to lay
before the House the manner in which the Government in-
tends to deal with the question. I might, while on my
feet, state that the Oustome duties have been imposed on
the foreign article and the Excise duty on
what may be manufactured in the country. The
question arises as to whether it becomes noces-
sary to treat this as other subjects, and bring it
under the inspection of some Department. It does not
belong particularly to the Department of Agriculture. If
it did simply because it is a product of the farm, we might
as well say that the inspection of milk ehould alse belong to
that Department. It is just a question of oonvenienoe. The
Inland Revenue Department has that machiaery which
is best calculated, at the least increase of expenditure,
to secure the inspection of this article. If the hon. gentle-
man who introduced the Bill will be satiefied te leave the
matter until the resolution comes up, which, of oourse, if
acceptable to the House, will be followed by a Bill, all the
provisions ho proposes in his measure, and which will be
acceptable to the judgment of the House, might be merged
in that Bill, and the Government would undertake the
administration of that Act. I do not think, in the first place,
there is any reason for the conclusion that this substitute
for butter is necessarily injurious to health, but I think
it is necessary that, in its manufacture in this country, it
should be sub}ect to inspection, not only inspection of the
article produced, but of the ingredients from which it is pro-
duced. That is the only way by which we can secure a reliable
produot. 1 am struck aiso by the remark from the hon.
gentleman from Grey, with regard to an industry which
will claim the consideration of this House, as to its privilege
of exporting. That is a question which can be easily rega-
lated, because it is well known that on all manufactured
goods, subject to Excise duty, an allowance has been made.
That point has been considered, and when certain goods are
manufactured under the control of the Inland Revenue
Department, they may be exported free of duty, by return-
ing the duties in the shape of a drawback. Of course
this oleomargarine and ail substitutes for butter should
ho branded, so that the consumer would know exactly
what he was buying, but the question still romains open
as to whether we should insist that the exporter should
brand the article or not, considering that in exporting ho
goes to a foreign market to compete with the me article
there, which is not branded, and therefore bas the advantage
over him.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It would spoil the
reputation of Canadian butter.

Mr. COSTIGAN. No; it would not go out as butter.
With these remarks I would ask the hon. gentleman who
introduced this measure, to wait until the resolution on the
Order a er comes upn

Mr. C(OSTIGAN. I had no desire to interrupt what I Mr. CARLING. I feel exceedingly obliged to the hon.
think has been a very instructive and interesting discussion member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) and the hon. member
on the subject raised by the hon. member for Leeds (Mr. for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) for the kind attention they have
Taylor). For my own part, I feel indebted to the hon. paid to the Department of Agriculture, and the interest
gentleman for the information he has conveyed to me, and they take in agricultural matters. It is the first time I
I ain very glad to see the interest taken in this measure is have heard either of those hon. gentlemen take any par-
not confined to this aide of the louse. With regard to the ticular interest in agricultural afairm. I think the hon.
remarks of the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), that gentleman will find that the Minister of AgriQuiltrq does
if the Gover ment had looked into this matter and become take an interest in everything relating to the prosperity
satisfied that this substitute for butter was injurious to of the country, and especially in the prosperity of the
hesth, it was the duty of the Goverument to prohibit its agricultural classes. I may have an opportunity befbre the
manufacture as well as its importation, the Government Session closes of bringing a measure before this House
have looked into the matter. They have not come to the relating to agriculture, in the interests of the farmer,
conclusion that it is necessarily injurious ta health, although and, as the hon. gentleman takes so great an interest lu the
it may be made so in the proces eof manufacture. I Minister of Agriculture, and especiaily in the Department of
would suggest to the mover of the Bill that, inasmuch as I Agriculture, I hope h. will give me that support which
have given notice of dealing with thia subject by the resolu- I expect, as he has shown so great an interest In the welfare
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of the farmer. The matter now before the House is one use in the field, for practicet or at rifle matches; including reportiof
that has been fully considered by the Government as a ail tests of such ammunition made by any su officers or ofiiais Of
whole, and I think they have shown that they take an Rifle Associations."
interest in it by imposing a duty of 10 cents per pound, and Hle said: I make this motion for the reason that I have
an Excise duty of 8 cents per pound. I think they have heard during the past season serious complaints from the
shown clearly to the House and to the country that they are officials of rifle associations throughout the country as to
quite aware of the importance of attending to the intro- the character of the ammunition furnished from the Quebec
duction of this oleomargarine into the country, and, as this factory. In particular, this was the case with the Ontario
is more particularly connected with the Department of my Rifle Association. When their annual meeting in Toronto
hon. friend, the Minister of Inland Revenue, I am quite last autumn was about to come off, I was spoken to by some
sure that he will see that any adulteration of food in this of the gentlemen connected with the association, and was
respect is looked after by his Department. In regard to asked to assist thema in their application to the Government
anything connected with the Department of Agriculture, to have part of the old supply of English ammunition sub.
and the general interests of the country, I am sure that I stituted for the supply of Quebec ammunition, which was
shall be glad, as the head of that Department, to give it my to be given to them for their matches. I did so in a rather
best attention. informal way, and I have no doubt that other members of

the House were spoken to and did the same, and I understood
Mr. TAYLOR. After hearing the statements made by that afterwards the Government had acceded to their

the hon. Minister of Inland Revenue, I am quite willing to request and had supplied them with the old issue of
accede to the request he has made; but I desire just to re- English ammunition, instead of the new issue of Canadian
fer to an item or two in my Bill, and perhaps I will place ammunition. I have also been informed that fault has been
the Bill itself in his hands, in order that he may see that found with this ammunition by riflemen who have been
the Bill the Government brings in covers all the points. I engaged in other matches, and also by the officers and men
desire to refer to a statement of the hon. gentleman for who were engaged on active service in the North-W est,
Brome (Mr. Fisher), who said I must have seen the notice that it has been found often to fail in those qualities which
placed on the paper by the Minister of Inland Revenue at are essential to good ammunition. I am sure that the Minister
the time that I gave my notice. I think, if my hon. of Militia himself would have been the last man in the world
friend will look at the notice paper, he will see that I gave to knowingly supply men who were to risk their lives in face
notice on the 12th March, whereas the notice given by the of the enemy with ammunition which was not fit to fulfil its
Minister of Inland Revenue is dated, I think, on the 2nd purpose; but I am very much inclined to believe that, not-
April. My hon. friend the member for Elgin (Mr. Casey) withstanding ths personal inclination on his part, through
pitched into the hon. Minister of Agriculture for not the fault or negligence of somebody, a great deal of the
having dealt with this matter before. Before placing my ammunition sent out was not such as should have been put
notice on the paper, I had a consultation with the Minister in the hands of volunteers engaged on active service, and
of Agriculture, and he said: "Perhaps you had botter wait that a great deal of the ammunition supplied for use at rifle
until you see what the Government will do." I have yet matches was not of the best character. When the papers
to learn that private members on this side or on the other asked for come down-and I have no doubt that, after the
side of the House are in the confidence of the long notice which has been given of this motion, the Minister
Minister of Agriculture or the Minister of Inland Revenue. will be able to bring them down very soon-we shall be able
I did not know what they would do. I knew to discuss more intelligently the quality of the ammunition
what my constituents wanted me to do; and I supplied. I was not present to-day when my hon. friend
thought it my duty to move for this committee, and to from North York (Mr. Mulock) asked his question in
introduce this Bill. I have yet to learn that a private mem.- reference to the report of the commission which was
ber has not the privilege of putting that notice on the appointed to test the ammunition; but, I hope that report
paper. I am pleased to see that my hon. friends on that will be brought down at an early date.
side of the House, on the question of protection as well as Sir ADOLPIE CARON. I have already stated, in
on all other questions which come before the flouse, are answer to a question put by an hon. member, that the
divided in opinion, as well as their press. I found the press report which was the result of an investigation by a com-
in my county recommending the manufacture and sale of mission appointed by myself for the purpose of looking into
this article in the country. I see that the member for the complaints which had been made in reference to some
Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) is surprised to find so many Of his of the cartridges manufactured in the Quebec cartridge
friends advocates of prQtection. In the Bill that I purposed factory, would be brought down almost immediately. Some
presenting I had made provision that not only the manu- complaints, no doubt, have been made. The report which
facturers and the dealers, but hotel-keepers and others who I shall bring down is a very elaborate and voluminous
served this article of food on the table should serve it as report. It is now being copied, and within a couple of days,
some other article than butter, that parties dealing in it as I have said, I think we will be able to place it upon the
should give it some other name; but I am willing to accept Table. However, I cannot allow to remain unanswered the
the suggestion which has been made, and leave it to be hon. gentleman's statement in reference to the cartridges
dealt with in the Bill which the Minister will bring in. All and ammunition sent out to the North-West. I looked into
I desire is to fully protect the dairy interests of the the matter very celosely, and all the reports which we re-
oountry. ceived from the commandants of the various corps, from

Mr. BOWELL moved the adjournment of the debate. the Major-General commanding the force, show that the
Motion àagreed to, and debate adjourne.ammunition which we served to our troops was

as good as could be manufactured anywhere. Some
of it was English, and some of it was manufactured in

QUEBEC CARTRIDGE FACTORY AMMUNITION. Que bec. But the hon. gentleman must understand, if he

Mr. CASEY moved for:- has looked into the matter, that a cartridge may be very
good for field purposes, and yet, from some error in the

Copies of al correspondence between the Minister of Militia and detail of the manufacture, may not be quite as perfect asDefence and auy officiai of the Militia Departient, and any officers of i I
VolnnteerCorps, whether on active service or not, ail officiais of Rf it should be for rifle practice on a target. The difference
Associations, and other parties, in reterence to the character of the can be very well understood. The cartridges have not been
ammunition made at the Quebec Cartridge Factory and supplied for declared by anybody to be useless-very far from it; yet

Mr. CARLING.
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the deviation from the line of fire has showed it not to be
as perfect as it might be. The same experience has been
had in other countries, and in iEngland, France, Germany
and other countries experiments are going on every day
for the purpose of making ammunition as perfect as possi-
ble. I shaHl be very glad to bring down the report and
correspondence, as well as the complaints which have been
made. The report will show that every possible latitude
has been given in the investigation of complaints that have
been made, and I think that the report, as a practical
result of that commission, is a very valuable one, bocause it
peints out the deficiencies which I have referred to, and
will enable us, no doubt, to improve the manufacture of
our cartridges and make our ammunition as excellent as
that of any other country.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Where is the powder
made ?

Sir ADOLPEE CARON. It is made by the Hamilton
Powder Company, and one of the complaints is against the
powder. However, it would be very inconvenient to take
up this subject before these papers are down. because there
are many technical terms in the report, and the questions
are altogether scientific. The matter has been referred to
the Royal Military College professors, a staff of the leading
riflemen of Canada, and the report, I think, will be very
interesting reading.

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

After Recess.
THE REVISED STATUTES OF CANADA.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The louse will re-
member that yesterday I moved the second reading of a
Bill relating to the Revised Statutes of Canada. and a pro-
position was made and pressed by some of my hon. friends,
on the other side of the House especially, that the work
should go to a select committee for the purpose of examin-
ing the work of revision done since last Session. I propose
to acquiesce in that suggestion, and to move to-night that the
Bill relating to the Revised Statutes of Canada be referred
to a select committee. I think that motion will probably
be acquiesced in by members of the House generally, and
I am quite aware I can only move it with the consent of
the House. But I do so with a view of making progress
as rapidly as possible, especially in consideration of the fact
that there was some misunderstanding as to the course that
would be pursued in relation to this matter. I therefore
move:

That the Order of the Day for House again in Committee on Bill No. 9
respecting the Revised Statutes of Canada, be dischareed, and that the
Bill be referred to a Select Committee composed of Messieurs Thomp-
son (Antigonish), Abbott, Beaty, Davies, Edgar, Girouard, Landry
(Kent), Laurier, Royal, Tupper, Weldon and Wood (Brockville), with
instructions to examine the work of revision which has been done since
last Session.

M r. CAMERON (Huron). I think the hon. gentleman
has taken the proper course. We all know the great
difficulty there is in a Committee of the Whole House
investigating or examining a proposition of this kind.

Motion agreed to.

THIRD READING.

Bil (No. 18) to incorporate the Anglo-Canadian Bank.
-(Mr. Ward.)

CANADA ATLANTIC RAILWAY.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 43) to
amend the Act incorporating the Canada Atlantic:Railway
Company.--(Mr. Mackintosh.)

(In the Committee.)
Mr. HAGG ART. I beg to move the addition of a new

clause, clause six, as follows:-
That nothing in this Aet contained shall be so construed a to alteror affect any of the rights of Stanton and Balch under the said Act, 42

Vic., cap. 57.
The reason for moving the addition of this clause is that
I have been informed that Stanton and Balch had a contract
with the Montreal and City of Ottawa Junction Railway
(>mpany, and also with the Cateau Landing and Province
Line Railway Company, and the understanding was that
they were to amalgamate and form what is at present
called the Canada Atlantic Railway Company; that Stan-
ton and Balch have at present an action against the Canada
Atlantic Railway Company now pending lu the courts of
the Province; that their right of action was confirmed
under the Statute of 1879, in which the contract was set
out; and the insertion of this clause is for the purpose of
protecting them in the rights which they had under the
Statute of 1879, and leaving them in the position they occu-
pied before the present Bill was introduced. Their conten-
tion is, that this Bill,.jf passed, would leave them in a far
worse position as regards their claim against the company.
They state that under the Act of 1879 they had some right
of action against the company, of which they would be
deprived by the present Bill; that under the Act of 1879
they would, in case of winning their suit, have a perfectly
good asset and be able to collect the money, which would
not be the case if this Bill was passed in its present form.

