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tion of -the Flouse of Coinons, we miuet see
to it that the desire IoY the elimination of
hereditary tities, or at least the feeling
against the perpetuation ol hered'itary titles,
lias ite neceseary legislative action àn. this
Flouse.

Are the people riglit in their desire? I
say they are. I say that hereditaxy tities
are, first cf a]l, undesirable socially; that
t-hey are undes-irafble politically, -and that
their perpetuation or increase in this couýn-
try 'is, a breacli of -faith with the mein at the
front. Why are they undesirable frosu the
social s.tandpoint? It ia difficult fer mne
to say anything new on this sxrbjéct, be-
cause it bas 'been treated. in auch an ex-
haustive sud masterly way by the hon.
member (Mr. Nidkle), 'but let me ýsay that
hereditary tities 'lead to the caste system.
1 ehail give an illustration. A friend of
mine was once speaking about a very prom-
iment 1banker in Montreal, the son of a
baker wvho had gone into a bank in Scot-
land.. He told mie that if that boy had been
bora in Engud he never would have got
int,o a baud<, because -the son of a baker in
England, through the caste system, could
not have ibeen received in a ïbank. Iu Seat-
land, due very largely to the infiuence of the
democratic Presbyterian Church, there is a
more democratîc feeling and the boy was ad-
mirtted to a 'bank. He rose to the highest
position in, the Canadian bauking 'world.

The caste systemt leads te, snobbiehness,
and snobbis.hness lead)s to, the caste system.
Snobbisbness is not one of the lesser evils;
it ie one cf the greater evils. A young lady
takes a trip to another land and sbe coas
<back af-ter having aoýquired- an accent that
she forgets -in a few years,. This iuay be a
imatter of emaîl moment, but it is imore
seriou.s than, tbat. Srnobibiehnesg often means
extravagance. SnobbibneÊs means con-
tempt Mor and disrepect of parents. Lt rneans
very often delay ini marhiage until.the
youung fol'ks enu start where the old folks
left joff , and d-elay in marriage produces ail
sorts 0f social evils. But, I need not laibour
the point.

Is iA not politically undesirable? I do
not think we want to strengthen the Flouse
of Lords in England. I believe the people
iu England are not very fond of an heredi-
tary House of Lords. Th-ey have been
talking for years themselves cf mending or
ending the Flouse of Lords. The members
a1 that august body themselves- have had
plans under consideration for their own
reform. WVe do not want to increase that
po wer or ta transfer power ta the Flouse cf
Lords and that is a souud idea on the part

of the Canadian people. Why' The snem-
bers of the British aristocracy have done
valiant service in this war. They have.
been as brave as the Soottish shapherdg, P£s
brave as the Dundee trawl'ers, as brave as
the boys from the -plains of, Saskatchewan,
as brave as our own lads from the oounting
bouses and banks, lrnt.no braver, and we
have 'the right to look at 4he question
whetber the House of Lords has been en'
influence making for progress 'in the Old
Land or whether it ha& been against
progrees.

In 1906 the Liberal party in England,
after having been in opposition for some
years, camne 'back into power and i.tarted a
great era of reform-old age pensions, the
Licensing Act, 'the Educafion Act, and
reforms of that sort? What was 'the history
of those -measures? When those Acts, to
give better liv ing conditions to the poor
people of Great Britain, came into the
Hotise of Lords they were defeated. When
it was deeired that a better edueation
,qhould be given to the children of British
workingmen-, -the Education Act was de-
feated in the House of Lords. When the
people wished to control %he liquor trafflc
in the Old Land, when they wished to have
local option, did you not hear the honour-
able gentleman who addressed this House
before me state that, a man was ta receive
a titie on condition that he withdrew his
,Support from the Licensing Bill? The
Licensing Bill was thrown out by the House
,of Lords.

In order to effect great social refornis and
to provide ship& of. war, Lloyd George
brought in his great Budget of 1909, and
that Budget came up in the ffouse of
Lords. It was thrown out by the House of
Lords. They dss'ed to oppose the constitu-
tien of Great Britain which lhad said for
hundreds of years that the Flouse of Lords
muât not reject a Bill dealing with money.
They had a great election in January, 1910.
at which turne the British people reafflrmed
their jetermination to deal with financial
uiatters through 'the House of Gominons
atone. What I wish to impress upon the
Flouse this afternoon is that the Flouse .,f
Lords, in thus dealing with the Budget ini
1909, and in dealing with these ether
reforma that I have just mentioned, was
running true to formn.

In spite of notable exceptions to the
general ru-le, in spite of the individuals? who
have given great talents and great wealth
ta the furtherance of social progress, I make
the declaration that every step i the
direction of progress taken during the


