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The Plebiscite--Hon. 8., Fisher
Defends the Government’s
Action.

He Denies cha.rées of Fraudulent
Voting in Quebec--The
Address.

Ottawa, April 14.—In the House yes-
terday the Hon. Sydney A. Fisher, the
-member for Brome, made a two hours’
speech in, which he confined himself in
the main to a very full explanation of
the government’s further policy in the
matter of prohibition, and to a reply to
the charges which have been preferred
against the administration in that con-
nection by Conservative members, Lat-
er in the evening the Conservative am-
endment to the address was moved and
an amendment to the amendmen@, ex-
pressing confidence in the government
policy.

The Minister of Agriculture referred
in opening to the charges whieh had
been brought against him of neglect in
attendance upon the sittings of the
House. He would only say that in his
absence he had the very best of com-
pany. Indeed. it was worthy of remark
that on the occasion of the recemt speech
of the ex-Minister of Justice, Sir Hib-
bert Tupper, he had been favored by an
attendance of not more than twelve or
fifteen of his own followers. His friends
were. not sufficiently interested’in the
subject matter of his lengthy address to
care to remain in the House and listen.

3 Brockville By-Election.

The other day the ex-Minister of Fi-
sheries, Mr. Xoster, went down to
Brockyville and fired the first gun of the
Conservative party in the by-election
which is now going on, there. Mr. Fisher
read from a Montreal daily a report of
that speech in which it was stated that
there' had been no word of reference to
the Yukon charges which it took Sir
Hibbert Tupper six hours to elaborate
in the House, nor was the name of a
Tupper mentioned in any way by any os
the speakers. A

Mr. Foster—I am going to take the
earliest opportunity to remedy that de-
fect in my speech. It was due to my not
haying more than abgut forty-five min-
utes’ in which to speak,

The Minister of Agriculture—My hon-
orable friend, T suppose, wanted to emu-
late his former colleague and friend. He
wanted six hourg to elaborate those
charges. But the honorable member’s
party press are.telling the people of this
country that these Yukon charges are
the greatest blot upon the present ad-
ministration ‘of Canada, yet in three-
guarters of an hour, the first opportunity
which he had to strike the keynote of
their accusations against,this goyvern-
ment, he did not see fit to refer once to
those charges and that the statement in
this newspaper is correct the honorable
gentleman’s very lame excuse is abun-
dant proof: He is convicted of one of
two things—that either he has no sym-
pathy with those charges or he feels that
the speech of the Minister of the Interior
so0 completely disposed of them  that it
wag ‘not safe for the Conservative party
to continue them.

Mr. Foster—No, but you have so many

. sins that it is not easy to deal with them
all.

The Minister of Agriculture—The hon-
orable gentleman knows in his heart the
reason for what he has done.

Continuing, the Minister of Agricul-
ture' quoted the resolution passed at the
largest meeting in the history of the Lib-
eral Association of Manitoba in March
last; ‘being a full endorsition of -the
courgse pursued by the Minister of the
Interior.

& Where Credit Is Due.

The gentlemen opposite had-been wor-
rying themselves a good deal concerning
certain credit which they thought ought
to be given the late government for cer-
tain reforms in the interests of the agri-
enlturists of Canada. They had insisted

on_it.so often and so vehemently that-

they are bringing fhemselves to believe
4t. The facts, however, are against them.
The government did not need to go to
the people and insist that they are pros-
perous, for it is the people who come to
the government to testify thereto. Sim-
flarly. Mr. Fisher claimed that the credit
for the several reforms in his department
came to hini because of the free will of
the people themselves. He would leave
the matter in the hands of the people,
and trast to their judgment. He was
pleased to observe that tke ex-Minister
of Agricilture. Dr. Montague, had not
followed this line of attack. Dr. Mon-
tague had been but six months in charge
of the Agriculture Department and had
very little opportunity to exercise his
ability. I
Cold Storage.

In 1895, upon the recommendation of
Prof. Robertson, whose foresight he fully
recognized, ten steamships had been fur-
nished with isolated cold storage com-
partments. But as a matter of fact the
cold 'storage was not found to be a suc-
cess and in consequence in 1897 sixteen
vessels were fitted out with mechanical
refrigeration, which is now understood

to be the only really practical system in-

.

farge vessels, and warehouses.
Our Buiitter Trade.

The Minister of Agriculture presented
to the House the results which have fol-
lowed the introduction . of-this splendid
system of cold storage. While in 1864,
and up to 1896 Canadian butter of the
best quality ranged from seventy-two to
#ighty-five shillings per hundredweight in
England, the finest Danish ranged from
a hundred to a hundred and five shil-
lings, making a difference of twenty-five
shillings per hundredweight. In 1888
the difference between finest Canadian
and Danish ran under six shillings per
hundredweight. In August last he had
himself seen Canadian butter sold at a
higher figure than the Danish. In 1896
fancy Australian ran from ten to twelve
shillings above the best Canadian, In
1898, throughout the whole season, there
was not a single instance in which the
Canadian butter was not ~higher than

Australian. This'result he attributed to
the ‘facilities now provided by which
Canadian creamery butter is placed upon
the English market in the same splendid
condition in which it leaves and Cana-
dian creamery butter at the creamery in
Canada is not surpassed in quality by
any butter on the face of the earth.