Mr. SHANLY. I hope that clause will not be adopted,
because its operation will be to nullify the whole of that
part of the Bill preceding it which relates to the issue of
the new bonds. Those people in whose interest the amend.
ment has just been moved (Daniel Stanton & Co.) made the
contract, or the contract came into operation, with the
company on the 15th May, 1879, and for a year and a half
afterwards they made no attempt to go on with the work;
they did nothing whatever; and the company, after having
frequently notified them to proceed, let the work to other
contractors, and two and a half years afterwards, when the
greater part of the road had been completed, they entered
a claim and put an injunction on the bonds of the
company. They applied to the court in Montreal and
obtained an injunction. The company at once applied te
the court to have the injunction dissolved, and it was dis-
sol7ed. Then Stanton & Co. carried the case to appeal, and
the injunction that had been granted, and which had been
quashed by the Superior Court, was completely and entirely
quashed in the Court of Appeal. This is the wording of the
judgment in that court:

" And considering that the said appellants, Daniel N. Stanton et al.,
have shown no lega or sufficient cause or ground to warrant the isue
or maintenance of the said writ of injunction so obtaied by them in
this cause, and more especially have shown no right propert or
direct present interest in the bonds, in respect of which the said Unc-
tion was obtained, and have no right to have or maintain the said writ
of injunction, nor the conclusion by them taken in respect thereof; and

" Considering that on the cross appeal taken in this cause by the said
Canada Atlantic Railway Company, the aaid last named company have
shown that they had a right to have said injunction dissolved and said
writ of injunction, in so far as it operates an injunction, quashed, set
aside and annulled;

" Consid-ring, therefore, that there is error in said judgment therein
rendered by the Superior Court, at Montreal, on the thirteenth day of
December, 1883, the Court of Our Lady the Queen now here doth reverse,
aunrui and set aside the said judgment and proceeding to render the
judgment which the said Superiot Court ought to have rendered, doth
dismiss the appeal of the said Daniel N. Stanton et a, with cot ; and

" Adjudging upon the cross appeal of the said Canada Atlantic Rail-
way Company doth quash, annul and hold for naught the said writ, in
so far as it operates an injunetion, as having improvidently issued, and
doth condemn the said Daniel N. Stanton, et al., to pay to the Canada
A tlantic Railway Company the costs by them incurred, as well in the
court below as in this court."

That judgment in the Court of Appeal was rendered in Jan-
uary, 1883. Stanton& Co. then endeavored to carry thec ase
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to the Supreme Court here, and that court refused to reverse
the decision in the Court of Appeal of Queboc. And yet
those men come back now and say they have a vested right
-that is what they actually do claim-in the old bonds of
the conp4ny. Now, Sir, what they ask for here by this
amendment, is simply that this high cõurt of Parliament
should do what the high court of justice bas refused to do,
because if it is passed it will operate so that these bonds
will actually be under injunction. It will operate so that
they will not be marketable, that they will ho locked up as
long as Stanton & Co. choose to menace this company
with litigation. It is cleurly asking Parliament to
take the extreme course of interfering between this
firm and the courts of law. The courts have decided that
Daniel Stanton & Co. had ro right, title, or interest in
these bonds. The Bill as it stands without this amendment
does not infringe in any way the rights of Daniel Stan-
ton & Co. ; they will have the same rights and the same
recourse which they have now. The whole effort seems to
have been to keep this matter in menace over the Canada
Atlantic Company without desiring to bring it to issue.
First of all, they entered an action against the company to
recover $300,000 of damages, and subséquently they have
applied to the court to be allowed to increase their bill of
damages to 8700,000 ; but they make no effort to bring the
matter to trial. For these reasons, I say it would be an
act of injustice to the company, who are now endeavoring
to put the road into an easy financial position, to decide
that this Parliament should interfere with the decisions of
the courts and give these men the right to prevent the
issue and marketing of those bonds.

Mr. BARKER. I entirely agree with the remarks that
hsve been made by thb hon. gentleman who has just taken
his Fent. Lt seums to me this amendment, if passed,
w uld entirely destroy the effect of this Bill. I under-
s.and that a contract was entered into botween those two
companies for the constructian of those two pieces of road.
They did not proceed with the work, but they claimed
under the original contract, which is not before this com-
mittee at all, that they had a right in the bonds which the
company had a right to issue, under their previous Act of
incorporation. Acting all through on that right, they took
certain proceedings lu the courts to have that right
affirmed, but in these proceedings they failed. It would
seem to me, Sir, that if the courts had decided that they
have not a vested interest in those bonds, this Hlouse should
not interfere with that decision. The courts decided that
they had no such right whatever, and, therefore, by virtue of
the legislation which is now sought, no rights of the con-
tractors are interfered with; no right of action that those
gentlemen have is interfered with or taken away, inasmuch
as the only rigbt they pretended to have bas been adjudi.
cated upo4 by the courts, inclding the Supreme Court of
Canada. Now, if it ho affirmed, as it has been affirmed by
the section already passed, that it is right that this company
should not only have the time extended for completing the
work, but also have the right to put on the road an addi-
tional sum, thon I think there should be nothing added to
the Bill, which would interfere with those rights. Lt is
clear to anybody who knows anything about the floating
of bonds, that to pass sncb a section as this would have the
effect of practically nullifying the benefits of the legisla-
tion now sought, bocause its effect will be that every inves-
tor in bonds of that kind will regard the whole matter
with suspicion, and thus the advantage sought by this
legislation would be absolutely nullified. I think it would
be very unfair indeed to this company, inasmuch as this
Hlouse bas conceded that they are entitled to an extension
of their charter and an extension of their right to bond the
road, to put a provision of this kind in the Bill.

Mr. SHnilTr.

Mr. SCRIVER. I am well aware, Mr. Chairman, and
yon are well aware, how cautions the committees of this
House are in doing anything to interfere with the possible
rights of litigants when proceedings are Laken in the courts,
and this question was fully and carefully discusaed in the
committee. I need not go into the history of this matter
as that has been done pretty fully by the hon. member for
South Grenville (Mr. Shanly) ; but I may say that when this
coutract was made between Messrs. Stanton & Balch, and
thé company preceding the Canada Atlantic Railway Com.
pany, it was provided that a certain amount of bonds should
ho issued to the contractors as the work proceeded.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. SORIVER. Yes, that was provided. I have a copy

of the contract before me. At all events it was provided
that the company should issue a certain amount of bondrs,
and deposit them in a certain chartered bank under charge
of trustees to ho appointed-those trustees to be acceptable
to the company and to the contractors. When the time
came for depositing those bonds, the contractors notified
the company to issue them and named themselves as
trustees. The company replied that the nomination was
not satisfactory and that they were not prepared to issue
the bonds on those conditions. There the matter rested.
Another condition of the contract was, that before these
bonds should be issued, and within a certain period
named in the contract, these contractors were to iron
that portion of the road already graded, between Coteau
Landing and Alexandria. The contractors, as the member
for Grenville (Mr. Shanly) has stated, never expended
a cent except what they may have expended in
obtaining the charter that was obtained here in 1878. They
did no work, thongh repeatedly notified by the company to
proceed with the work, and the company were obliged
finally to make arrangements with other parties to build
the road. As tho hon. member for Grenville (Mr. Shanly)
has stated, some time after that, when the road was nearly
completed, these gentlemen commenced a suit at law or
obtaimed an injunction to restrain the company from issuing
bonds, and prevented them for some time from doing so.
Afterwards, a decision was rendered quashing the judg-
ment; that was carried to the Court ot Appeal and the
decision was confirmed; and finally a decision of the
Supreme Court was obtained, not only confirming the
decision of the Court of Appeal, but stating further that
these contractors had no right of property in the bonds of
$15,000 a mile provided for under the original charter. I
will read from a copy of the judgment I have here, which
sets that matter clearly at rest:

I And considering that the said applicants, Daniel N. Stanton, et al.,
have shown no legal or sufficien t cause or grounds to warrant the issue
or maintenance of the said writ of injunction go obtained by theu in
this cause, and mure especially bave shown no right of property or
direct present interest in the bonds, in respect of which the &aid injune-
tion wa obtained."

I think that sets that question at rest. These gentlemen
represent now that their interests will be imperilled if the
privilege the company now apply for, to issue additional
bonds, is granted. The Bill empowers the company to issue
now bonds to the amount of 810,000 a mile more than the
original issue, and provides for an exchange of the original
issue for these new bonds. I think I have made it clear
that these parties have no rights in the original issue, and
their rights cannot be prejudiced if this additional power
is granted to the company.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have listened to the discussions
which have taken place on this matter, and I muet say
that I disagree entirely with the statements of the last
three gentlemen who have s ken. As I understand, the
contractors who oppose this Ih passing in its present form,

or
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have asked simply that their position before the courts of
law romain unaltered. Now, we are not a court to decide
upon Messrs. Stanton & Balch's claims. I do not know who
they are, I never saw them, and do not know anything
about them, but when I find that these gentlemen, who repre-
sent themselves to be contractors, are simply asking that
when this Bill is passed it shall reserve any rights they
have before the courts of law, I say they ask simply what
is common justice from this House. The hon. member
from the city of St. John (Mr. Barker), and the hon.
gentleman who sits near me (Mr. Shanly), whose opinions
I respect very much, have stated a number of facts concern.
ing the relations between Mesers. Stanton & Balch and the
proprietors of this road. This House has nothing to do
with these facts; we are not at all in a position to enter
into the morits of them ; we accept the statements of these
gentlemen, but we have no evidence whether they are
sustained by facto or not. What this Parliament is bound
to do is this: When any legislation comes before us affecting
private interests which are pending in cases before the
courts, our logislation should in no way impair those
interests. That is a principle which, I believe, will be
sustained by every hon. gentleman in the House. I do not
know anything at all of the merits of the case. I do not
know these gentlemen, one of whom was spoken of before
the ]Railway Committee as an alien ; and it was said
that aliens had no rights in this matter. I felt
outraged when 1 heard that statement. We are bound to
protect aliens as we are our own citizons, and to
consider anv pretension they may put before us. What I
feel about the matter is this: That if these gentlemen have
an action pending in the courts of law, and a measure
comes before this House which impairs their security on
that railway, as this Bill does impair their security by pro-
viding that the road may be bonded for $25,000 a mile
instead of $15,000 a mile, we should not allow the measure
to pass without saving their rights. That is a principle
recognised as one of the fundamental principles of legisla.
tion in this country and we should not violate it. We are
not here to discuss whether there are any merits in their
claim or not, or whether the injunctions obtained by them
have been sustained or not. That is not the question. The
question is, if this railway company wants facilities to raise
additional money for the purposes of the road, while we are
prepared to give them those facilities, we ahould reserve
every right of every private individual.

Mr. MACMASTER. My hon6 friend has raised two
q uestions. The first is, whether Messrs. Stanton A
Balch, being aliens, should have less rights before this
House than the people ofour own country; and the second
is whether those rights are being prejudiced by the proceed.
ings taken before this House. As regards their being
aions, that is like the "flowers in spring," it 'lhas nothing
to do with the case."

- Mr. MITCHELL. I beg pardon. My hon. friend says
I raised the question of aliens in this House. I said it was
raised before the committee.

Mr. MACMASTER. I understood the hon. gentleman
to adopt an argument which ho professes was put before
the Railway Committee, that these men had no rights
because they were allons.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not going to allow my hon.
friend from Glengarry, for whom I have the greatest res-
pect, to misrepresent me. What I said was that I was
present when this Bill was discussed in the Railway Com-
rpittee, and that one of the arguments put forward by
the promoters of the Bill on that occasion was that these
men were aliens, and it was alleged they had not the rights
others had.

Mr. MACASTER. I should be very sorry to differ with
my hon. friend the Minister'of Railways-I mean the hon.
member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). Whether ho
acts in that capacity, or whether h bas represented aliene
in this House or ont of it, I always have that respect for his
opinions in this House that I have outside in privateolife. It is
seldom i have the honor of differing with the hon. gentleman,
but I do not agree with him on ibis quesion. UJnfortunately,
the best of frionds must part, and I find he is standing in a
somewhat unhappy condition in this argument. I under-
stood the hon. gentleman, either by deduction or direct
assertion, put forward before the House the idea that Messrs.
Stanton & Balch, who assume to be claimants against this
company, are disparaged in their rights by reason of their
being aliens.

Mr. MITCHELL, That is so.
Mr. MACMASTER. They are in no way disparaged

in their rights. They took an action in the Superior
Court in the Province of Quebec for their claim of $300,000
against this railway company, in the nature of damages.
Their action was not for an ascertained debt, or an estab.
lished debt ; they simply came into court, and by an ex
parte statement claimed $300,000, and asked the court
that there should be a temporary restraint put upon the
company as regards the issue of bonds. There are two
questions involved: First, was there a debt at all? That
remains to be determined-

Mr. MITCHELL. Where?
Mr. MACMASTER-before the courts.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is what I want reserved.

Mr. MACMASTER. I am glad the hon. gentleman
agrees with me. When the suit is decided, that question
will be determined; but what is important to the com-
mittee is whether the proceeding we are now about to take
is calculated to embarrass the plaintiffs or to prevent them
recovering any sum of money which may ultimately be
found, before the courts, to be due thom. Now, I examined
the proceedings, I examined the statement of Mesrs.
Stanton & Balch, put before the committee the other day;
I read the conclusions of their action, because, according to
the special forms of pleading prevailing in Quebec, it is
necessary, not merely that the party should state his
claim in the nature of a direct averment, but that he should
state in his conclusions what he wants. Now these parties
have stated what their claims are, and they conclude
by asking that the railway company should be con-
demned to pay the $300,000, and that tho assets of the
company be sold to satisfy that claim. That is the posi-
tion. There is not one word in the Bill which will
prevent the assets of the company being sold to satisfy
the debt, if it should eventuate that there is any debt,
provided this Bill should pass as bas been explained by the
hon. member for St. John (gr. Barker). You see, therefore,
the question of the debt still romains to be decided, and
further that there is nothing in this Bill to prevent Messrs.
Stanton & Balch, if they have a just right and get judg-
ment to sustain it, from proceeding against the assets of
the company after the passage of the Bill, just as they might
have done previously. They took out their action in 1883,
and it is still pending. That may appear to be a very long
time for an action to be ponding, but I do not wish that
you should be prejudiced against the claimants on that
account, because, unfortunately, an action may be a long
time pending in the Province of Quebec.

Mr. MITCHELL. The lawyers keep it up.

Mr. MACMASTER. And down too. There was an
incident proceeding connected with the action. They first
got an order in the nature of an injunotion against the
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railway company. That order was dissolved. The case
went to a higher court, in appeal, in the Province of Que-
bec, and judgment was rendered there on the injunction
proceedings against these gentlemen. And the court of
appeal made this declaration, which appears is the official
record of the judgment of the court :

" And considering that the said appellants, Daniel N. Stanton et al.,
have shown no legal or sufficient cause or grounds to warrant the issue
or maintenance of the said writ of injunction so obtained by them in this
cause, and more especially have shown no right of property or direct
present interest in the bonds-"
I hope this will satisfy the scruples of the hon. member for
Northumberland-

" in respect of which the said injunction was obtained, and have no
right to have or maintain the said writ of injunction, nor the conclusion
by them taken in respect thereof-the court dissolves the injunction."

It may be said that the judgment of the Court of Appeals
in the court of Quebec merely related to the injonction
proceedings, and that is perfectly true; but in rendering
that judgment on the injonction proceedings the court
declares that the appellants have shown no present interest
as regards the bonds, which forms the subject of contro-
versy in the action of the Superior Court. Therefore it
does not appear from the legal proceedings, so far as they
have been brought before the committee or the House, that
there is any direct interest on the part of the claimants
that is prejudiced. I should state that from this judgment
they appealed to the Supreme Court of Canada, but
their application was not allowed, and therefore the
judgment of the lower court was affirmed in that respect
The case comes back to this: The injunction proceedings
having been set aside, it remains to be seen what right
these peonle have, before the Superior Court, for their
claim for damages. As far as I can ascertain, and I am
somewhat familiar with the proceedings in the courts, it
does not appear to me, if the Bill should pass without the
amendment, that their rights will be in the slightest degree
prejudiced, and it does not appear to me, as a matter of
business investigation, that their rights as against this
company are going to be in the slightest degree prejudiced
by reason of the fact that we should, as we are assuming
to do by this Bill, increase the borrowing powers of the
company from 815,000 per mile to $25,000 per mile, and
not $25,000,000, as stated by my hon. friend by a lapsus
linguo.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). It is a matter of surprise to me,
on examining this subject and listening to the arguments
advanced, that, hon. gentlemen can differ so honestly and
conscientiously in this affair. I cannot at all agree with
the opinion expressed by the hon. gentlemen who are
opposing the amendment to the Bill. It may be well for
me to say at the outset that I know not the gentle-
men who are asking this amendment. I know not whether
they have rights or not, but I know that the main .argu-
ment used to induce us to throw ont the amendment, is that
the Bill, without the amendment will in no way prejudice
the rights of Messrs. Stanton & Balch, if they have any
rights. If that be the case, will the insertion of this amend-
ment place the matter in a different position ? Does not the
amendment only say:

" Nothing In this Act contained shall be so construed as to alter or
affect any of the rights of Stanton & Balch, under the Act 42 Victoria,
chap 67."'
Now they say the Bill does not affect the rights of these
gentlemen at all. But that is all the amendment asked.
Al it asks is that this Act wili not be so construed as to
affect the rights of Messrs. Stanton & Balch. What objec-
tion is there then to allowing the amendment to go in ? -

Mr. SCRIVER. It would affect the power of the com.
pany to soll the bonds.

Mr. MAOXASI!.U

Mr. LANDRY. I had not heard before that the objec-
tion to the amendment was that it would affect the com-
pany's facility for selling the bonds. But why should it
have this effect ? Because those to whom the offer of the
bonds may be made will be more or less impressed with
the idea that these gentlemen have rights? Bat if they
have none, that ought not to affect the value of the bonds.
If I had the means of investing and am convinced nobody,
under existing laws, had any right to interefere with the
bonds, I would not be affected at ail by the amendment.
Therefore I think my hon. friend when he says it will affect
the value of the bonds, admits clearly that these parties
have rights.

Mr. SORIVER. No.
Mr. LANDRY. If they have no rights, how will it affect

the bonds ?
Mr. SCRIVER. It will affect purchasers who know

nothing about it.
Mr. LANDRY. Because they will be impressed that

these parties have rights.
Mr. SRIVER. Yes, they will by the amendment.

Mr. LANDRY, If so why are we not similarly
impressed ?

Mr. SORIVER. Because we know the facts.
Mr. LANDR Y (Kent). Do we know the facts ? It is

just exactly what I thought was being attempted, to con-
vince us by assertions and escaping the proofs. I do not
say there are no proofû. There may be ; I cannot tell. But
it is attempted to convince us by assertions that these
gentlemen have no legal rights, and that they ought not to
be considered because they have net fulfilled their part of
the agreement under the contract, and have not done what
they were bound to do under the conditions of the contract.
We are not here to try that. We are not a tribunal for
that purpose, and, therefore, it appears to me that the best
thing we can do is to give to the company who are asking
for this Act, the Act which they ask for, give them the
power to issue their bonds, give them ail the power they
are asking for, and let them take the risk and the responsi-
bility of th2ir action. If they know that these men have
no rights, let them try-that in the proper way. We are
not a tribunal to try that question. On the other hand, if
they have any rights, we are here to protect those rights.
It is asserted that they have noue, but we are not here to
try that. I do not assert that they have any, but I think
this section cannot be objectionable. We are asked by the
amendment to declare that, if there be any rights, they
shal be proteted. We do not create afly rights; we do
not assert that there are any rights ; but we say that, if
there are any rights, those rights shall not be affected by
this Act. If there are no rights, ofcourse, they will not be
affected. If there are, then these men ought to be pro-
tected. Holding these views, I cannot help sympathising
with the amendment, and voting for it if it comes to a vote.

Mr. SHANLY. The hon. gentleman from Kent, N.B.
(Mr. Landry), says he would like to see some proofs
brought forward. I am quite certain, as regards the pro-
perty claimed in the original bonds, the present existing
bonds, by these claimants, Stanton & Co., as regards their
right of property or their having any right of property,
the hon. gentleman will be willing to accept the decision
of three courts, commencing with the Superior Court in
Quebec, and ending with the Supreme Court in Ottawa,
which have decided that Stanton & Co. have no such right
of property, and yet they claim that these bonds are
their right, and that if yo put a further amount
of bonded debt on the road, then "our bonds "-for that
is the term they use-" of $15,000 a mile are depreciated
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by that increaed issue." I am certain that my hon.
friend will not attempt to say that the proof of the
judgment given in three courts will not be satisfactory to
his conscience. These mon are not creditors of this company.
Il they were creditors of the company, there might he some
just reason or cause for putting in this amendment, but they
are simply claimants, and I say that, if this amendment
is allowed, anyone who chooses to make a claim can come
before a committee of the House, and thon before the
House itself, and say that a clause which will give their
claim a shade of right is to be inserted in every Bill.
Some people argue that, in putting this large amount of
bonde on the road, you depreciate the original bonds. That
is not the case. The cost of the road at present will ex-
haust the whole of the existing bonds; and when the 825,000
a mile of additional bonds is applied, as I know it is
intended by the company to apply it, it will make the
$25,000 bonds of much more marketable value than the
$15,000 are to-day. The present issue of the bonds has
been always delayed for the reason that the company per-
ceived that it was absolutely neoessary, in order to carry
out their improvements, that they should have an increased
issue. In the meantime, the promoters, the proprietors,
the stockholders, the shareholders, the owners have given
the best guarantee which has ever been given by any com-
pany in Ontario or Quebec by building one of the best lines
of road in this country, and they have done that with their
own means, awaiting the time when they could put their
property into such a state of forwardness that they could
have a really completed property with all the necessary
equipment. At presont they have no equipment to speak of,
and to equip the road proporly now will take about half a
million of dollars, and that half million of dollars they have
got to expend to place the lino in a proper money-earning
eondition, when the 825,000 a mile which they now
ask the power to issue will ho of a higher value than the
815,000 a mile which they can now issue. I will say one
word in personal explanation. My hon. friend from Nor-
thumberland (Mr. Mitchell) has referred to a matter which
I do not think is properly before the louse. Ie says it is
claimed that aliens have no rights; and, when I asked him
where he hoard that stated, ho said it was mentioned in
committee. I do not know that it is exactly parliamentary
that matters which are mentioned in committee should be
imported into this louse.

Mr. MITCHELL. Was it not so?

the matter, I will mention it. It does not appear to me
that the committee have anything to do with the fact
whether these gentlemen are aliens, or whether the Super-
ior Court has already declared that they have no interest
in the bonds which the Act of 1879 allowed to be issued.
There are two pointe with which we have to deal-what
rights were secured tothem by the Act of 1879, and does this
amendment which is proposed still further maintain those
rights. When I turn to the Act of 1879, I do not find that
they have any rights at all. The Act of 1819 simply con-
firms an agreement which they had with one of the com-
panies therein amalgamated. It goes no further. It gives
them no lien upon the bonds, and it gives them no lien
upon the railway.

Mr. HAGGART. It confirms the contraot which was
entered into.

Mr. DAVIES. This does. not do any more. This con-
tract romains confirmed whether this amendment is carried
or not.

Mr. HAGGART. Certainly.

Mr. DAVIES. If they have any right, the bonds will still
form a first lien upon the railway and upon its assets, not-
withstanding the admission of the hon. gentleman. It can-
not do any good, and then I am influenced by another
argument which has been advanced by those gentlemen
who say that it may do a great deal of harm.

Mr. McCALLUM. By the Bill before the House, we
give this company the power of issuing 810,000 a
mile more bonds on this road. That is the way it
strikes me. It is admitted that these gentlemen
have a claim to the extent of the legislation got in this
House. Now, what assets are these people going to get to
pay their claims ? In the first place, they must pay the
interest on the bonds. Now, as the matter stands before
the passage of thie Bill, they would only have to pay the
interest on $15,000 a mile, but if you pass this legislation
they will have to pay the interest on 825,000 a mile, before
they can collect a dobt, if they had one. That is the way
it strikes me. If they will dispense with that I will
willingly help to carry this legislation, otherwise, I will
vote for the amendment.

Mr. SPROU LIE. 1 think, looking at the amendment from
- - - --- 4-' " l1 l & l l i r% da d haf

Mr. SIANLY. Yes. a common sente stanapoint, lb witi cieariy

Mr. MITCHELL. That is all I want, Stanton & Balch had some rights. Itesays:
Mr. SHANLY. I will convince the hon. gentleman t te Nothing in thsct contained ha be contrued to alter or affect

INIr SHNLY I wll onvnce he on.gentema totheany of the rights of Stanton à~ Balch under the Act 42 Vic., Ohap. 57.11
contrary. Hle pointed to me as the prime sinner in introduc.contary Hopoiite temea theprie snne luintod. It dees net say Ilif thoy have any rights," but it acknow-
ing the word"' foreigner." I would co-operate with him inledgos that thoy have rights, and if we bring these righte
extending even fuller protection to these gentlemen because down and acknowledge them iu thie Act, and put theinwith
they are foreigners than if they were from among ourselves, greater force bore the world, thoreby, 1 think, we destroy
but what I stated in committee was this: When the Bill was their chances ef selling these bonde for what they would
called, one of the arguments used by the learned counsel
who appeared for these gentlemen was that these gentlemen
were in New York, and we ought to postpone the Bill until Mr. HAGGART. I wouid cati your attention, Mr.
they chose to come here. Now, it was known that this Bill (hairman, te the faet that the time te diseuse this matter
was to come up; the notice had been on the paper for some hae ulready expired, and etili there remaine a geod deal te
time; and I said that, if the wheels of Parliament were te bo obe aid upon it. It will take me haif an heur te go jute the
blocked and the business of the oommittee arrested because detaile lu refereuce te this Bil. I move that the comritte
two foreign gentlemen persisted in staying away from do riso.
OLtawa, 1 could not see why the Bill should not be pro- Motion agreed te, and Committee rose and reported pro-
ceeded with in committee. That is the only way in which
I used the word "foreigner," because the learned counsel P0 55s
who appeared for these two gentlemen made that a reason MARITIME COURT 0F ONTARIO.
why we should not proceed.

Mr. DAVIES. I have a difficulty about this amendment fouse resolved itecf jute committee on Bil (No. 5) te
which has not been mentioned by sny of the hon. members oxtend the.juriediotien of the Maritime Court of Ontario.--
who have spokon, andam I desire iimply tendod ustioc in (Mt. Allen.)
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(In the Committee.)
On seotion 1,
Mr. ALLEN. This Bill is the same that I brought in

two years since. At that time it included the supplies
for coal and provisions, equipments and repairs to
shipe. Several shipowners and other gentlemen objected
to the clause including provisions and coale. A deputation
of shipowners waited on me to argue the case, and they
agree that if I would leave ont provisions and supplies they
would consent to allow the Bill to pass including perma-
nent equipment and repairs. According to that agreement
the Bill was brought in last Session and passed this House.
But when it went to the Senate they amended it so that the
equipment and repairs should be dorne at the instance of the
managing owner of the eompany. When the Bill, as
amended, came back to the Commons we were ongaged in
the celebrated Franchise Bill, and time was not given after-
wards for concurrence in the Bill. I now prebent the Bill
as amended by the Senate, that is, that claims for perma&-
nent supplies, such as ropes, sails, anchors and other equip-
ments of that description, as well as repairs to ships, shall be
placed under the jurisdiction of the Maritime Court. I
believe that it is in the interest of shipping generally that this
measure should be passed. Some parties have made this com-
plaint: Suppose the repairs came to $1,000 and a mortga-
gee held a mortgage on the ship for the same amount. They
said that if the repairs on the ship were to be a prior
claim to theirs, it would be unfair. But, upon arguing
the case with those gentlemen, we find they have received
good value for the amount of repairs and the permanent
supplies, and have no reason to complain. As the law stands
now, for instance, if a company who repairs a ship, when
the work is done and they have lien upon the ship in their
possession, they may hold that ship, perhaps, for three, or
four, or five month, until they sue the owners and receive
a judgment, and thon go through the general course of sell-
ing the property which they have in their hands. Now,
that is not only an injustice to the parties who have done
the repairs, but it is a serions lose to ship-o wners. Sup-
pose the ship was repaired in the month of June or July,
that there is a claim of $1,000 against that ship for repairs,
and that the parties who did the repairs held that ship for
three or four months, until the season was over, then more
n oney would be lost by the owners of that vessel than, per-
haps, would pay the whole amount. Nothing is included
in may Sil other than permanent equipments and repaire.
When we come down to clause 3 o the Bill i have a short
amendment to offer, which is as follows:-

,And the foregoing çlaims aball constitute maritime lieus on the
vessuela whiç hall rank next after Çlaims which ow constitute mari-
time liens, and as among themselves shall rank in the above order.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I sbould have certainly
opposed this Bill at the second reading if 1 had imagined it
to be, what the mover now seeks to make it, a Bill to alter
the maritime law. The hon, gentleman introduced hie
Bill under the title of an Act to extend the jurisdiction of
the Maritime Court of Ontario, and I understood that ho
aought to give that court juriediction to entertain claims in
respect of repairs done to the equipment of the vessel. As
such, I saw no very serious objection to hie Bill. It appears
now that the hon. gentleman seeks to amend it in such a
way as not to make it a Bill to anend the maritime
law of Canada relating to maritime liens. I think that
is very objectionable indeed, for several reasons. First,
because the hon. gentleman seeks to introduce an amend-
ment to that law under the titie of the Bill which I
have read. Second, bocause, the hon. gentleman would
make one law fbr the Province of Ontario, in this respect,
and another law for the other sections of the Dominion. If
it be deemed at auy time desirable on the part of Parliament
to review the position of the law regarding liens on shippi0g,

Mr. ALLEx.

I hope Parliament will 4 it in ,connection with some not
deahng eomprehensively with the whole ubjeOt, ad not
in a measure relating to one Provine only. I uundrstand
that lut Session Parliament declined to pasa an Act making
liens in favor of repairers of vessels, and declined to do so
especially in connection with the consideration of an Àct
of tiis kincd. I need hardly detain the committee by
stating, even in a general way, what the maritime law is
with regard to liens. The laritime law reogniss liens
for supplies and various other claims in respect of
vessels, the owners of which are not within the juris-
diction of the court. His Bill proposes to change that
with respect to certain classes of creditors, creditors
in respect of ropairs to the ship, and to give them a
lien, nQtwithstanding the fact that the owners are
within the juriadiotion of the court. The Bill ie, as
I have said, open to various objeetions Firat, it pro-
poses to legislate on the subjeet of maritime liens under
the guise of a title which refers to au entirely different
subject. Second, the Bill proposes that there shail be a
differeut law in Ont&rio fron that which existe in other
Provinces. Third, it deals partially with the subjeot of
maritime liens and not comprehensively with it.

Mr. WELDON. I do not think this Bill is dealing with
the maritime law, because maritime lions are diderent
from those created by Statute. The Judic:al Committee of
the Privy Council has drawn 4 broad distinction between
these liens, and bas declared that maritime liens will follow
a vessel in the hands of new owners, while statutory liens
did not. I quite agree with the Minister, that. it is rather
anomalous that the proposals should apply to ouly one
Province of the Dominion, and not to the others. But the
hon. gentleman will recollect there is this peculiarity: The
court which exorcises jurisdiction i Ontario, iesa court
created by this Parliament, whereas the court which exer-
dise& jurisdiction in Quebeo and the Maritime Provinces is
au Imperial court, created by ImperialStatute and regulated
by the Vice-Admiralty Act of 1863. The United States
courts have solved the diMoulty whiçh has ben raised. The
objection made, that admiralty juriediction did not extend
b the great lakes and riveis of the continent, because they
were not within the flow of the tide, has been overcome by
the declaration that their admiralty jurisdiction e ztends over
the lakes and great rivers. If legisiation could be so framed
cither by the Imperial Parliament or by this Parliament, by
which jurisdiction would be uniform over the whole Domi-
nion, the courts which have jurisdiction over the sea would
have jurisdiction over the lakeg, it would be praotically of
great benefit. The Session before last, I moved for the cor-
respondence with respect to the maritime courts constituted
under the Vice-Admiralty Act of 1863, and1 I think it le a
great pity that some stops should not be taken to extend
the jurisdiction of those courts so as to make them, in
Canada, have concurrent and co-extensive jurisdiction with
the igh Court of Admiralty in England. Under the
Admiralty Act of 1861 the Righ Court of Admiralty has
much more extended jurisdiction than that given the
Vice-Admiralty Oourts by the Act of 1863. With respect
to this Bill, I agree with the Minister of Justice that
it is unwise to give jurisdiction to the Maritime Court
of Ontario which is not given t the Vice-Admiralty
courts, either In the Lower Provinces or Quebec.
The Admiralty Court has only jurisdiction when the
owner or part owner daoe not reside within the jurisdiction
of the court. In Quebec Admiralty Court juribdiction eau
be had over a Nova Botia and New Brunswick vessel when
the owners live in those Provinces and no owner lives in
Quebec. An improvement might be made in this respect.
I do not see why the principle introduced by the mover of
the Bill should not be the correct o uand why we should
iot extend the power to the Vioedmiralty Courts and
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give them power whieh they do not now possess. While I and registered in the port of Kingston; she may go to the
favor the principle of the Bill to some extent, it is because extreme west and contract debts for repairs. It might be
I hope the Vice-Admiralty Courts under the Imperial Act, very difficult to find the owner, and the creditor might have
will get equal jurisdiction. I think my hon. friend will find, to search all the ports of the lakes to find him, and in that
if he considers the matter, that if the Vice-Admiralty Courts case he would be put to a great disadvantage. Lt appears
had the same jurisdiction as the High Court of Admiralty, tom e that such a measure as this is as much in the
it would be a great advantage to shipping owners and to interest of the owner of the vessel, as of the pers-on doing
persons connected with that trade. I do not see why these the repairs or supplying the materials, because, otherwise,
powers should not be made by statute to the same extent a vessel, at a long distance from where the owner lives,
and to the same class of persons selling necessaries to ships will have great difficulty in having repairs donc or gotting
in Ontario as where the owners do not live under the juris, supplies, because there is nothing but a more personai
diction of the Admiralty Courts. obligation against the owner. There is no lien against

Mr. PATT ERSON (Essex). As I understand, the mari- the vessel-no proceeding which eau be taken in rem, but
time law of the Maritime Provinces is regulated by the whole matter depends on the personal responsibility
British law. There was no maritime law for Ontario and of the individual who gives the order. I do not think the
we passed this special Act, and from time to time members objections of the Minister of Justice have any practical
representing constituencies bordering on our inland waters, bearing on this case, though I agree with the goneral rule
desired that the law should be amended in the interests as to the uniform application of our laws. But as this
of the mercantile public. Some amendments were passed, Parliament bas passed the prosent law, surely it has the
and a few years ago it was promised that an attempt would power of amending so as to make it as effective as possible.
be made to obtain from Great Britain a uniform maritime I find on enquiring in my own locality, that a grcat many
law for Canada, and we have been looking for some time of the business men are in favor of such a provision, though
for a fulfilment of that promise. We have been looking for I was not aware of it when the matter was under discussion
the correspondence on the subject, but we appear tob before.
getting no nearer to it than ever, and as life is too short to Mr. McCALLUM. We had formerly a law in Ontario
wait longer, the hon. member for North Grey (Mr. Allen), of this kind, but what we want now is an extension of its
in a praiseworthy effort to benefit the interests of the mer- provisions. Formerly, in Ontario, before the establishment
cantile publie, has brought in this Bill. My only fault with of the Maritime Court, I have known American vessels
the Bill is that it does not go far enough. I think we should changing owner5 during the winter in order to get rid of
assimilte the Ontario maritime law wih that of the paying Canadian debts. Of course, there are now certain
United States, so that a lien might not only be imposed in claims which can becollected against a vessel, such as claims
the case of repairs, but also for necessary supplies furnished for towage, wreckage or salvage ; but I would like, to sec
a vessel, such as coal, &c. This method of keeping a the law extended, so that a vossel would bu liable for all
mortgage afloat against a vessel, is merely a means of supplies furnished to her. Any man who wants to pay his
evading the payment of honest debts. I trust the Minister honest debta would find this no detriment to him; in fact
of Justice will not oppose this measure. Its apparent it would be a benefit to him, bocauso it would onablo many
application to the whole Dominion is merely, I understand, vessels to get supplies which could not othorwise got thom.
a clerical error, which the promoter of the Bill is willing to I bave owned vessels mysolf, and I have found no incon-
correct, so as to make it apply only within the jurisdiction venience from the law so far as it goos. Tho hon. member
of the Maritime Court of Ontario, for North Grey deserves the thanks of the mariners for

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). This Bill, as I understand, is having introduced tis Bill, but I think it should be
not pretended to extend beyond the Province of Ontario, extended to make the vessel liable for everything.
and it is in that respect perfectly consistent with the Statute Mr. LISTER. Living in a couaty bordering on a lake,
which it proposes to amend. Ail this Bill proposes to do some of my constituonts are interested in this Bill. 1 con-
is simply to extend the jurisdiction of tie court within the cur in the remark of the hon. member for North Ess-ex
Province of Ontario to vessels owned by parties who arc (Mr. Patterson) that the Bill does not go far enough. The
domiciled in the Province of Ontario. I agree with the maritime law of Ontario is a special law passed by this
Minister of Justice that, as a general rule, it is right and Parliament. The maritime law of Englaid doos not a pply
proper that our laws should be made applicable to every to the inland lakes, and it was thought, in the irnterost of
portion of the Dominion, that there should be uniformity supply mon, particularly in the Province of Ontario, that
in tis respect, but we know that this has not always been this maritime law should extend o them. Tho saine juris-
the case in the past. We know that last Session an Act was diction was given to the Maritime Court of Otanoe as
passed which does not apply in every respectand uniformity existed in the courts of the iuritimo Provinces, viz., when
to all the Provinces of the Dominion. If theb hon. gentleman an owner or part owner of a ve.sel ived in the Province
will refer to the Franchise Act, he will find that the same no lien was given, but if the owaer resided outside of the
fi ancbise does not exist in the whole Dominion, and there are jurisdiction of the court a lien was given. Tne law recog.
many other statutes in our Statute-book, the provisions of nises the right of a vessel to beco ne a debtor, but why it
which do not extend equally to the whole Dominion. should stop at the liability, whon the owner resides li the
This Bill, as I understand, simply makes applicable to country, is more tban I can undorstand. I know from my
vessels owned in the Province of Ontario a law which own exporience ithat ve:y many people who have supplied
was passed some years ago, extending to vessels out goods to vessels, in order to enable tthem to continue their
of the Province of Ontario, and that being the case, voyages up the lakes, have lost their debts. Only a
I do not se any reason why it should not become law. bhort time ago a gentleman lu the county of Essex
Those of us who Âive on the shores of the great lakes in the lest a very large sum of money. 'There is a general
west, know that there are hardships whiòh this Bill proposes impression among the commercial people throughout
to cure with respect to claims for repairs to vessels, for equip- the country that if they furniish auny sort of sup.
ment, for building, for materials supplied. Is there any plies to a vessel, they have a lien a1g nilist the vessel
reason why cuims of ibis kind should not b uclaims on the u:self, and thcy do not consider it necessary to enquire
vesse], whether the owner happons to live within the Prov- as to who the owners of the vessel are. In many
ince or ont of it? I think precisely the same rule should instances, the owners are worth nothing, the vessel beiug
apply in both cases. For instance, a vessel may be owned covered by mortgages, and the people who have parted
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with their goods, find that they have no remedy and cannot
recover a debt which bas been incurred to enable a vessel
to prosecute its voyage and to derive the profit therefrom,
In the United States they have not only a general mari-
time law, which exists on the lakes, but they have also
recognised the right of the different States to pass laws,
fixing the liability of vessel owners. I think I am right in
saying that every State bordering on the lakes has its own
particular law, and those State laws give a preference to
foreign claims. A Canadian who furnishes goods to an
American vessel, has a preference over the American sapply
man, while our courts do not enforce that sort of claim
against a vessel; they have no power to do so. There is
no reason why a vessel should not be responsible for every
debt that enables the owner of that vessel to prosecute his
voyage or to reap the profits of that voyage.
Upon what principle or reason can it be said
that a vessel shall be liable for wages, towage,
or any other claim recognised as a maritime claim,
and shall pot be liable for goods supplied to enable it to
continue its voyage ? A vessel was repaired in the county
of Grey at a cost of many thousand dollars, and it has been
lying in the port, and the supply men having a lien on the
vessel have pressed for a decree of the Maritime Court to
enable them to seli it for months and months; and it is
doubtful if they will receive anything. At lea st$2,200 will
be lost to people living in my neighborhood for goods sup-
plied to vessels, the owr ers of which have been found to be
worth nothing. This state of affairs should not exist. If a
vessel is to be responsible in the same way as any individual,
then it should be responsible for every debt that vessel
contracts; there should be no distinction between what are
called maritime liens and liens that are not recognised as
such. I balieve the hon. member for Monck (Mr. McCallum)
who las been a large owner of vessels himself, echoes the
feeling of most of the vessel owners throughout the country,
when he says they have no objection to this law. Because
if they are honest men they will pay their debts, and if
dishonest, it will give the trader an opportunity to realise
what is his due. The hon. Minister of Justice says
the present law is the law of England, but I would
call his attention to the fact that it has been
changed with respect to Ireland. There, while a
vessel cannot be seized at her home port for supplies,
she can be attached if she is ten miles from that port. So
that an exception las been made of Ireland in that regard.
I would also call the attention of the hon. the Minister of
Justice, who opposes this Bill, to the fact, that a couple of
years ago this matter was referred to a Special Committee
of the House of Representatives in the United States, and
the report brought in by that committee strongly approved
of the principle of giving to the supply man a right of
liens, and stated that no strong reason could be given why
a person in the country, supplying goods, should not have a
lien in the same manner as if the owner lived out of thei
country. This measure doos not go far enough. It oughtj
to include ail supplies properly pertaining to a vessel. It1
is a measure. however, that las been anxiously awaited in,
Ontario, and I do not believe there is an hcnest shipowner1
from one end of the country to the other who would object
to it. I trust that the hon. the Minister of Justice will see
his way to allow it to pass, and I hope that at some future_
time it may be extended in the direction I have pointed
out.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I find it necessary to
say a lew words more on this subject, because either my1
friends who have spoken in favor of the Bill have supplied1
a great many additional arguments against it, or have entire-
ly misunderstood those I advanced. I have nothing to say as
to whether this Bill goes far enough or not. It may be that'
in the United States the law goes further, but I would ask'

Mr. LISTER.

any hon. member of this House to point to legislation in
the United States which makes one law for the State of
Maine and another law for States interested in the naviga-
tion of the lakes in relation to this subject.

Mr. LISTER. I did not say that.

Mr. THOMIPSON (Antigonish). I know the hon. gen.
tleman did not, but he invited us to follow the legislation
of the United States as going much further than this, while
the principal objection I make against this Bill is that
while Canada is a great maritime country, the Bill proposes
to make the maritime law of one of the Provinces different
from that of all the other Provinces. Will you find any
instance in which the maritime legislation is different in
one portion of a country from what it is in another ?

Mr. LIS 'ER. Yes.
Mr. THOMPSON. (Antigonish). I quite appreciate

what the Ion. member for West huron, (Mr. Cameron)
said with regard to the necessity for departing from the
principles of uniformity in many subjects of legislation;
but if there is any subject upon which we should endeavor
to make our legislation uniform, it is that which relates to
the maritime law. With regard to shipping, Canada has
the good fortune to be a great maritime country, now
standing third or fourth in rank, but it would be a serious
blow to the prestige of Canada as a maritime country, if it
were known abroad that the law on this subject is different
in one Province from that which prevails in another, not-
withstanding the fact that the whole subject is under the
jurisdiction of one Parliament. So much for the question
of uniformity. I recognise the force of what the hon.
member for St. John says, that the maritime liens differ in
name at any rate, from the liens created by Statute. But this
Bill proposes to establish a new maritime lien in substance,
although, perhaps, not in name. I do not agree with my
hon. friend that there is any reason whatever why the Par-
liament of Canada should establish a different maritime law
with regard to statutory liens in Ontario from that which
prevails in the other Provinces. It is true that the Mari-
time Court of Ontario, is a court organised under the
legislation of this Parliament, whoreas the courts whicli
exercise the like jurisdiction in the Lower Provinces arc
organised under an Imporial Statute; but it is equally con-
petent for this Parliament to say what shali constitute liens
in the Maritime Provinces as in the Province of Ontario.
Notwithstanding the fact that the judges, and perhaps the
officers of the courts, in the Lower Provinces, are appointed
by Imperial authority, while in Ontario they are appointed
by the authority of this Government, it is quite in the
competence of this Parliament to say what shall consti-
tute liens in all the Provinces. Therefore, there is no
argument in that contention. But, furthermore with refer-
ence to the question as to how the courts are organised
in the Maritime Provinces it las been deemed desirable,
as one ion. gentleman stated, to obtain Imperial legis-
lation with the view of placing those courts entirely
within the control of this Parliament. That legislation las
been urged upon the Imperial Parliament year after
year, and it las been delayed in consequence of the
peculiar circumstances which retarded legislation in Great
Britain for the last two or three years. But we have the
definite assurance of the Government of that country, con-
veyed to us during the past summer, that the legislation
with regard to these Imperial courts in the Maritime
Provinces will be withdrawn by an Act to be passed during
the present Session of the British Parliament, and we have
reason to expect that before the Session is through, those
courts will be placed under our own contPsol. · We shall
have, in the meautime, if we pass this Bill, made greater,
the want of uniformity and the want of proportion between
the way in which the jurisdiction of those courts shall be
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operated in the two classes of Provinces, the Upper and
Lower, and we shall establish a different maritime law in one
Province notwithstanding the hon. member for St. John
(Mr. Weldon) may call the one a maritime and the other
a statutory lien-from that prevailing in the other four or
five sections of the Dominion, with only the excuse that in
the one we have the advantage of appointing the judge,
registrar and bailiff. My hon. friend on my left (Mr.
McCallum), and my hon. friend opposite (Mr. Lister), seem
to me not to take into account the primary elements
which enter into this question, when they say that there
should be no indisposition on the part of this Parliament
to enforce the rights of creditors against the ship, and that
if the debtor intended to pay his debts hoe should not object
to the Bill. Surely hon. gentlemen know that the funda-
mental principle lying behind all that, which they seem to
ignore, is that creditors are not supposed to give credit on
tbe security of the ship itself, when they are dealing with
the owners of the ship, residing perhaps in the same place
-s themselves, but they sell them supplies and make contracts
for repairs, &c., on the credit of the owners themselves, and
row it is asked to give them, besides, what they did not bar-
gain for, a lien on the ship itself before all other creditors.
With regard to uniformity, it would very much dam.
qge the reputation of this Parliament if we have
one law for a ship when she enters the Gulf of St.
Lawrence and another when she sails up the river and
enters the lakes. Hon. gentlemen propose that when
i' ihe gulf' she shall be governed by the laws of Great
Britain, but the moment she passes a certain imaginary
line on her woy up she shall bo governed by a different
syctem n' laws. It is lime enongh to consider
whether the law goes far enough, when the intention of
Parliament is invited to this subject by a Bill professing to
deal with it, and net by a Bill which was carried through
two readings in the House under a name that led the House
to believe it was dealing with a different subject altogether,
that is, enabling the creditors to recover their debts in the
Maritime Court of Ontario, but giving them no lien what-
ever as against the vessel itself.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not agree with the hon. Minister
that this Bill is in the slightest degree misleading. It would
be quite unnecessary for any person to apply to the Parlia-
ment of Canada for assistance in order to obtain a personal
remedy. The courts of Ontario supply that remedy, without
our seeking to have an additional court snob as the Maritime
Court for that purpose. I think this Bill is plain and simple
and easily understood,and it purports to declare that thejuris-
diction of the Maritime Court of Ontario shall ho extended,
so as to cover liens in respect of certain matters. I cannot
understand how the Minister can charge the mover of this
Bill with smuggling its two read ings through the flouse on a
misleading title. It has been said by every hon. gentleman
who has spoken on this question, that it is to the general
interests of the shipowners as well as the creditors that this
lien should exist- a lien that can be made practicably avail-
able. It seems to ho conceded generally that this is a most
desirable position in which to place the suppliers of these
materials and those who supply labor for the purpose of
equipping vessels; and, that being the case, it being admitted1
that that is an end which we should seek to attain; should
we not rather seek to attain that end than to defeat that
end ? The Minister of Justice states, and gives it, as IJ
understand, as his legal opinion, that we can confer juris-
diction upon the various Vice-Admiralty Courts, although
they are created by an Imperial Act. If I understood him1
rightly on that point, it is the simplest possible thing to
carry out the principle which has been admitted in argu-
ment here by the insertion of a few simple words. Tnis
Bill can be made to accomplisb all that the Minister of Jus-
tice d&sires somewhat in this way. If you strike out the

words in the second lino " of Ontario under the Mari-
time Jurisdiction Act, 1877," and introduce the words "or
Vice-Admiralty Court haviug jurisdiction in any Province,"
you meet the case.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). And the title, and the
second reading, which has already been secured under fale
pretences?

Mr. MULOCK. Of course the hon. Minister may not be
able to understand tl4is Bill, but I dony that the mover of
this Bill is capable of obtaining any decision of the House
under false pretences.

Mr. TIIOMPSON (Antigonish). No, I do not mean to
say that he has, but ho would have if the amendment was
made as the hou. gentleman sugrests, making this a Bill
affecting the whole of Canada. The mover neyer proposed
anything of that kind.

Mr. MULOCK, It is easy enough to get over the tech.
nicalities, if thore is no desire to burke the Bill. If another
second reading is necessary, lot the Bill be referred back
again. The amendment proposed is germane to the origi-
nal motion. The motion is, that the jurisdiction in a par-
ticular Province shall be enlarged. It is quite proper for a
member to propose that the jurisdiction in an adjoining
Province shall ho enlargod, or that the jurisdict ion in all
the Provinces shall ho enlargod. Last Session this was
of ten done. I remember that last Session, at the last stage
of a Bill, a clause was inserted entirely altering the charac.
ter of the Bill; and suroly if that was done last year, par-
liamentary practice has not so far changed that lt cannot
be done this year. If it is not desired to interfere with this
Bill so as to defeat it, and if it is admitted, as it has been
admitted by the Minister of Justice, that jurisdiction
can be conferred upon all the courts which is sought
to ho conferred upon the one court under consid-
eration, there is no reason why any longer this logis-
lative want should not be met. This is the third year
that this Bill has been before Parliamant. Last year this
House assented to it, and the Senate assented to it with some
amendments, and the Bill before us now is the result of the
Bill of last year, with the variations suggested by the
Sonate ; so it may be said that this is a surprise to nobody,
with the exception, of course, of the Minister of Justice. I
think ho will be doing an act of injustice if ho prevents this
measure going through on the more technical ground that
the Bill is partial in its applicability at the present time.

