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Mr. DUNCAN ROSS. Under this and
preceding section, could the representative
of the locomotive engineers, 'wbo bappens
to be in the United States, lie allowed to
appear before the court and present tbe
case of the locomotive engineers ?

Mr. LEMiEUX. Certainly. But a man
muet be a British subject to be a member
of the board, no matter wbere lie reésides.
It would be liumlllating for t-bis coun-
try t-bat a board of arbitrators sliould
lie partly composed of Americans. You
migit as well bave an American sit-
t-!ng as a judge la any one of our
courts of law. But suppose a union bas
lt-s ablest representative an American citi-
men residing in t-be United States, there le
not-bing to prevent that representative fromn
appeariflg before t-le board and presenting
lt-s case.

Mr. DUNCAN ROSS. It le qulte possible
that an olffccr of t-be board of locomotive
engineers miit be a practising lawyer.
Could the labour organizations select a
representative, wbether lie be an Amerîcan
or a Britishi subi ect, to appear before the
board and present the case of thbe men ?

Mr. LEMIEUX. Certainly, but lie cannot
bie a member of thbe board unless bie lo a
Brit-ish subi ect.

Mr. MONK. I would lie inclined to agree
wltb niy lion. frlend freim Calgary (Mr.
Mecarthy). If tbis law ls to be useful, we
mnust try anct give the greatet satisfaction

t-o t-le labouring men in t-be selection of t-be
board. Strange t-o say t-be labour organi-
zations lose slght ent-irely of territorial
limite. Iu Europe, t-le International ex-
t-ends fromn country t-o count-ry, and, la order
t-o achieve tbeir objeet, labour organizations
are affiliiat-ed quite irrespective of national
uines. My bon. friend t-be minister (Mr.
Lemnieux) knows t-bat bere la Caniada,-in
t-le province of Quebec at any rat-e-tbers
bas been a st-rong movement t-o nationalize
our labour organlzatlons. Tliere are at
present ln Mont-real two federated labour
organizatlons, one affillat-ed witb t-le organi-
zation la t-le UnItedSt-at-es and known In
common parlance as t-le international, wbile
t-be ot-ber Is excluslvely Canadian. Fôr t-lree
or four years a strong movement bas been
carried on t-o diminieli t-be affiliations wltb
t-le Unit-ed St-at-es and t-o make t-lise labour
organizations pure Canadian. Tliat move
ment lias failed and, 1 think t-bat at tlE
present moment t-le order aiffillated witl
t-be UJnited St-at-es le far more extensive thar
t-le purely national organization. Undei
t-lise circumstances Lt seems t-o me Lt would
be only fair t-bat as t-bey bave only one re.
present-atîve on t-be board t-bey sliould i
allowed t-o cboose freely. There are ver3
exper.lenced and able represent-atives o:
labour la the United St-at-es ln wbom oui
labouring classes bave great confidence
They are very often invited liere, wbule re

presentatîves of labour in Canada are very
0ft-en called upon to settie disputes in the
United States. 1 think t-bat my bon. friend
f romn Maisonneuve (Mr. Verville) bas, on
one or more occasions been called upon to
act as arbitrator ln the United States, lie-
cause t-bey had confidence in hlm and be-
cause tbeýy f elt, perhaps, that, as hie was
fart removed fromn the scene of the trouble,
hie would be able to give a more disinterest-
ed verdict than one more closely conaected
with t-be trouble ltself. I do nlot see what
objection there could be to a man act-ing
as a member of the board, even if bie were
a foreigner. Hie is only o11e mnember, t-le
majority would be Canadians, and, in case
bie bad t-le confidence of the labour, men,
the fact of bis being an allen, would nlot bie
a valid objection to bis acting.

Mr. LEMIEUX. 1 feel sure that, on
second thouglits my hon. frIend (Mr. Monk)
wlll see t-bat It would seriously refiect upon
Canada if we should go to any forelga
country to form a board under t-bis Act.
For my part, I would very serlously
resent it. And I believe my bon. friend
would aise resent Lt If lie were called
upon to appear before a tribunal to settie
a national issue-and lie will understand
the sense la wbich I use the word ' na-
tional,' t-be dispute belng one witbin our
own t-erritory-if t-bat tribunal were coin-
posed in part of foreigners. Wby, in the
very humblest s.phere of our judicature, in
the appoint-ment of t-be justices of t-le
peace, we require that the appointees shahl
bie Britisb subjects.

Mr. MONK. That js for t-he admiinistra-
t-ion of Our law.

Mr. LEMIEUX. And this board is to ad-
miaister our law.

Mr. MONK. It is for investigation.

Mr. LEMIPGUX. Yes, Investigation of
*mat-ters in dispute between British suli-
jects. And wby should British subjects be
called upon t-o appear before a board, t-le
majority of wbom may be foreigners-ali
of wbom may be foreigners, for, If you
give one side t-he riglit to choose a f or-
eigner, you eau hbardly deny a similar rlgbt
to t-le other aide, and wby sbould not these
two choose a t-bird foreigner to complete

*t-le board? My lion. frlend wlll see t-bat t
la undigniffed-I tblnk that word Is not too
strong. I use lt not because I do net Ilke
Our American frHends, but because we ouglit
to feel %ble to manage our own affaire.

IAt present there le a strong public opinion
-agalnst the walking delegates coming in

bere tramn abroad and sometimes causlng
r trouble. Tbat objection would lie mucli
f st-ronger on t-le question of t-be formation
r et a board under this Act. I know that my

libon. frlend le -as true a B-rltla subject and
Canadian-as prend a Britisli subject axxd
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