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naMPles. I grant you tbat -we bave neyer
been quite so bard up se to have to go
-around iooklng to gentlemen opposite for
exaimples for what we ougit; te do ; but 1
do say tba-t we oould go 'for -an example to,
blie *membei' for West Assinibola (Mr'.
'Scott) who asks from this parjiament for
bis constituents, what this resolution, ln
princIple, a8ks from the mother country for
the Dominion of Canada. We are tolM by
gentlemen opposite tbat It was disioyal to
-ask Englan.d, disloyal to ask Her late la-
mented Majesty Queen Victoria, or our
present noble King Edward VIIL, to give
anytliing in return for the preiference we
give tbem. But, tbe hion, gentleman (Mr.
-Scott) does flot say that It; is dlsloyai to
tbis parliament to ask us to give to tha
Nortb-west TerrItories sometbing ia return
'for what lie alieges they gave us. I be-
leve, Sir, that the reasonIng wh.ich I bave

-endeavoured to follow in this respect will
be the reasoning whieh will be followed by
the people of :Canada when next they get
the cliance, and that tbey Will expect thie
'Canadian goverument to do business witli
the mother land upon terms whicb are 3ust
and fair to the people of the Dominion. I
have beard It argued ln this debate lihat Mr.
-Chamberlain, representing tbe EngLlsh peo-
ple. wIll not allow us te, do a certain thing,
:and therefore it is out of the question for
us to, try and do it. Weil, does any gentle-
muan in tItis House halieve that Mr. Cham-
berIaIn will desist from trying to get the
treaties lie wants witli Germany or Russia
'because some man wbo Is intel-ested ln try-
ing to dissuade hlm slmpiy tells Mr. Cham-
berlain tbaît lie cannot get tbese treaties.
He ls on the other sîde of tlie contract.
WVlihere Is the astuteness and tlie business
-ability of this cabinet? Wlien tliey go
to England to maire a deal witli Mr. Cham-
berlain, they can only come back and tell
us : It is true,. we went tbere to get some-
-thing in return for this advantage wbieh
we are giving to the mother country, and
tbey gave us a Cobden medal, w'bieb we
will lay on 'the Table, If necessary, and let
-you see it. Even If Mr. Cha~mberlain dld
regard that as a fair return, that Is nô rea-
son why we sbould not go on and try, to get
,Just compensation for this country for the
great advantages wbich we are givig to
-the mother land.

I wnnt to deal for. one minute witli one
or two thIngs wi-ich bave been said ln
-the course of this debate, because tbey do
not strîke me as* belng correct, and my
constituents wouid blame mie If 1 Bat tsient
-and allowed sucb things, to be said witbout
-rising to contradict tbem. It wfts 'sald by
the hon. member for London (Mr. Hyman)
the other nlglit, that the charge of Incon-
sistency against tbls government miglit well
-be laid by some people. 1 suppose lie sys
that ln pollteness, lnstead of uslsxg the
stronger word which we miglit apply, and
sBay they miglit be cliarged wIth bad faltb.

But lie censured the bon. niember for Pictou
for iaying the charge of ineonsistency
agftinst theni. That is the way bon. gentle-
men oposite try to get rld of the main
queÊtion ln this debate. They ta1te the
ground that some one now supporting the
opposition did wrong, and, therefore, no
accusation of wrong-dolng should be laid
against the government. 1 submit that It is
the government wlio are on their trial, and
flot the opposition. Thie opposition are flot
to be blanied for the sins of the govern-
ment ; and because the goverument are
fairly cliargeable witli Inconsistency, It is
no0 answer to say to the individual malting
the charge : Six or eight or ten years ago
you made a different statement, wben, per-
haps, the individual was flot ln the House
at ail. That Is flot the kind of argumaent
wbicb I think ouglit to prevafi in this UouseŽ'

0f course, I am lnfluenced a good deai,
by the learned lecture whlcli the lion. mem-
ber for Southi Wellington (:dr. Guthrie) gave.
us, being a new -member like hlmseif, and
not very mucli older than lie Is. He gave us
a long discourse of twenty-five minutes or
haîf an bour about our duty in conducting
this debate. 1 have no doulit that if we
could ail do, as lie said, stick tothe ques-
tion strictly, we would be able to get along
better tlian we do. But, the lion. gentle-
man made some remarks about the farmers
of tlis country and the preference to Bng-
land which I canuot allow to go unchal-
lenged. ns I represent a good many farmers.
some 4,000 or 5,000 baving voted in my con-
stituency ln the last election. He said the
farmers did flot mmnd the -loss of a few paitry
liundreds of tbousands of dollars. I suppomse
lie believes tliat tlie possession of the Cob-
den medal is wortli that mancli to, them, and
was a full compensation for tlieir loss on
account of titis so-called preference to Eng-

land. Weil, lie must be speaklng for tlie
farmers of South Wellington aloi4e. 1 wlsh
It to be understood that bisremarks do not
apply to tlie farmers of the constituency 1
represent. Althougli they are flot stingy
men, wlio insist on the last dollar In a busi-
ness transaction, stîll tliey believe lin doing
business on business principles ; and If the
government undertakes to do business for
tliem. they expect them. to bring back some-
thing better than a paltry medal. 1 do not
doubt that tlie farmers or South Welling-
ton are just as Intelligent and as able to,
elect representatIves as the farmers of my
constituency. I am not InsInuating for a
moment that tbey are not. But. 1 do say.
that wlien the hion. member for South Wel-
lington made that remark, I belleve lie bad
notconsulted the fariners of lis own county,
and when lie goes home ani explains it to
tliem, If lie can, lie will get tbeir orders flot
to make a remark like that again.

The lion. member for Hauts (Mr. Russell),
toid us tlie other day that there was no life
ln this opposition. The opposition do not
mInd any littie jokes being made at their,
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