Mr. McCART aY. I do not think the hon. gentleman,
who bas last addressed you, understands the objection of the
Minister of Justice. The Minister of Justice, as I understand,
takes this position, that the Bill as introduced-and the
title of the Bill tends in tho same direction-simply confors
jurisdiction on the existing court, whereas the amendment
tends to change the law itself, though limiting the change
to the Ontaio Court. I do not think my hon. friend from
North York (Mr. Mq ulock) grasped the point of the Minister
of Justice.

Mr. MULOCK. Yes, I did.
Mr. McCARTEIY. If he did, he certainly did not leave

that impression on my mind, and I do not think ho heft it
on the minds of other members. I quite agree with the
view taken by the Minister of Justice, and I think it would
be an extraordinary proposition to accept, which is nOw
pre.ented to us, that the gonerat law should be altered not
only as far as one Provinc is concerned, but in regard to
the whole Dominion.

Mr. ALLEN. It is not in the Bill.

Mr. McCARTHY. But the member for North York
(Mr. Mulock) dusires to make it se, withoub giving any
notice to the Maritime Provinces, which are much more
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interested in shipping matters than the Province of Ontario.
If we agree that we have .the power, and I think we are,
inclined to agree on that point, to alter the law in regard
to the Vice-Admiralty Courts. as well as in regard to this
court ot our own creation, and if it is desired to make that
law uniform, I do not thiik the committee would desire
that it should be dealt with by this Bill. The members
from the Maritime Provinces would, no doubt, desire to
consuit their constituents before any such radical change
was made. I should like to consult the people in my own
constituency, who are largely interested in shipping.

Mr. MULOGK. It has been before you for three years.
Mr. MoCA RTHIY- No, the clause which is proposed is

not yet printed. Tho clause without which the Bill ie of no
particular consequence is not yet printed, and we are asked
at the last moment to make the change which is not sug.
gested by the title of tho Bill, and which is not found in the
Bill at al; and then the member for North York (Mr.
Mulock) proposes that we should, by the addition of a
word or two, apply the whole Bill to the Maritime Pro.
vinces, which aro more interested in shipping matters and
in regard to thi Bill than the Province of Ontario. I think
the committce should rise, whether it should ask leave to
sit again is a inatter which I think the Minister of Justice,
as representing the Governîment, should deal with ; but I
think that at present wo should not pass the amendment,
and without that amendment the law would be ineffective,
without givirg some time to all of us to consult those who
are interested in the matter, especially if it is to be made
general, as suggested by ihe hon. gcrtteman.

Mr. W ELDON. The Minister of Justice says the law
should be uniform. If this Bill is passed as it now
stands, it wiil not be uniform in the Province of Ontario
and in the Provinces in which the Maritime Court exercises
jurisdiction ; but, if the hon. gentleman takes the Act
which brought the Maritime Court into existence, he will
find that Parliament undertook to give more extensive
powers. The first clause of that Act is :

" Ail persons shall, after this Act comes into force, bave, in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, the like rights and remedies in all matters (including
cases of contract and port, and proceedings in rem and in persona.m)
arising out of or connected with navigation, shipping, trade or com-
merce, on any river, lake, canal or inland waters, of which the whole or
part is in the Province of Ontario, as such persons would have in any
existing British Vice-âdmiralty Court, if the prucess of such court
extended to the said Province."

Now the very first section of this Act makes certain excep-
tions, and the same power that enables them to except
would enable them to extend. But there is a very impor.
tant clause in the fourth section of the Maritime Act of
Ontario which enables a person to follow a ship into the
hande of a bond fide purobaser ninety days after the vessel
changed hands. Now the Vice Adiratty Court gives no
such pwer at all. As I have already pointtd out, there is
a broad distinction between the meanirg of the maritime
lien and the statutory lien. By the maritime lien the
parties may follow the vessel if she changes owners, but
the express decision of ihe Privy Council has been that the
statutory lien does not follow where the vessel passes into
the hands of a third party, therefore, if a statutory lien is
created, and a veasel subject to that lien is owned by A.B.,
and becomes next day the property ot C.D., the vessel
cannot be followed; but the Maritime Court of Ontario
expressly states :

'' No right or remedy in rem given by his Act only shall be enforced
as against any subsequent bonâdfle purchaser or mortgagee of a ship,
unles the p o.eediug f r lie enforcement thereof be begun within
ninety days from the time when the same acerned.'

Now the Vice-Ad-nrilty Act of 1863 provides as follows:-
" Olaima for necessary supplie, iiin the poissession in which the court

is established, to any ship or which no owner or part owner is domi-
ciled wituin the possesivn at tb lo e u the necessares being sup-j
plied."

r. MrCasar.

These two claims, thorefore, are statutory liens, created
by the Vice-Admiralty Act of 1863, and the same privilege
should be extended to the Province of Ontario. Now I have
pointed out that when the court gives a right to follow the
ship into the hands of bond fide purchasers, it was going
beyond the jurisdiction of the Vice-Admiralty Court by
which the lien remained for ninety days in the hands of
the bond fide purchaser. Now they are met by this difficulty
in Ontario, that because the owners reside within the Pro-
vince of Ontario the Vice-Admiralty Court has no jurisdic-
tion, and so far as the jurisdiction of the court is con-
cerned, it is practically rendered nugatory. The Miritime
Court of Ontario to.day has the pewer of adjudicating
on claims for necessary supplies and claims for building and
repairing, but they are met by the difficulty that the own.
ora rtside in Ontario and they cannot exercise jurisdiction,
and, therefore, practically, the jurisdiction is a mere shadow,
because they have no power to enforce it. 4ow, it seems
to me that this Bill will make their jurisdiction of practical
utility, because the shipping which comes.under the juris-
diction of the Maritime Court of Ontario, I think I may say
without exception, is owned by men residing in that Pro-
vince. It seems to me that the principle contended for by
the Bill of giving a lien in rein against the vessel, is founded
on commori sense and justice, and I would like to see the
Vice-Admiralty Court's jurisdiction extended. I pointed out
that by the Maritime Act of 1877, there is a right to fol-
low the vessel in the hands of the purchaser, within ninety
days, in the Province of Ontario, whereas it is not twenty-
four hour6 in the Lower Provinces, and in this sense I think
the Bill meets the objection made by my hou. friend the
Minister.

Mr. McCARTRHY. What clause gives power to follow
the vessel ?

Mr. WELDON. Sub-section 4 of section 2, which shows
that within ninety days from the time accrued, you can
follow the vessel in the hands of bond fide purchasers.

Mr. McCARTHY. It is negative ?

Mr. WELDON. True, but if you have it within ninety
days, yon bave it.

Mr McOCARTERY. No. If you have it by the general
law. As t is, when this Act was introduced, then, you
must exercise the power within ninety days or you lose it.

Mr. WE LDON. Then the seution is perfectly useless ?

Mr. McCARTHIY. It may be. It does not give the
power, at all events.

Mr. WELDON. You have got to give some effect to a
Statute, not merely say it is rodundant, or it is of no use at
ail. That section is used negatively, but at the same time
it gives the power. My hon. friend will see on reading i
over, that the statutory lien, the same as the lien under
the law matitime, follows the vessel. In one exception
it attaches all the time to the maritime lien, but in
Oiitario the statutory lien exista for ninety days
against a bond fide purchaser or the mortgagee, providing
proceedings to enforce are commenced within ninetv days.
It seems to me that while power was given to the Maritime
Court ot Ontario to enforce claims for neoessaries and
oinims for repairs to a vessel, under the Vice-Admiralty
Act this ciaute Ihave read took away that jarisdiction when
the party reiited within the jurisdiction ot that court, and
it, therefore, rendered the court pra3tica'ly useless for that
purpose, and iLs jurisdicuboi became a mere LoneuLity. ln
QUtario there is no doubt, as I said before, that a great
majority of the vossels coming under the jurisdiction of the
Maritinoe Court of that Province are owned by men living
in Onu4 io. If a New Bruuwick vussel were on Lake Brie
and if the hon. member for Monck supplied the neceàsaries,
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he could arrest the vessel, but if the vessel belonged to
Kingston he could not touch her. The same principle
should be applied in each case. The Maritime Court of
Ontario would have jurisdiction over New Brunswick and
Nova Scotia vessels if no owner lived in Ontario. If the
vessels engaged in the trade and commerce of the lakes are
vessels registered in Ontario the result is that so far as
jurisdiction is given to the Maritime Court of Ontario it is
rendered nugatory by the explanatory clause that, if the
owner resides within the jurisdiction of the court, the juris-
dition is taken away. It seems to me that this is a matter
which is of importance to the people of Ontario and vessels
should be placed on the same footing as regards lien as are
vessels in the United States.

Mr. THOMPSQN (Antigonish). The hon. gentleman
would look with a great deal of surprise into the counten-
ance of any person who in the Maritime Court, or any other
court, proposed to enforce a lien, and stated, as his author-
ity, a section of the Statute declaring that if you have a
lien you shall enforce it within ninety days. The hon. gentle-
man's argument, if it amounts to anything, is this: That
because differences exist between the procedure of the Vice-
Admiralty Court of the Lower Provinces and Quebec, and
that of the Maritime Court of Ontario, we ought to make
the legislation as different as possible; that because there
is a difference between the organisation of those courts it is
desirable for us to make the principles, on which the rights
of suitors in those courts are adjusted, as wide as possible, as
if one suitor were in Austria and the other in England.
That is the amount of the hon. gentleman's argument, if
there is any logic in it. There is no use in the hon. gentle-
man calling attention to the fact that there are differences
in the courts, unless he is prepared to argue that because
thero are differences wo sbould multiply them as greatly
as possible. The hon. member for St. John has taken a
great deal of trouble to show that this proposition is just
and fair. If it is just and fair in Ontario, I want to know
wby the hon. gentleman does notwant it in New Brunswick.

Mr. WELDON. I should like to get it.
Mr. THO u PSON (Antigonish). If he does, why do we

not have it in a Bill, in a Bill professing to deal with the
substantive law instead of professing to deal with the pro-
cedure. The Bill has proceeded up to this point under
the guise of a Bill which professed to give a remedy to
creditors against vessels in the Maritime Court of Ontario,
without increasing the rights of the creditors or giving
them any lien which they did not possess before. It is now
proposed to amend the Bill by altering materially the rights
of every suitor in regard to those causes of action which the
Bill enables the court to consider. There is no use in dis.
guising the purpose of the Bill. The Bill having proceeded
so far, and the mask of the title having been thrown off, the
promoters of the Bill had now better fairly state to the
House what the purpose Is. It is to give special legis-
lation to one class of creditors in this country, to one
class of creditors in a special portion of this country,
and that is the class of creditors which in the
Province of Ontario by possessing dry docks or any
other means acquire debis against vessels for repairs, and
it places those special creditors-perhaps I should say one
special creditor-in a different position from that which
cieditors ocupy against vessels in any part of the British
domain where the maritime law prevails which we operate
in Canada. It is no use for bon. members to be asked to vote
for the BilI on the ground thet it does not go far enough.
If it does not, let us have the hon. gentleman's Bill under
an.honest title; but if the Bill is to relieve some particular
company or creditor or a pairticlar class of creditors let
us not designate it merely as this Bill is designated, let us
not degrade the moral character of Canada by pasinga
Bill for the benefit of -those particular creditors or that

particular creditor under a false title, and by smuggling it
through the Parliament of Canada. I move that the com-
mittee rise.

