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And what had been done by these gentle-
men whom La Patrie denounces, what had
they done? These gentlemen had had
the courage of their convictions to say that
they believed that considering the position
which England occupied, It was the duty
of the government of Canada to corne to
the aid of the mother country, and to give
effect to the declaration which the House
of Commons of Canada and the Senate of
Canada had by unanimous vote placed upon
their journals.

Mr. BERGERON. And the government
did It afterwards.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, and the
government did It afterwards. And, Sir,
the moment the members of this govern-
ment adopted the very suggestion made by
Mr. Bergeron and his friends In the pro-
vince of Quebee, that moment they became
entitled to be branded by La Patrie as
criminal cowards. What keeps the Min-
Ister of Public Works in the same cabinet
with the Prime Minister, and the other
ministers whom, by Inference, his news-
paper has branded as criminal cowards.
Sir, it would be unparliamentary to sug-
gest the only reason which can keep these
gentlemen holding such diverse opinions on
a great national question in the same cabi-
net. But I have not done justice to La
Patrie. On the same date It says:

What have we to do with the affairs of Africa?
What Interesta have we lin the Transvaal ? Why
should we take the money and the blood of the
ratepayers of this country to squander them
in these far-away regiona ?
Was that calculated, