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we had had the pledge of the Crown that:

no election would take place until the lists
haul been revised according to law.
is one thing which ought to he sacred, and is

sacred to-day, it is the pledge of the Crown to the |
people of the country. The hon. gentleman knows

better than I do that if there was one thing more
than another which alienated from King James
II the heart of his subjects, it was the duplicity

with which, again and again, he broke his word to -

a
0

the people : and since the flight of James, the word

of the Sovereign of Great Britain has always been
held to be as immovable as the vocks upon which :

the Island of Great: Britain rests.
England to-day, but it is no longer true in Canada :

it is not true in Canada so long as the word of the !
Crown isin the keeping of the present Ministers of

the Crown. Sir, we have a Franchise Act and it is

not a jewel ; on the contrary, it is a monster. That :
Act was framed and revised for the benetit and |
advantage of the Conservative party, but although

it was framed for the benefit of the Conservative
party, it is so cumbrous, it is so expensive, that it
has been a nightmare to every member of the Con-
servative party. Everyone wants to get rid of the
annual revision of the list, because 1t is so enm-
brous and so expensive : and last year the hon.
gentleman anticipated the wish of his followers,
and he proposed a measure to dispense with the
annual revision of the list. The measure was in the
hands of the Secretary of State, and T will remind
the House of the langunage he used on that occasion :

““ Nohody will deny that a revision devolves a great
deal of anxiety, trouble and expense, both to the members
already representing constitueneies ad to the would-he

candidates for those constituencies.  If we had a revision
thix yearit must be admitted that it would take place in
very unfavourable circumstances L . .
But is there no other reason why that revision should not
take place? We have not yet reached the end of this
Parlinment : according to law this Parlinment will cease
in the beginning of 1892,

Then the hon. gentleman goes on to speak about
Behl g
the census, which is taking place now :

U Ifin July, 1801, the eensus shows that the representa- |
tion must be changed it will become necessary to have
new elections soon after the census; and those elections

should take place at the beginning of 1802, by the natural
death ot this Parliament according to the constitution,
The question which presented itself to me was this: By
the experience of the past. could a revision beginning in

June, 181, be satistactorily made, and would it be resly
There is no;

for the eventuality of elections in 1892,
reason to doubt it.”

Here is, therefore, the pledge of the Crown that

there would be no election till the list had been
revised in the present year. according to the terms
of the law.  Of course we know very well that it
is always open to the Crown to wlvise a dissolu-
tion, and I do not suppose that at that time the
hon. gentleman contemplated a dissolution : there-
fore, I saw that it was his duty at that tinic to
say : ** Gentlemen, remember that there may be
a dissolution at any time, therefore you must be
reauly to take the consequences.™ If the hon.
gentleman had used that lunguage of course every
man would have said : ¢ There must be a revision
of the list at once, because we must have a perfect
clectorate.” \When the hon. gentleman introduced
that Bill and carried it with the sanction of the
Crown, it was a pledge to the people that there
would be no election until the list had been per-
fected. But six months afterwards the (Govern-
ment decided to have an election, and they did
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Sir, if there |

That is true in!

not scruple to trample upon the (dignity of the
Crown in order to gain party awdvantage over their
opponents.  But the cllcctiuns have taken plave.
PAnd now I ask, what is the policy of the tovern-
ment with respect to the main issne of the
double issue which was submitted to the people
of the country® If the elections meant any-
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“thing. they meant this: that a delegation,
can official delegation, was to go to Wash-

ington immediately after the elections.  Yet
. nothing of the kind has been done. because I coung
for nothing the officious, not the official delegation,
which visited Washington, comprising two impor-
tant members of the Administration, chaperoned
‘hy Nir Charles Tupper.  Like Cusar they went,
they saw: but, unlike Cwsar, they did not con-
quer.  They came back without having achieved
fanything. It has been asserted in some quarters
that those gentlemen were treated with discourtesy
by the American authorities. I do not believe it,
“and hon. gentlemen opposite have taken care to say
s that the delegation were received with every cour-
tesy : but I do not hesitate to say that, even if
{ they had met rebuffs, those gentlemen would only
{have received the treatment for which they scemed
! to be yearning, because nothing could be se offen-
i sive to international courtesy as the langnage used
i by some hon. gentlemen on the other side of the
i House, and I am sorry to say that in this respect
i the right hon. gentleman, who is usually &utious
| and prudent in matters of international import, set
[ his followers a very bwd example.  The language
[ . R

| used by that hon. gentleman in a speech delivered
“at Halifax last fall was unpardonable.  Speaking
tof our relations with the Republic to the south of
fus, the right hon. gentleman said :

i *“Ttisa great conntry, and will be greater, but like all
“young countries it will have its vicissitudes, its reverses
sand its revolutions. Do not we see already tfrom the
tmass of foreign ignorance and foreign viee that has
poured into the Umted States, how uncasily the working
populition move in the great lubour ceutres? Do not vou
se¢ communism, and socialism and atheism. and every
other ism there? That the United States will rixe supe-
i rior, and out_of these heterogeneous particles form one
great people, I have no doubt.”

Sowe hon. MEMBERS.

Mre. LAURIER. T commend the hon. gentleman
for that charitable sentiment ; but listen to what
follows.  The hon. gentleman continues :

1

Hear, hear,

* But depend upon it they are going tu have their revo-
Intions and upheavals, while we shall sit calmly under
the protecting flag of Great Britain aud enjoy the magni-
i ficent country that God has given us and ook with philo-
! sophic eyes at the struggles of a ficree and discordant
tdemocracey.” ’

Nothing could be more contrary to the amity
which weowe to the neighbouring Republic. There
was hostility in this, as there was hostility in the
relations of the Canadian Government towards the
American authorities during the Civil War. At that
time also we looked with ¢ philosophic eyes at the
struggles of afierce and discordant democracy™ and
i the result was that we lost the Reciprocity Treaty
of 1854, and we wish to Heaven that our similar
action now will not cost us another treaty. But
after all that has taken place we shonld have bheen.
told in the Speech from the Threne not only that
the Government is about to send commissioners to
Washington, but the basis on which they are going
to treat with our neighbours. Will it be unrestricted
reciprocity, will it be restricted reciprocity, or reci-
procity at all ; or will the negotiations be confined.