Mr. MILLS. I cannot help expressing my surprise at
the toue of the argument adopted by the Minister of Justice
in discussing this question. The Minister knows very well
the history of the Maritime Court of Ontario. He knows
that before 1877 there was no Maritime Court, no court
having admiralty jurisdiction in the Province. The rem-
edy parties lad against vessels, whether for supplies or for
repaii•s, was one in the ordinary civil courts, and that
remedy exists and is in force to-day as much since the
passing of this Act as previously. When the Act of 1877
was adopted there was a desire to adopt measures so far as
they could be adopted to meet the wants of the people of
Ontario. That was the intention of the Bil. We were
not considering whether the law was to be precisely the
same in every portion of Christendom or not. I apprehend
that bas not been the practice in this Parliament or the
Local Legislatures. We have not felt compelled to con-
sider the proper classification and arrangement of legis-
lative Acts. We have, as representatives of the people,
undertaken to consider the wants of the community and
adapt our legislation as far as possible to their wants. The
Minister of Justice bas not, in any one of the speeches ho
las addressed to the committee, pointed out that the pro-
positions were improper, that they were not suited to meet the
evilscomplained of and were not reasonable. What have been
the objections urged ? That the law in the Maritime Prov-
inces, where the Imperial court sits and where the Imperial
law is administered, is not precisely the same as the law
whic.h my hon. friend bas proposed to place on the Statute-
book. The.law is not the same now. Tbe remedies pro-
vided as regards liens are not the same as in any other
portion of the Dominion. If one were to listen to the argu-
meýnts of the Minister one would suppose, in ignorance of
the facts, that we were endeavoring to break in upon that
beautiful system of uniformity in which the hon. gentleman
delights. The hon. gentleman is laboring under a misap-
prehension if he supposes that to be the case. There is no
uniformity at the present time. By the third section of
the Act which we placed on the Statute-book in 1877, it is
provided that the courts shall not have jurisdiction in
certain matters in which the Maritime Courts of the lower
Provinces bave jurisdiction. Tnere is a very wide departure
from the rule of uniformity, to wbich the Minister attaches
so much importance, in the law as it at present stands. I
could understand the arguments of the hon. gentleman if
this were a uniform law and it were proposed to break in
on tbat uniformity. That is not, however, the fact. We
have a law which is supposed to be adapted to the particu-
lar circumstances of Ontario, situated as it is upon
the inland waters, and the proposition we have to consider
is what bas been our experience in working ont that law;
what the experience of shipowners and those wbo
supply them with necessary supplies ? My hon. friend
bas undertaken to explain what the experience of these
parties is. He comes here with a Bill, and says: Our
experience is such as to show that this Bill will provide a
remedy for some of these evils. Does the Mirister of Justice
say it will not? No; he does not for a moment contest the
only really important question for the consideration of this
committee. He admits practically, by refusing to argue
that question, that the Bil is a reasonable one in its details,
but he turns round and says: We have a different law in
the Maritime Provinces, and because we have a different
law which we have net soughs to change here, we will not
permit you to make any change you deem neoessary in the
law of the Province of Ontario; we wili not consider your
rights and interests; until the people of the Maritime Pro.
vinces are prepared to make the change, we will not budge
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an inch to make the change yon think necessary. I confess,
Sir, that that. poition is one which much astonishes me,
because I would suppose that the hon. gentlemanif he were
such an ardent advocate of the principle of uniformity,
would have come down with a measure to make the law uni-
form. Has he proposed to change the law as it exists at the
present time ? He admits that there is not uniformity, but
the hon. gentleman says that the present diversity should
not be increased. That is not a question which should
influence us for a moment. The question is, is there a griev-
ance, and will the Bill remedy the grievance ? My hon.
friend who introduced this Bill, and who bas had extensive
expei ence in these matters, says it will. The hon. member
for Monck (&Ir McCallum) says it will; the hon. member for
North Essex (Mr. Pattersc.) says it will ; my hon. friend
from West Lambton (Mr. Lister) says it will. Every hon.
gentleman in this House from the Province of Ontario who
is experience in this matter, whose constituents are inte-
rested in this subject, approves of this Bill; and the hon. the
Minister of Justice says: No, I will not favor it, because it
does not give us uniformity throughout the Dominion.
Well, Sir, uniformity is an excellent thing if we do not
sacrifice the public convenience, and the practical necessi-
ties of the country, to uniformity. There is diversity in
our circumstances, and I can easily conceive that a vessel
situated on the lakes may be in a wholly different
posiTion from one situated in the Maritime Provinces.
But I do not care how that may be. This I do know,
that I think under a fair construction of the British
North America Act, we ought to have had no Imperial
maritime courts in this Dominion, after this Parliament was
organised. The Irperial Government have, however, taken
a different view, and they have contested our right to legis-
late on the subject of maritime law ; they have contested
our claim to theestablishment of maritime courts. The
Minister of Justice say-s that we can alter the jurisdiction of
there courts; wo ean give themr powers they do not at pre-
sent possess; we can alter the procedure, and so on. But
the Imperia] Governmont have taken a different view, they
have denied our right, and the hon. gentlenn himself
bas said that they have promised Imperial legislation,
for -abat purpose? To abandon the jurisdiction they now
claim.

Mir. THOMPSDN (Antigonish). I did not say anything
of the kird, and I think the hon. member tor Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) knows perfectly well I did not.

Mr. MILLS. I know what the hon, gentleman said.
le said the Imperial Government had agreed to legislate
on the subject.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). For the purpose of with-
drawing their courts-not for the purpose of changing their
jurisdiction.

Mr. MILLS. No; but transfer jurisdiction from the
Imperial Parliament to this. The hon. gentleman knows
Ibis: If it were perfectly elear, according to their view,
that we had jurisdiction, then that would have power to
superFede their courts. There cai be no doubt about thai,
and if the hon. Lentleman says they are logislating for the
purpose of withdrawing their courts, does ho pretend to
say that if a court is sitting under the Imperial Act, we
have power under the law, as it now stands, to alter the
jurisdiction of that court so sitting ?

Nir. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I say we not only
have power but that we have done it in fifty difforent cases
which the hon. gentleman bas voted for and seen euforced
in the courts day after day and week after week.

Mr. MILLS. Well, if the hon. gentleman will specify
so that I can understand his contention, I will be botter
ableto say, whether I agree with him or not. My

M[r. M-a-

opinion was when the British North American Act was
carried, that it was intended wc should have power to
croate maritime courts. I know there was correspondence
on the subject between the Imperial Government and the
Government of Canada, and I know the lmperial Govern-
ment denied that right. They maintained they had no
intention of terminating their maritime jurisdiction which
they contend should be continued thrcubout the Empire,
but they have seen that we forbore to exetcise any power
to create courts, which, at all events, would have only
co-ordinatejurisdiction, and would not have superseded the
Imperial courts already existing in the Dominion. But,
however that may be, the hon. gentleman has here to-night
contended for the principle of uniforiity. He bas proposed
to sacrifice the interest md the conv,ýnience of the popdla-
tion in the Province of Ontario to this.rule that ho calls
the rule of uniformity, and we have called the attention of
the committee to the fact that there is no uniformity at the
present time; that the wants of the community were taken
into consideration when this coirt was constituted, and it is
with reference to the practical mischiefs that exist at the
present time that my hon. friend has proposed this
legislation.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I do not wonder at all
at my hon. friend's surprise, but I really think his surprise
was not at my statement or arguments, but at his own-
I shall not call it misrepresentation, of my arguments, out
of respect for the conmittee -but his misapprehensions-I
use that term for the present at any rate -of my argument.
I think the committee will unanimonsly agree with me
that I would be justified in using a stronger term when I
remind the committee that the hon. gentleman represented
me as submitting to the committee that the law should not
ho changed because we were not ready in the Maritime
Provinces to have it changed. I am sure that in this whole
committee there is not one gentleman present-and I in-
clude the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Milis), in that
statement-who imagines [ presented any such argument.
My argument, whether sound or unsound, was that this
Bill was one which had found its way to the present stage
under the title of a Bill to alter the jurisdiction of the
1,tritime Court of Outario, by conforring on that court
the right to adjudicate on certain claims; tbat it was
now proposed at this stage to change its character, not
merely as to the maritime jurisdiction of the court, but as
to the right of suitors in the court, and the right of property
owners, which came within the jurisdiction of the court,
no matter what part of the world they come from. I did not
propose to consider whether it was ad visable or not advisable
to alter the general law which prevails now throughout this
Empire with regard to liens of this description. I proposed
to defer any argument upon that branch of the question
until we had a Bill before us which honestly invited us to
consider it. When that Bill is before us, I shall direct the
attention of the House to the principles by which that law
has been regulated so far, and the principles which have
induced persons in the British Empire, who have devoted
at least as much consideration and experience to the settle-
ment of this queFtion as the hon. mem ber for Bothwell
bas been able to do, to corne to the conclusion that
it is unwise to e tablish, as against vested interests
and settled contracts, a m9ritime lien or a statutory lien,
in favor of one par ticular class of'creditors, when the owners
of the ship upon whose credit the supplies or repairs have
been given, reside in the country; in other words, to give
the contractor a different set of rights altogether from those
which hoecontracted for, and unon the faith of which
the debt was incurred. These were the principles on which
I undertook to oppose the Bill passing another stage. I
did not oppose it on the ground that everythiug was uni-
form heretofore. On the contrary, I admitted that the
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judges of the Vice-Admiralty Court in the Lower Provinces titie this Billbears, and by what pretence it bas corne0to
-if you will the registrars-if you will the bailiffs-if you this stage-to have the maritime law o1e0way in one
will the women who sweep the courts-are appointed by section of the country and another way in anetber section;
one jarisdiction, while in Ontario they are appointed by1se that the moment a veFsel cores te Canada, which is
another; but I did submit to the logical sense of this com- recegniscd as one of the gr'at maritime powers of the
mittee that that was not a reason for changing the rights of world as regard ber mercantile marine, a ship is te be
property, the procedure of the courts, and the rights of subjeet te one kind cf law in one setion, end to another
suitors therein; whereas, the hon. member for Bothwell, law in another; and I am sure that argunent 15 fot at al
by bis misstatement, not to say misrepre.entation, of my affected by the simple circumstance that alroady we have
argument, puts the case this way before the committee-that the fact, undesirable as it is, thut in one section of the
because those judicial officers are appointed by different country there is an Imperial judgc and in another
authorities, they should have different jurisdictions, and dif. section a Federal judge, The good senso ef the Parliament
ferent systems of adjudicating between the rights of suitors of Canada has ah ealy pronounced thut although ibat may
who come before those respective courts; and all that in bh undesirable, both tho Imperial jadge and the Fodeval
respect of a matter, which more than any other matter judge shah administer the samo law. To tell me that
should be dealt with in a uniform manner by the law of becanse one judge is an imperial judgo andthe ether a
Canada, because it is that branch of our law in respect of Dominion judge we should make tie rights of suitors and
which more than any other we attract attention abroad. the status et the vessels that sail the waters et'Canada
With regard to the ViceAdmi'ralty Courts, I understand that diflerent, is simpiy te pervert the argument, and net te
the hon. gentleman has some peculiar view, which may offer throw any ight en the question ut ail. Whether 1 ar
some reason for bis misinterpretation of my position upon right or wrong in the i I have urged, 1 submit that
that subject. I did admit that the judges of the courts of those views wero net accurately stated by the hon. metber
the Maritime Provinces are appointed by Imperial author. for Bothwell, wheundortook te reply te thcm.
ity, and that they are Imperial courts. The hon. gentle- Mr WELDON. The besat my bon. friesd has
mon, however, went so far as to endeavor to represent me made as to uniformity, lie mudu ju8i.now. 11e muid that
as stating that in consequence of that it would be impossible Acts were passed by the Parliament cf Canada giving power
for us to make the law uniform; at any rate, he sought tote the Vice-Adriralty Courts with respect te Customs and
drag the argument that far. He sought at least to drag the
argument this far, that because the judges in the Vice- revnue uY ipres e w stat tbe ad hatjisdic.
Admiralty Courts are appointed by Imperial authority, the tn eere; but Cna a staet;andliitise,
Parliament of Canada cannot pass any law affecting their thatiomePrimenti C oa histari. tiot ve
jurisdiction. I called his attention to the fact that the Par- turisdctifn fr in th e CUULtiOutasjo. crored
liament of Canada had already done so. In repeated ti laofifenity itexjresdicten babeuratd
instances, notably those relating to the collection of Customsbtis arhiaentitserL hregard tkebaonchesdic-
penalties, jurisdiction bas been conferred by the Parliament Custems and revenue laws, wicb, ho sayH, it has givon to
of Canada on the Vice-Admiralty Courts, although they the Yice-Admiralty Courts cf the MariLime Provinces. 11e
are Imperial courts. aiso speaks of thoir being Imperial courts. In the otier

Mr. WELDON. They had that before. They have Provinces the judges, 1 beieve, have boen se fai' apoînted
always had that. by tus Dominion, and the power cfseiecting tie juigas of

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonis). They d nt before ice-Admiralty Cous is wvsted in GvernontMr. HOMSON Antgonsb).The- bd no beoreof Canada. It it3 truc, that is net the case in the Province
the jurisdiction I have referred to, which was specially con- ef Nova Scota, because 1 balieve that under the Imperial
ferred on them by Statutes of Canada passed m ithin the Act, the chief justice of Nova ScoLla us the judge ef thc
last few years. The right of the Parliament of Canada Admiratty Court, and tint lu New Brunswick and Quebe
to pass any such Act was contested in the Supreme Court the case is diffrent. In Quebec Mr. Irvine is the judge of
of Nova Scotia, and that court took the view which has tic Admiralty Court. Theretore, there is not uniformity lu
been so profoundly urged by the han. member for Bothwell this case, tic admiralty judges in Quebec and New Bruns-
t -night. It declared that the Parliament of Canada had wick beirg appoited by the Canadian Geverument, whiie
no right to alter the jurisdiction of Imperial courts, and if lu Nova Scotia tie appointmeutis made by thc huperial
that view is right, of course the ion. member for BothwellGovernmcnt.
is right to-night, that we cannot attempt to make the law
of Canada uniform, and that we must submit to the humili- Mir. t heMsN (Antienisi oTb oeiQ c
ating spectacle of seeing the Maritime Provinces, as well as
the Province of Quebec, governed by the maritime law of Mr. WELDON. Tic appointments may bc subjecte
Great Britain, which is good enough for the greatest mari- confirmation by tic Imporial Governint, but ticy are
time power in the world, but is not good enough for some made on the recommendation of tus Goverumert.
section of the country for which the hon. member for Both- Mr. TIOMPSON. No.
well wants a special law. But in the case I refer to, of
the Queen vs. Flint, the appeal was reversed by the r. WELDot .WeIn derstoo se, utI u'te
Supreme Court of Canada, which practically decided that wr
the Parliament of Canada has power to confer on those witi regard te those appeintments and arc tiey net made on
courts any jurisdiction it pleases, or to regulate the way that tic recommandation of the Dominion Government? Thera la
jurisdiction shall be exercised from time to time, in other anotier point. The only argument my ion. friend put for-
words, that the Imperial courts are established and ward is tint tus Billwill make a differont jurisdiction with
organised in the country and its judicial officers appointed regard te vessels coming te tic country; but as regards
in the country, by Imperial authority, but that the right of breacies ef tic revenue and Custom laws thora is a bread
the Parliament of Canada to make use of those courts or to distinction, and wc migit go turther. IE aise says it
regulate their jurisdiction is not in any way affected or pre- budhchauge cotrts and r t cxistinit
judiced, and exists much in the same way as it does
with respect to the other courts. Therefore, that branch appiy te any daim now accrued.
of thcP4k l. b.1 d if ith res ect to the whole Mr. MICALLUM. IL us'no' for a Inyman totake part

