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Nl'tion iegatived.

NIr. TAYLOR. The hon. nember for Broekville
an1d the hon. memnber for East (rev have not
voted.

.Mr. WOOD (rockville. I ami paired until to-
morrw niglit with the hiii. eiher for Temis-
couata ( 1r. Grandbois). Otherwise I should have
voted fou the second readiig of ithe ill.

Mr. sPROULE. I am-tit paired with the hon.
mîem'ber for Qu ee's, N. S. (31r. Forbes). Other-
wise I should have oted for the Bill.

Mu. BRODEUR. The lion. memiber for Nort
Oxford bas not voted.

\lr. SUTHERLAND. I ai pired with the
lhon. mmliiber for Lévis (Nir. )esauhiuiers).

.lri. CHOi QUETT E.(Tran.iat ion.) Mu. .peaker,
the hon. member fo.- L tbinire lias not voted.

NI r. R IN FRET. (Translation.) I was not ii the
Speaker. whieni the motioi was read, therefore I
could not vote. If I could have voted it wCuld have
been aggaiist the second reiîlifg of the il.

Motion iegatived.
Mr. BOYLE. I wish to say. Mu. .Speaker that

I am paied with the lion. membeer for Chamîblv
Nir. Préfontainie)

Sotie hon. nEMBERS. Order.
.r. SIPEAKER. The hon. mivîn1'eu is out of

orI, the question having been decided.

A CANAI)IAN REPRESENTATIVE AT
WASHING TON.

HioUuse resumned adjouried debate on the pro-
posed motion of Mr. McCarthy respeeting the ap-
pointiment of a representative at Washington
specially charged to watch, guard and represent
the interests of Canada.

Mr. TUPPER. Mu. Speaker, when this debate
was adjouried a few days ago, the general opinion
expressed by tiose who took part in it was that the
timte had arrived in the history of this country
wlen some fuller and more complete representa-
tim of its interests, political and comunercial,
abroad, should be had ; and the difference of opin-
ion which prevailed seemed chiefly to have refer-
ence to the mode in which that fuller representa-
tion could best be brought about. There be-
came apparent during the debate a danger in the

Mr. McCARTHY.

franing of the resolution as it stands, as indicated
by a convergence of the views of the two parties
who are opposed to each other on a very cardinal
question in connection with the policy of this
country. The hon. inember for Bothwell (Mr.
Milis), for instance, who had lately advocated in
this House a step which the majority of the House
apparently regarded as a departuure iii favour of
Sthe indepenidence of Canada. and wlhose resolution
in that direction was voted (down, hailed with
mîîuchî pleasure a resolution coming fron the hands
of an hon. gentleman who lnot onily was opposed to-
the resolutiotI of the hon. miemnber for Botliwell,
but who is a well-known ardent advoeate of the
unity of the Empire.

Nir. IMLLLS (1lothwel). How do you know li
is opposed«? He never expressed himnself.

M'r. TUPPER. I have no doubt, fron the ar-
ts expressed hy the lion. nenber for North

.Simicoe, that lie is as strongly oppo.ed to the reso-
lution of the hon. memîber for Bothwell, which was
voted down. as I amt myîx'self and I gather that.
not onlV from the views whicli lie bas expressed in
this Huse. lut froni the fact that in this very
debate I saw in sign thîat he had been converted
fromn his well-known position by anything which
the hon. nmemliber for Bothwell had said. I do lot
wish to import into this discussion now a side issue,
ioir in thie slightest degree to detract fromli its im-
portance :but I nerely advert to tlhat fact for th1is
reason, tiat if this resolution now in Vour hands
can be rea( as having two different mneaninîgs.
which I think are attributed to it by the lion.
gentleman to> whiomi I have referred, it is of the
greatest importance tlha the Imperial Parliaient.
and the Goovernent oi tis Empire shall not be led
astray nor be presented with a resolution in the
sliglhtest degree anbiguous. I take it that in
that respect the lion. gentleman whio placed the
resolution in your hands, a, a nmyself are of the
samîîe iund. and I approach the question now withî
a symipathv for the general object in view. agree-
ing wit.h all who have taken part in the debate
tlhat the more· fully and comiipletely our interests
are represeited abroad, and the more directly, the
better, so long as we recollect that we are part and
parcel of the British Empire, and that there is no
desire on the part of the people of thîis country, or
on the part of the menbers of this House to change
tlhat celatioin. I approach the question now mnerely
to express my o)iiioi of the lmanner in which this
Hou.se shiould present it. It is beyond dispute-
that in takin a step in the direction of the views
of the hon. mnover of thie resolution or of any otier
lion. gentleman who took part in the debate. we
must have the cordial synpalthy and approval and
support of the mother country, and I suppose that
in approaching the Parliamnent or the Government
of Great Britain to court thiat co-operation, it
would be well, if we desire to attain the end and
aim of tlhe resolution and of those gentlemen who
advocate the general principle, that we should (do
so not only in a clear and unambiguous way, but
that we should leave that Governnent in a f ree and
unemnbarrassed position to deal with the question.
If my memory serves rme right, when it was desired
to clothe the agent general in London with greater
and more important powers and to advance his
position there as the agent of this country,
Parliainent did not proceed to propound a reso-
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