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refined that argument. and it would have 
been very difficult for him to do so. because 
In a moment I shall read his own words, 
which were stronger than my lion, friend's, 
a far stronger condemnation of the policy 
which he is himself trying to enact and 
impose on the people of Canada to-day.

The lion, mem lier for Mont inn guy (Mr. 
Armand I.a vergue i has stated that, with 
regard to immigration, it was no more a 
question of bringing all sorts of people, 
but a question of bringing the best class 
of people. The minister lias not denied the 
fact, lie has simply tried to prove that 
under the present order in council he is 
doing that. This was one of the few points 
in tin- speech of tin* lion, member for Mont- 
mngny which the minister tried to discuss, 
ami I will prove that the minister Is en
tirely wrong in regard to it.

The lion, member for Monhiiagny (Mr. 
Armand 1 .avergue) stated tint after the 
government had denounced the North At
lantic Trading Company’s on tract, they 
had failed to announce their future policy, 
and had adopted this order in council vliilst 
parliament was in session, and did not 
even consult the representatives of Un
people here assembled to give instructions 
io tin' government. The minister lias not 
denied the fact, and the fact remains ; and 
here is a radical change in our policy, the 
enactment of a principle contrary to the 
very policy of the government, as an
nounced and propounded last session : and 
that change has been made in this session 
when parliament was sitting, when it 
would have been the easiest tiling possible 
for tiie minister to consult the representa
tives of the people. I wish one of the 
colleagues of tiie minister were here, I 
wish tiie Minister of Marine and Fisheries 
were here, so that lie could repeat those 
words of denunciation which lie thundered 
so eloquently against the Conservative gov
ernment because, forsooth, they had dared 
to purchase one million of dollars’ worth 
of arms in Great Britain while parliament 
was in session. Is this another one of 
those principles for which tiie Liberal party 
attacked tiie Conservative government, but 
which they now advocate?—with tills dif
ference. that in tiie case to which I re
fer it was simply a question of tiie ex
penditure of money, whilst In this matter 
it is a question of a change of policy, a 
change of attitude on tiie part of the gov
ernment. contrary to tin* attitude which 
they took last year ; and without consult
ing parliament, whilst the representatives 
of tiie nation are assembled here, they meet 
in a closed chamber and frame a policy 
which they announce to tin- country, and 
say that we must support It.

Mr. SAM. IirciIFS. Do we understand . 
that tiie lion, gentleman goes hack on his 
record concerning payment for arms in 1896? I

Mr. BUFRASSA. No. I denounced It in 
1N95, and I denounce it to-day, whether done 
by a Conservative government or by a Lib
eral government. Now one of tiie argu
ments used by tiie lion, minister was tills: 
lie said, we are devoting most of our .ener
gies and spending most of our money In the 
British Islands because we have found that 
it is tin* best Held for immigration, and be
cause tiie people of Great Britain, knowing 
that Canada is a desirable place to live in, 
want to come here. Sir. if the people of 
Great Britain want to come to Canada, 
what Is tiie use of giving $."» a head to I look
ing agents to send them here? But let us 
accept tiie argument, let us suppose it is 
necessary to have agencies in Great Britain 
to bring over a desirable class of Immigrants 
i - that a reason for passing an order in coun
cil to Induce people to come from Norway. 
Sweden, Holland, Denmark, Hungary. Bus 
sia, France, Belgium and Switzerland? If 
tiie argument of tiie minister is good, if the 
government have changed their policy be
cause circumstances have changed and 
circumstances have changed in such a way 
that I lie people of Canada are entitled to 
see Hint iheir money is well employed by 
spending it in Great Britain, then why li:i- 
the government adopted an order in council 
that allows them to spend money in foreign 
countries where it is so difficult to carry 
■ • I a propaganda? Now on this question "f 
propaganda, the lion, gentleman says that 
tin- order in council is far different from ai 
past order, because according to tiie presen » 
order in council nothing will be paid to 
agents who work against the laws of tin* 
country in which they are operating. Hither 
this restriction in the order in council holds 
good or it does not. If it holds good, then 
tIds order in council is nothing but a copy 
of tiie nit met with the North Atlai 
Trailing Company, because In that contrac
tile government introduced tiie very same 
clause that the agents of the North Atlantic 
Trading Company were not going to do any
thing contrary to the law of tiie nations in 
which they were operating. If the North 
Atlantic Trading Company’s contract was a 
bad one, because it brought those agents into 
conflict with the laws of the land In which 
they were operating, this order in council is 
equally had because II is based on the same 
principle ; it is the same policy, except that 
here you are dealing with individual agents 
Instead of with a company.

Now with'S^gard to this aspect of the 
question. I a momm-minded, I am tv id.- 
to be convinced tlial^SLJs 1 tetter to deb 
with agents than to deal wlili a coin
puny. But l am surprised that that 
ment should come from the minister, be 
cause last year when lie announced to io 
House that the contract with the North
Atlantic Trading Company was to ..........u-
celled, what did he say ? lie referred m 
some writings or some letters from Sir