Pork, IIam and Bacon.

ture drew attention to the immense in-
crease in our sales of pork, ham and
bacon. In 1891 we exported $632,000
worth of these products. In 1896 it

$8.000,000. For the present fiscal year
it would seem that the figure may well.
reach twelve millions,

Our Cattle Trade.

The Minister of Agriculture referred
with pardonable pride to the results
which have been accomplished by the re-
moval of the American quarantine
against Canadian cattle. While in the
four years from 1892 to 1896 in which
the embargo was in force Canada sent
to the United States 3,763 head of cat-
tle, of the value of $52,000;.in the two
vears which have elapsed since that re-
striction was removed Canada sent to
the United States 180,849 head of cattle
of the value of $2,514,000.

Mr. Wallace—How much is that per
head?

The Minister of Agriculture—Figure
that out for yourself,

Mr. Waliace—Under fourteen dollars a
head. 5 :

The Minister iof Agriculture—Yes, and
the honorable gentleman, if he knew any-
thing about the state of our stock in-
terests three years ago in Canada
would have known well that our farmers
here could not at that time sell the elass
of cattle which went to the United
States for eight of ten dollars, let alone
fourteen dollars a head. The -ecattle
which went across to the United
States are chiefly young cattle, unsale-
able animals which could not go to the
English market and which were resting
like “an-inecubus on the cattle market of
Canada.
Ironsides, of the firm of Gordon & Iron-
sides, the-largest cattle dealers and ex-
porters in Canada, had “expressed the
gratitude which Canadian farmers owe
to the goverameu* by which all the young
cattle under two vears of age in Canada
had doubled in value.

Mr. Ives Sarcastic.

Mr. Ives asked if the Postmaster-Gen-
eral agreed in this plece of administra-
tion.

The Minister of Agriculture replied
that he fully concurred, and that in so
doing he acted not inconsistently with
the position which he had formerly oc-
cupied.. Upon the shoulders of Mr. Ives
and his colleagues, he considered, the
burden. of remissness rested, by which
the British embargo was saddled upon
Canadian cattle;

Mr, Ives—I think from what we have
heard the personnel of the commission
which went to Washington should have
been changed and my honorable friend
should have gone down.

orable gentleman compliments me high-

ly. But while I have my work to do,

my honorable friends who went to Wash-

ington had their work to do and T have

no doubt did it with the same success.
Mr, Ives—That was not much.

received of Liberals and Conservatives

live stock associations’dnd fruit growers’
associations, of satisfaction at the work
which he had been able to do.

A Personal Explaration.

Proceeding to another point which has
caused some anxiety among members ot
the opposition, the Minister of Agricul-
ture assured the House that he had no
intention of withdrawing from the gov-
ernment. The reason he was not going
to resign was because there was no cause
of difference bétween him angd the leader
of the government. When a few. days
ago he was called away by matters of
private business it was charged ‘against

gite that he was indulging in a sulk. So
far as sulking is concerned, he could say

self or of any member of the govern-
ment. The Minister
p‘raised the present distinguished incum-
bent, of the High Commissionership in
London for the manneér in.which he has
attended ‘to his high duties. Even if it
were his wish to attain to that position
he wonld shrink from the attempt to fol-
low such a man as Lord Strathcona,
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THE PLEBISCITE.
NP T
Mr. Fisher’s Views on. the Subject—The
Attack on the Government.

that the Opposition were worrying

matter of prohibition. It is rather an
extraordinary fact. There is but one
song on the Opposition side, and it 'is,
“You naughty government, why do vou
not propose a prohibitory law?’ *“No-
boly,” said the minister, “on the other

bitory law. Nobody on the other side
has 'said what he is prepared.to do, and
although this attack upon the govern-
ment has been made, the fact. that it is
not prohibition which the honorable gen-
tlemen have at heart is shown by the

other side, or whatever his views on pro-
hibition, the burden of his attack is >x-
actly the same.
these gentlemen knows that the hownor-
able members for Compton (Mr. Pope)
an1 Stanstead (Moore) are diametrieally
opposed on the question of prohibition,
and yet the speeches which they have
made are almost identical. And why
are they identical? Because thair whole
aim and object has been to accuse the
govérnment and to put it in a hole, und
not to benefit or help prohibition at all.”
“The honorable gentleman,” he said
“on that side of the House have accused
the government ‘Has any member, bas
the member for York (Mr. Foster) <aid
what he would do on this question if he
were in office? Has he'said that he is
degirous of going to the country to test
the people upon this question from a
party point of view? Not a bit of it,

‘What the Plebiscite Is.
“The plebiscite is a thing of very" old

Incidentally the Minister of Agricul-

had grown'to $4,400,000, and in 1898 to.