Coutry ad tereor iLlaundsirbl-levig sidewht soi tat thegment ha vessel comes topuCanada, whichois

viie aw can De macie uni orm wiu puiu vl- ui
country, and therefore it is undesirable-leaving aside what(i in an argument of this kind, which is purely a legal one;
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but I would ask: What had we in Ontario before we got
the Maritime Court, because the jurisdiction of the Vice-
Admiraly Court only extended to Lido water? We had
therefore in Ontario to have something or other to enable
us to collect our debts. Of course uniformity is ail very
well, if the hon. Minister would only tell us when we are
going to have it. Are we to suffer in the meantime by
having to go to the registry office where a vessel is regis-
tered, and see whether there is a mortgage on her and who
is the owner, before we eau furnish ber with provisions
and supplies ? Is it not reasonable that the builder of a
vessel should have a claim on her for ninety days and that
the one who furnishes equipment and supplies should have
a claim on ber for ninety days, after which, if ho did not
protect his claim, ho would only rank the same as any other
creditor ? That is the case now, if I understand the mari-
time law aright. This Bill mentions only the managing
owner, but I would like to have the master included as well,
because ho is in charge of the vessel. Suppose a vessel goes
from here to Port Arthur and gets into trouble and loses
some of her rigging, and the master wants a new supply,
how is ho going to get it ? Is the merchant to send to the
port of registry to find out who is the owner or whether
there is a mortgage before furnishing the supplies ? This
Bill is in the interests of the owners themselves. In
salt water, a vessel going from port to port, can obtain any
supplies or have any repairs necessary made, through the
master, since hoecan give a bottomry bond on the vessel
for the amount, and then proceed to sea again, but on the
lakes the case is different. The hon. gentleman talks about,
the difference in laws existing on the Lower St. Lawrence
and on the lakes, but very few inland vessels go to sea at
all, so that the difference cannot affect sea going vossels.
With reference to his remarks about Vice-Admiralty Courts,
why we had no court at all in Ontario until we got this
one, because the jurisdiction of the Vice-Admiralty Courts
only extend to tide water. We can collect from American
vessels our debts now, and we want to have the same
power to collect from Canadian vessels. If the owner lives
here and there has a mortgage on his vessel, the master of
the vessel ought to be in a position to put his vessels in
proper shape to go to sea, without putting the man who
lurnishes the supplies under the necessity of looking to the
registry office to find out who is the owner.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). My hon. friend (Mr.
McCallum) really misunderstood me. I did not say
the Vice-Admiralty Courts should have jurisdiction in
Ontario. Ail I ask is that vessels should not be
governed by different laws in the one Province from
those which govern them in another. It is reasonable
that a man who builds a vessel should have a lien upon
it, and if ho wants one hoecan have it, By the laws of
Canada, the moment the keel is laid the builder eau take a
mortgage which shall cover every additional dollar's worth
of property put in the ship. If a man wants a lien for
repairs, ho can get it by asking it before furnishing the
repairs. The object of this Bill is to give one class a right
for which they have not asked or bargained, in respect of
advances which they made on the credit of the owners
alone.

enter into a controversy with the hon. gentleman on any
such lino. I beg, however, to say that the observations ho
has made with reference to thejurisdiction of the courts, the
illustrations ho gave are not quite pertinent. We bave
given in election cases jurisdiction to the provincial courts,
and our right to do so was contested, but it was confirmed
by the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. But to
give a court additional jurisdiction is .one thing and to
change the jurisdiction of a court, to take away the power it
already has, to decide that the rights which existed in a
particular form shall be varied, is a wholly different thing.
The Minister of Justice bas spoken of the Vice-Admiralty
Courts of the Maritime Provinces as if they were Canadian
courts, as if the Imperial Governmont appointed the judges
and had no other connection with them. 'l ho Vice-Admiralty
courts are the creation of the Imperial Government, and not of
this Legislature, and so far as they are created by Imperial
Statute, and so far as jurisdiction is given them by that
Statute, we cannot alter their jurisdiction, unless the whole
power to deal with the subject were transferred from the
Imperial Parliament to this one. The Imperial Parliament
maintain, both with regard to the question of the creation
of Vice Admiralty Courts and the question of merchant
shipping, that these subjects are still subjects of Imperial
legislation. And when the Merchant Shipping Act was
amended in 1876, the Imporial Parliament contended that
we had not the power to deal with he subject. It was
made a matter of controversy. Sir William Vernon Har-
court entered into a controversy with the London Times
upon this subject while the mat ter was before Parliament,
and Lord Carnarvon, in a despatch which the hon. g' utle-
man will find in the Department of the Secretary of State,
denied the right of the Parliament of Canada to logis-
late upon that particular subject. So that, so far as
the Vice-Admiralty Courts are concerned, they are
the creation of the Imperial Parliament under an Imperial
Statute, and so far as jurisdiction was given to them, we
have not, under their interpretation of our constitutional
authority, the power to change the law in that particular.
I pointed that out, and, when the hon. gentleman said that
the Imperial Government proposed legislatioli, I certainly
supposed that they proposed it for some other object than
simply to withdraw their power of appointing the judges
of the Vice-Admiralty Courts. I supposed-and I think no
one who will consider the law as it now stands can come to
any other conclusion-that, if the Imperial Governmont
intended to confer upon us any power, it must be moLe than
the power of appoiting the judges, it must be the power
to croate courts to exorcise vice-admiralty jurisdiction-a
power which we could not effectively exorcise now, so long
as the establishment of these courts is vested in the Impe-
rial Government under the Imperial Act now in force.

Mr. PATTE RSON (Essex). I think the point of the
matter is that, when the Ontario Maritime Court Act was
passed, it was passed to remedy grievances which were
complained of by the people's representatives bore, and the
gople's reprosentatives complain to-ight and tell the

inister of Justice that there are serions grievances still
existing, and that this measure would be a partial remedy
for them. I have not heard any member who represents aMr. MILLS. The hou. gentleman has made an imputa- constituency bordering on the inland waters of Ontario

tion against my hon. friend of having brought forward a oppose this Bill, except the hon. momber for Simcoe, who
Bill under false pretences,- opposes the measure because ho has not had time to consider

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I beg your pardon, I it, though last Session ho supported a measure which went
did not. much further, For years we have been put off in our

endeavors to obtain a remedy for these grievances. We
Mr. MIL LS-of having brought forward a Bill with a have had ministerial platitudes year after year. We have

misleading title, and ho has told us, with regard to legisla-j not had a Minister of Justice in this louse, and, however
tion, such as proposed by my hon. friend, that ho eught to much we may admire the ability and the uniform courtesy
have come forward honestly, with an honest title to his Bill of the hon. gentleman who filled that position, we did not
and not one calculated to mislead. I do not propose to : have him here. Now, having the Minister of Jnstice in

Mr. McCALLUM.
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this House, we did not think, coming here with reasonable
grievances, representing our constituents in this matter-
sud I may say that I feel very strongly on the subject, and
that I represent people who feel very strongly on the
subject-we did not expect that we should - find the
Minister of Justice obstructing this legisiation, taking
advantage of technicalities, and talking all round the subject
as he has done to-night. We were promised by the Govern.
ment in former Sessions that uniform legislation would take
place, and no possible interpretation, such as the Minis.
ter of Justice puts on it to-night, could be taken from what
was stated to us. It was distinctly stated that the Imperial
Government would legislate in such a manner that we should
have jurisdiction over the maritime courts; but, if it is to
be merely the power to appoint the judges ourselves, and
not to have additional legislation, it was no answer at all to
the demands that were made in those former Sessions. In
i ogard to the principle of uniformity, which is said to be so
desirable, I do not see that it is applicable to this Bill at
all. The classes of vessels navigating our inland waters,
and the purposes for which they are used, are entirely dif-
forent from the sea-going vessels. The principle of this
Bill has been recognised by the Ontario courts. in the
Mechanics' Lien Act, and I do not see that any injustice
will be done to any class by extending that to the building
or repairing of vessels. I cannot see on the Government
orders any measure of equal importance to the little Bill
which has been brought in by the member for North Grey
(Mr. Allen); and I trust that, if the Minister of Justice
insists on voting this down, supported by gentlemen who
do not understand it, we shall have this Session some other
moasure of a similar character.

Mr. ALLEN. 1 desire to make a personal explanation. I
am charged with acting dishonestly with this Bill. I deny
the charge and I leave it to the House to judge whether.[
have acted dishonestly or not. I represent one of the
largest shipping ports in Ontario. The town of Owen
Sound has the largest shipping yard and the largest dry
dock in the Province. Perhaps we do the largest shipping
business of any town in that Province. The solicitor
of the dry dock company handed me this Bill. I am not a
lawyer; I do not pretend to understand law. I merely took
charge of this Bill in the interest of shipping in this House.
About the time-I think the same day or the day before-
this Bill got the second reading, I received a letter from the
solicitor of the dry dock company in Owen Sound stating
that an amendment was needed to make this Bill operative.
To show this House that I did not act dishonestly, that I
did not try to smuggle this through, that I did not try to do
anything underhand, I may state that I handed the Minister
of Justice the letter I received from the solicitor. I also
handed him the Bill, with the amendment I desired to add
written at the bottom. Was that acting dishonestly or like
a smuggler? lie received that, and one of the reasons, and
the principal reason, why that Bill has been allowed to
remain so long on the paper, was to allow the Minister to
examine the amendment and to be prepared for it when it
came up. I ask the flouse if that is smuggling a Bill
through. I wilI not submit to the imputation from any
gentleman in this House, no matter who he is or what ie
is. I emphatically deny the accusation.

Mr. TIIOMPSON (Antigonish). I desire to add one
Word of personal explanation. The hon. gentleman must
certainly have misunderstood what I said if he supposed
that I said that he had got the Bill thus far dishonestly.
My hon. friend from North York suggested that in order
to meet my objection as to want of uniformity we should
add a few words to this Bill, making it applicable to ail the
Provinces of the Dominion. I said: "iThen what about the
title?" "Well," he says, "we can change the title too."
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Then I said: "If you did that the Bill would have been got
thus far under false pretences "-not at all in reference to
what the hon. introducer had done, but in reference to
the change proposed in the Bill making it applicable to
the whole Daminion, changing both its title and purport. I
had no idea whatever of applying that observation, which
was upon a supposititious case altogether, to the hon. mem.
ber's procedure with regard to this Bill. It is true ho was
kind enough to submit to me in writing a statement that
ho would move to amend the Bill in this way in committee.
It is aiso true, however, that lie only conveyed that intima-
tion to me after the Bill had been read a second time, and
it is only twenty-four hours since I asked that it stand over
until I could examine his amendment. I believe that the
Bill is framed simply in the interests of the dry dock com-
panies of Ontario, and not in the interest of the country
generally.

Mr. MULOCK. The Minister of Justice has doue, of
course, what is quite proper in trying to remove any mis.
understanding, but I may remind him that when ho made
lis criticism of the character of the Bill, so far as I recollect,
it was in the direction complained of by the lion. member
for North York.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I did state that the
Bill ought to bear an honest title, but I made no personal
reflection whatever against the introducer of the Bill.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I think it is very unfair this
Bill should be quashed now. I move in amendment that
the committee rise and report progress, and ask leave to
sit again.

The CHIAIRMAN. Yon cannot move that amendment
now.

Mr. MOCALLUM. I would not like it to go to the
country, that in this flouse I was advocating the interests
of the dry dock mon. I am hore in the interest of the
people of my county, and not of any dry dock mon.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIRT. I may add, that hav-
ing had a good deal to do at various times with gentlemen
connected with the business of supplying articlei to ship-
owners, I know, as a matter of fact, that the objects my
hon. friend proposes to obtain are matters of great interest
to al those parties in almost every shipping town through-
out the Province of Ontario. I am not going to continue
the argument, but that is a matter of fact, and it is not
right, or fair, or correct, to say that tbis Bill is promoted in
the interest of a dry dock company, or any other corpo-
ration.

The Committee rose without reporting.
Sir HECI'OR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and (at 11:25 p.m.) the louse adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TnuaSDAY, 8th April, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.
FIRST READING.

Bill (N. 87) to incorporate the Columbia Valley Rail-
way.-(r. Tapper.)

HUBERT HÉBERT.
Mr. LANGELIER asked, Whether Hubert flébort, Re-

vising Officer for the Electoral District of iontmagny, is
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