Of the effect of this move, Mr. '

Continuing, the Ministér ‘of Agricul-
ture observed that he‘was not fishing at-!
ter credit and yet hé ¢ould not but feel ;
gratified at the assurances which he had

alike, when in:their" dairy conferences, !

him by the press of the gentlemen oppo- !

that it was not a character;stic of him- .

of Agriculture '

side of the House has proposéd a prohi- !

fact that whoever be the speaker on the |

Everybody who knows |

-statement correct?

-

origin. Without goifig back to its first those who came outi to expresd, their | it. Some will say that this has been

institution in the days of ancient Rome,
I will say that it has been in modern
ays chiefly made use of in France, The
plebiscite was made use of there in the
third empire to obtain endorsation from
the people of a political question which
had been already ‘un fait accompli.’

Mr. Foster—The referendum.

The Minister of Agriculture—Excuse
me, the referendum is an entirely differ-
ent thing from the plebiscite. The ref-
erendum is the submission of a definite
or particular law to the people of the
country to be adopted, just as the m~cot
Act is referred to the referendum of a
constituency, county or a municipal or
other division.

Mr. Bergeron—Are there any cases in
Englang?

The Mirister of Agriculture—There
have been no cases of the plebiscite in
England in my historical researches. We
had a plebiscite for the purpose of ob-
taining an opinion of the people on the
question of prohibition, not upon ‘un fait
accompli,”” and not as a referendum for
the purnose of adopting a particular law.
The honoroble gentlemen opposite know
perfectly well that the temperance vneo-
ple of vhis, country did mot wish a ret :r-
endum. They felit, and rightly, that if
by a referendum a special law were to
be submitted for ‘vote in the country, a

, series of side issues would be brought

in and the people of the eountry would

. be deterred from voting in consequence !

of the details of that particular law.

. The governmept had that request of the

temperance people in view. Further-
more, the government carried out .its
pledge to give a plebiscite to the people
as the people asked for it, and as the
party when in Opposition, had said they
would do.

Sir Charles’s Accusation.

Sir Charles Tupper stated :.n his
speech that we had deceived the people
‘and he implied that the government was
derelict in its duty and its policy on ac-
count of the manner in which it took the
plebiseite. A

In this = connection. the ‘Minister of
Agriculture quoted what Mr. Spence, as
representative of the temperance peonl2,
had said, when in November last a depu-
tation approached a committee of the
government. Mr. Speace then said: ‘It
was only eight months since a delegation/
of the Dominion Alliance had waitad ap-

| on the first minister and his colleagues,

asking that the question to be submitted
to. the electorate be not trammellél by
the introduction of any side issues.” Tor

| the straightforward and honorable way

in which the ‘government had dealt with
that petition they owe their thanks.”

This, the minister thought, disposés of
the objection brought fo_rwaﬂi by’ the
leader of the Opposition as to the nign-
ner in which the government had ear-
ried its-pledge to the temperance people,
that they would give them an oppor‘un-
ity of expressing their opinion 'at the
polls.

What, asked the minister, were the re-
sults? I may say emphatically this: 'The
plebiscite- was for the purpose of enab-

. ling the electorate of Canada to give
The Minister of Agriculture—The hon-

expression to their opinion upén ‘he
question of prohibition. That ‘is the
whole and sole thing in connectién with

.the plebiscite; it was for that purpose

and that alone. The people of the coun-

i try had that opportunity given them in

@ straightforward and honest manner
as was stated by the representatives of
thie temperance people when ‘they came
to the government in November last.
Analysis of the Vote.

How, then, did the people of Canada
take advantage of that opportunity and
how did they go to the polls? The fig
ures are about these in round numbers.
Taking a hundred names on the voters’

i lists, forty per cent. voted and fifty-six

pes cent. of the whole number enrolled
on the list did not vote. Twenty-two and
a half per cent. voted “yes” and twentiy- !
and and a balf per ‘cent. of thé whole

list voted ‘“no.” .

"The right and the fair thing would be
to take the average vote at the ordinary
elections which are held in this country.
As a matter of fact.of every hundrel
names on the voters’ lists in the elections
of 1887, seventy per cent. of thé people
voted. In the elections: of 1891, sixty-
six per cent. voted and in the elections
of 1896 sixty-six per cent. The voters’
list of 1896 was a list which was about
three years old. In 1898, when the pleb- .
iscite was taken the list in the province
of Qrebec was absolutely new; in the
provinece of Ontario/I understand it was
new; in some of the smaller provinces

., it was not new, but on the whole the

average was much newer than' that used
in the elections of 1896, which was all
over Canada about three years old. It

| may therefore be fairly taken that the
. average vote on the plebiscite, compar-
i ing it with the ordinary elections would

ke about sixty-six per cent., -giving the

) Ot i | benefit of the doubt fully and entirely
Coming down to what may be regarded ,
as the most important part of his ad-:
o . i fairly-to-be-expected vote,
dress, the Minister of Agriculture found | four per cent. yoted, or .
) ! thirds.  Of those practically about a half
great deal about himself and about what
the government is going to do in ‘he’

{ third

to the question. In other words, of
sixty-six per cent., which would be the
only  forty-
about - two-

voted for prohibition and about a half,
in round figures, against. Therefore a
voted for prohibition, a third
against and a third did not vete at all.

The Government’s Pledge.

Mr. Foster—My honorable friend lays
that down as a rule which would be |
fair to abide by. Did he take: the'
trouble to do that before the plehiscite |
was taken at all? ¢

Th~ Minister of Agriculture—I did not. |
Tt was before the whole people of the
.country.. It :-was .an .abselute.fact.and:
the honorable gentleman and every one]
else kuew it.

Mr. Foster—One other guestion: Thel
honorable gentleman is reported as h‘av-i
ing said at the Liberal comvention in
1893, *“I propose to read the resolution
which pledges the Liberal party, if re-
turned to power to give the people of
Canada an opportunity to express their
views upon this question, and the gox-
ernment in power must necessarily carry/
out the ecxpressed will of the people.
There is no doubt that that is what: the
Liberal party would do, for we know
their pledges can be trusted.” Is that

f
I
|
|

The Minister of Agriculture—Speaking
from memory, I thinkK it is,

Mr. Foster—Then wmight I ask whe-
ther my honorable friend meant there.
as his words say, that it should be ~‘the
expressed will,”” and as ‘“the expressed
will,” was only shown in the votes for
and against, and as a majority of that
vote was in favor &f the principle of pro-
hibition, whether he does not think his
owa words hold him to the “expressed
will” being shown: by the majority of

; them,

; eountry.
¢ afterwards
| complained to me of the fact

' sense of the people

will by vote. ‘
An Insufficient Vote.

The Minister of Agriculture—I will :
anywer personally that I do not think it ,
does. As I have already said, the pl:b-'
iscite was for the purpose of obtaining’;
the will of the people upon this question. |
If the people did not have an opinion, or
did not express that opinion, the plebis-
cite does not show the true opinion of !
the people of this country, as expressed |
in the vofe, and until the responsible ad-
visers of the crown in this country can
be assured of what they believe to be
the opinien of the people: they can »nly !
carry .hat sut by their judgment. I
say this emphatically that-it would be a
folly, and it would not be consistent
with the good government of this coun-
try, or with the duty whicn this govern-
ment were to undertake to put into force
a prohibitory law.

Mr. Foster—We are anxious for
formation.

Dr. Landkerkin—You nted it.

Mr. Ives—Was the honorable- gentle-
man at the time of the Ottawa conven-
tion awa‘e of the understanding, as
stated by the leader of the government,
that between the different elements of |
the Liberal party that met there, it was !
understood that the vote must contain '
a certain preponderance in favor of pro-
hivition in order to be acted upon?

The Minister of Agriculture—I wili
answer the honorable gentleman when
I come to that. In the meantime I must
ask th.t these gentlemen allow me to
get on with my speech. I try to be good- .

in- |

natured and to give them every oppor-:
4uinity to satisfy that landable curiosity
of theirs, and also to relieve them 'of
that unedasiness which seems to affect

I take it for granted that when the'!
temperance pcople of Canada nad an op-
portunity, as they had on Sept. 29 last,
to go to the polls and register their con-
vietions in favor of prohibition, that
every temperance man who was not _eith-
er absent or sick went to the polls and
cast his vote in:fawvor of temperance. |
If they did not, a much more
imputation must lie upon them. I know

that at the last moment a good deal of | not brought forward as a party ques-

agitation was made and a good deal of
work: done on the part of the temper-
ance people to bring out the vote. They ;
had that opportunity; they took advan-
age of it, and as far as the results of the
plebiscite are concerned, it seems to me
that it is folly to take anything beyond
the bare facts as shown by the ' vote, .
The temperance people had an abundant '
opportunity to vote; they had the vote '
presented to them in exactly the way
they wanted, As Mr. Spence said, they
owed 2 debt of gratitude to the govern--|
ment in the honorable way in which we

have fulfiled our pledge to them; and

to suppose they did not iake advantage '
of that, to suppose they were so indif-

ferent to the matter that they did not

come out to vote, is to insult the tem- |
perance people of this country, and I am
not going to take part or lot in that |
insult.

But I have seen a great many temper-
ance people since the vote was taken and
have had correspondence with a great !
many others and omne remarkable fact |
was that -immediately after the vote !
there was a general concensus of opinion ;
on -the part of everybody, temperence !
people as well as others, that on that |
vote no prohibitory law would be pass- |
ed.. That sentiment was almest univer-
sal over the length and breadth of this
It was so far universal that '
leading temperance men
saying |
that it was extraordinary. The common :
appreciated the
fact that the . result of: that vote was
no cause for introducing-a prohibitory
law, a measure which was so radiecal !
in the way in which it would affecrt
the whole economic condition of this

. country that it must have for its suc-

cessful enforcement the great prepon-
derance of the sentiment and the prac- i
tical wish of the mass of the people. This :
vote does not show that. The honorable
gentlemen opposite do not say that it'
does. The temperance people ' them- |
selves do not say that it does. Read
the resolution of the Dominion Alliance
and you will see the temperance people !
asking the government to pass a pho-
hibitory law. But they do not them- |
selves say that the plebiscite vote-jus-
tifies a law. They do not say that the
vote is such as to show that the law '
could be enforced. All they do is to ask |
that the government pass a law. i
not wonder at it. I sympathize with !
them, The temperance people want
prohibition. - I want it, too. They. ask
for it; they hope to get it. They leave |
it to the: government, to parliament to |
say how they will give that law, and
how after they have got it it shall be ;
enforced: But temperance man as I
am, strongly in favor of prohibition as i
I am, long as I have worked in its
cause, I stand here in the full responsi- .
bility of my position as a minister of

I+do |

the crown and I have to remember that !

if we were to pass a prohibitory law |

- which had not back of it the overflowing

predonderance of the sentiment of Can-
a.da the passage of that .law would
simply lead to anarchy, difficnlty and
danger and the result, too, would be
to discredit temperance and prohibition |
itself to an -extent. which it would not |
get over in a generation. I

|

A Watning, -

It was only a few.years ago that New '
Brunswick adopted a prohibitory law. It
was done apparently hastily and with-i
out due consideration. At that one mo-
ment the whole license law of the pro- |
vince was swept out of existence. What .
~was the . result? Within less than 'a '
year the law was repealed and temper-
ance received such a set-back and a |
check in.that preyince.as. it .took.a.gen- {
eration to overcome. I venture to say |
that if this government was to under- !
take to submit a prohibitory law and |
this -parliament were to adopt it, and
it were to come into effect to-morrow, i

‘within a year it would be repealed and |

the, people of this country would blame |
theigovernment and the parliament for !
having created such.a disturbance in the |
economy of the country to such little
effect., ;

Mr. Bergeron—Why did = you
$250,000 to learn that?

The Minister of Agriculture—Because
we wanted to find out the exac¢t opinion
of the people of this country on the
measure. Because there was a differ-
ence of opinion. Temperance people
said that Canada was ripe for prohibi-
tion; the liquor people said it was not:
many indifferent people said they did
not know anything  about it; but we
wanted to find out the exact position
and status of the temperance sentiment
in the counry, and this vote has shown

spend l

, made through constant

. and agitation

serious .
i

' ception to it.

i electors if they number less

ih

; the plebiscite,
i not so.

. a fight it
1 many votes were cast for either the one
I think that it is |

(‘bosite had been

a waste of public money—that $250,000
has been spent to no advantage. 1 do
not think so. For long years back in
my temperance work in Canada I have
found that the progress made has been
agitation and
discussion of the subject. I have found
that the best way to secure discussion
has been to bring up
what may be called legislative or po-
litical action on the part of the temper-
ance people. By bringing the question
forward in that way we could get men
to discuss it who without that interest
would have left it alone, and have
been utterly indifferent to it.
ing the case this plebiscite campaign has
done greater good
about a more thorough discussion of the
temperance question than it has ever
had before in the Dominion of Canada;

and I have faith enough in the temper-
. ance cause and in the principle of prohi- -

bition to feel that the more it is dis-

i cussed the greater will be its progress
1 and the nearer will come its final tri- '
umph. If for no other reason than that, '

I would gladly see the the expenditure
of a quarter of a million of money to
bring ‘that about.

A Lesson Learned.

But there is another, and perhaps a
greater, result from this plebiscite. It

:h'as removed all doubt about the posi-
' tion of this question in the country. We

know now that there are about a third
of the electorate who are ardent pro-
hibitionists; devoted men who have the
temperance cause sincerely at heart:

{ who are ready to sacrifice their time
;and go to the polls and declare for it.

We know now where we are, and the
temperance people know what they have
to overcome. Those who are indiffer-

. ent never before had the opportunity

which they have had of appreciating the
consequences of their indifference. If
they had only desired not to see* prohi-
bition enforced they have injured their
own side of the question because they

. have given the prohibitionists the op-

portunity of showing their strength to

the country to be such that it must be

considered in the future,
This is not a party question. It was

tion. Whén the plebiscite bill passed

, 1ast session there were very few in the

House who ventured to take any ex-
The honorable gentlemen
opposite did not challenge a division,
but helped us to put it through. There-
fore I am warranted in saying that it
was not, a party question, and that nei-
ther was the result a party question.
The honorable gentlemen opposite are

i not making it a party question in any
i Sense or shape, except in their desire

to make a little party capital out of
the censure of the government. It is
not-a .party 'question because we find
that men of all parties are speaking
about it differently.

The Minister of Agriculture quoted

| the published opinion . of . the Rev. Mr,

Ker, of Grace Church,” Point St.

.Qharles, a’ gentleman who has avowed
; hlmse}f an opponent to this government,
: who is also a_ prohibitionist and a man

of standing. In this letter Dr. Ker

i declares ‘his belief that the government

would not be justified in introducing a
prohibitory law.

Proceeding, the Minister ¢f Agricul-
ture said: There are only one or two
other questions on which I would - like
to say a few words. When the Scott
act is to be adopted the act requires
that at least a quarter of the eleetprs

{ on the voters’ list of a particular county

sh_all‘ sign a petition in favor of the sub-
mission of the act. The honorable gen-
tlemen opposite do mnot ask that we
should submit a prohibitory: law, but

i they say that we are remiss in our duty

because we do not do 80, when less than
twenty-five per cent. of the voters on
the list voted forit,

But let me. refer to another point.
In the province of Quebee, under the
law, applicants for license shall furnish
to t}le collector of provincial revenue a
certificate signed by a quarter of the
resx_deptial municipal electors, or by a
majority of the residential municipal
than fift
of a 'pﬁpulution of a township, and ig
the cities of Quebee and Montreal an
ah§ol.ute majority of municipal voters
rfjsld}ng within the municipal polling
dlstrl.ct must signify their opposition to
the l'wense before it can be refused.

This shows that not a certain num-
ber of those who voted upon the lists
ave to express their opinion on the
questions submitted.
to details, but practically the same thing

i 18 true in Ontario, New Brunswick and
! Nova Scotia.

But the honoraple gentlemen opposite
have been making a good deal out of
th? plea that the Liberal party holds
office on a less or very - little greater
vote than K was given for prohibition “in
The facts, however, are
I have taken the trouble to g0
through the figures in every constitn-
ency in this Dominion where there was
a straight fight, that is, where there
Was not a three-cornered. fight or any-
thing of tha.t kind. - Where there is such
is difficult to estimate how

party or the other, -
on.ly fair, therefore,
stituencies where there was i

s a fair fight
between the two parties, and taking all
these we find the Liberal party had

to take the con-

thirty-four per cent. of the vote on the | commit these crimes.
lists, and the Conservatives only thirty- |

two per cent., making sixt
of the vote on the ligts, wy
tually cast in these cons
other words, while
prohibition had 223
voles -on  the ists,
those constituencies
straight fight the

37 per cent., and ne
honorable member s
other night.

the plebiscite
less than a qu

-8iX per eent.
hich were ac-
K tituencies. In
in the plebiscite,
..per cent. of the
I “the “élections in
where there was a

t.28 per-cent, as an
0 boldy declared the

the: prohibition party had
less arter of the enrolled v

i}n m} favor, wl;ereas the govemmg;et
ad,. ection of 1896, more than
a ,t?ml of the enrolled votes, thus pre-
senting. a - very different conf Y
that which the honorab| s o

; huggin
with so often in this debgte

—— O
THE QUEBEC VOTE,

g T
Mr. Fisher Denies the Stories of Fraud-
ulence,

There is another im i
wish to deal with. A [::’l;:la&t; 2?mht0r‘l-
orable gentlemen have been .
?ash statements as to the plebiscite vote
in the province of Quebec. The honor-
able member for Compton (Mr. Pope)
the other night said he had proof of
gross frauds in Quebec. We know that
in the Ontario press imimediately after

This be- |

and , has brought

: Mr. J. H. Carson.

Liberals party had |

As a matter of fact, in |

le gentlemen op- ¢
themselves .

making very ;

————
the plebiscite there was some little
play of bitterness, and it was saiq .,
a week after the vote that the Pen o
Quebee were still voting. I an .
much concerned about these m\é,‘
ances of ignorant people, as to fin
tlemen representing Quebec ().

cles standing up in their places ..,
claring that the returning officer

were dishonest and fraudulent, )

‘neczessary to defend the honog

province, which stands smirche
Dominion and elsewhere. Whu;
aceusations? We have them

i in the Ottawa Journal, of the

fore last, as follows:

Ia every case, without a singi
tion, fraud was apparent an.
praoven. Mr. Parent’s report <h
detail that, say, in the County ot
in poll No. 1 of Beaupre, suc
was deputy returning officer: thy
day of voting 36 votes were b
yet next day the D.R.O. would »
fifty to a hundred and twent.
against prohibition.

This emissary returned from
and brought a letter purporting
written by E. Pacaud, of the S
leading Liberal newspaper in 1

{ trict, which contained the promis
| the department would

offer a
under the government to the em
if ha did what was requested of hiy
did what was required.

In Three Rivers a D.R.O. di
work only on consideration thag i,
to b2 made a forest ranger. Thi< ...
tion was promised and he is at the .
ment in the woods drawing pay fror
Liberal provineial government. A .
er case, a D.R.O., believing that
whole thing looked like a farce as 1,
oftfic r was not sworn, went to Quebe x:.
ask for instructions. He saw some of
the Libéral whips whose names twere
given and asked what was required,
They laughed and told him that if
did not know that he had better resigy
and allow others to be appointed. This
hin: was enough for the gentleman ang
the day after the election he pur iy
seventyy-four vetes against nrohibition

These statements, said the mini<rer.

" are given on the authority of Mr. Pur

ent ‘who was sent out Ly the Quebe
Alliancee, and the Good Goyvernment A
socigtion, of the province, in the person
of Major E. L. Bond, instructed to ting
out if frauds had been committed. He
brought back a report in which 1e =at-
ed categorically the names of the depury
returning officers, who, he claimed, aa4
committed these frauds, and he
categorically the numbers of the 1l
the names of the parishes; the nuaber
of votes really polled and the numer
fraddulently inserted by these returing
ofticers. He swore to that, and I was
asked to conduct an investigation by the
committee of taie Alliance in Montred]
headed by Mr. John R. Dougall, i
I said that I di¢ not
believe that men in the province of Que-
bee, who were sufficiently respectable to
be appointed returning officers, wouli
neglect to swear their subordinate otfi-
cers, lay themselves open to prosceu-
tion for every case of such omission. ani
to a penalty of $200. Nor did I believe
that the men who had been sworn in as
deputy returning officers would so [ar
neglect their duty to the public and were
so dishonest as to have done the things
charged against them, and even if they
were remiss to a sense of duty that they
never would be so rash and foolish as to
do these things, and to lay themselres

aave

*of'en to the petialty ‘for their erime. |

examined the lists in the eustody of the
Clerk of the Crown in- Chancery. in

! which the aetual and true names of all

the returning officars in the provines of
Quebee are recorded——

At tais point Mr. Foster rose, and
was met with loud eries of ‘“‘Order,’
from tae Liberal benches. He got as {
as “May I ask the honorable gen'le-
man,” when Mr. Fisher said “No.” H:
then changed his tactics, and said tha
he rose to a point of order. When this
was stated, and it was merely to request
the minister to lay the documents re-
ferred to on the table, the Speaker ruled
that there was no point of order at all.

The Minister of Agriculture—I bhave
not quoted from any document either of
the government or of any one else. [
thave stated that I had an examination
made of these documents and the result
of that examination shows that th
statements of Parent, naming the depury
returning officers in the several polls were
one and all absolutely false and wrong

i There was not a single name given v
I shall not go in-|

this ' Parent which coincided with il
lists in the hands of the Clerk of th
€rown in Chancery; there was not @
single number g.ven as a return at anv
ore poll which he said had been fraud-
ulently stuffed in which the figures
cidel with the official documents. T
statements made in the House in fi~
rash manner were based on newspape’
reports and on the reports of a scoundr’
who seems to have deceived his ')
ployers, who had not even the comnn
sense to find out the names of the
turning officers, as he could have 1wt
without difficulty if he had wished. !
want to put this matter right befor: '
people as well as the House, beca:: !
regret to say that a large number of peo-
ple have been led to believe that tiuv
were men in the province of Quel o ™
lost to their semse of public duty. «7°
esty and ‘sel®respect that they would
Sir, as a man
coming from Quebe¢, though not
French origin, I want to tell these v
tlemen that they mistake the peopl
Quebec and above all the French per-
ple of that province if they believe At
assert these things of them.

\ Tt'is troe that in‘the province of ‘!
bec there was a large majority agii
prohibizion. It is true that in tha
vimee ‘there was poll after poll in v
there was not a single representa™
prohibition. Why? Simply becau-
these particular neighborhoods therc
not 2 man who ‘believed in total pro-
tion. But in these very counties ™
were hundreds of municipalities anl |
ishes in which, while fhe people °
and worked against total prohibi '
there was not a single license issucd
the sale of liquor. I have a retuin

of. the municipalities in the provin:
Quebec showing the condition of !

in that regard. In the whole prv
there are 928 municipalities and

are only 225 of these in which th
any license for the sale of liquur:'w;“
to say, out of the 928 municipi?t
there are about twenty-four per cent
ly who have licenses. There are :
eighten counties in which there i |
cense at all within their bounds.
are four counties with only one lice™™"
eight connties with only two; six «t
tie3 with only three. Only a tenth of

“oin-

{ munijcipalities“in the County of Otfs™

g5 -
a—_—— .
l.it,_ve 'icense%. and oﬁfl_v a
Pontiae. This compares
ably- with the other provi
Domirion. But the peopl
municipalities, while they d
to have licenses 1n their
they object to the evil, the
the uproar attendant upon th
of liquor in their own villag
in favor of total prohibitior
not expressed that opinion
and while I do not agree
their opinion is entitled to 4
spect as the opinion of vo
other part of Canad.

Just one more woftd
Parent. He represented himg
the postoffice of this city. H
employed as a temporary ¢
he made this report and fou
secretary of the Alliance e
tawa to verify it, this state
Journal the other night says
been sent away by the Min
Interior as an immigration a
Western Ntates. This staterx
as false as the rest. The Min
Interior has never employed
given him any promise of
He disappeared because of N
conscience, knowing that by
his making an affiavit to thq
slanders he was liable to
and that he would have
through if he had remained.
has gone and he will proba
se¢en again in this country.

Mr. Foster—With
voters’ lists, did the N
ture say that he has
that in no given poll, for in
Sthere any regularity?

The Minister fo Agriculturg
not.

Mr. Foster—Then how cou
prove an assertion that ther
an irregularity at one of t}
simply looking at the poll-bo
less you were to confront th
shcwa in the poll-bock here ¥
tual voters or non-voters in
distriets

The Minister of Agricultur
orable gentleman has entirel
stood my point, or he docs nd
take it.

Mr. Foster—Give me the
doubt.

The Minister of -Agriculture
tbat I bhave not in anyv way
the investigations that I
that there were no funds.
siated is that Mr. Parent’s st4

guch and such a returning off
and such a poll'ng station hag

absolutely discredited or knog
head by the fact that so-and-s
returning officer at all. When
and-so stuffed 25 ballots into
made a return of 125 againsf]
at that poll, we find that the]
125 votes against prohibition

'These facts show that he i8
that we cannot bel‘eve him. 1
entire accusation against the p
province of Quebec falls to the
those honorable gentlemen wha
it ought to acknowledge thei
apologize to the people of Qud

There are a large number g
Canada who are disappointed
sult of the plebiscite. 1 am
have worked for a long t'me i
of prohibition. I have believed
is a large public sentiment in
of Canada in favor of proh'bit
believed that that sentiment,
manifested, was sufficient to jy
hibitory law. The result of t}
does . not. seem to just'fy it. I
in saying that I have with
sensible men of the country whi
the facts of the case, and do;
make these facts square with t
1 do not blame them for thei
have that desire for proh bitioq
ly as any of them, but I have
effective prohibition. 1 cast
on the gentlemen who are to-d
demanding that we shall pass a
law. I confess that at the p
the suggest'on made to me §
these men appeared to be
ticable. Some want provincial
some want the government to
of the liquor traffic and carry
propose the enlargement of th
€0 as to include provinces as W
ties and municipalities; others
ing that we adopt the Gothen
of Sweden. I propose only t
ihe prohibition question. One
tion as embodied in the Scortt
cther is total prohibition. We
discussed as a practical propod
of these. It might be that o
might be found applicable to
tion of affairs in this country.
is famliliar with the fact thaf
largely against prohibition. I
place, particaular localities in
vinees, Waterloo, for iusian
Montreal, Hamilton and I
sgainst prohibition. The rural
ties generally are ‘n favor of
This leads me to think of local
thing which is perhaps the besf
under the circumstances to te
t'on.. I know that a majority
pecially in Outaric, have been
local option and have refused
the Scott Act, and were i1 ho
country to-day had got within
distance of prohibition. One
markable thing in conuect'on
returns is that where local opti
lengest in force the prohibiti
largest. In Prince Edward Is
Scotia and New Brunswick
cverwhelming in favor of praol
feel that this is the best solut
day offers itrelf to the people t
ed  for immediate working.
amendments possible to be m
Seott Act, but I do not promiise
that now. I consider that thij
if it does mot apply all the ad
prohibition, will educate the p4
a point where they will perhaps
votes in sufficient numbers to
introduction of a probibitory la
whole country.

The question is one which [
to see as far as possible divest
Dolities. '

In conclusion, the Minister
ture replied to Mr. Ives’s requ
ther information regarding thd
the party by referring him to
Minigter, who has already ma
nmient upon the floor of parlian
slatement he accepted.

abo

—_——
AN AMFENDMENT.

(8]
Pposition, Wants Yukon Ad
Investigated.

M S
Mr. (Clarke (West Torontol,
A three hours’ speech, corcludif
Presentation of the amendment
(ress, which was hatched at tb
Servative caucuses held recently

reads as follows:
‘That this house deems it &

* inform His Excellency that in

Widespread charges of incapac




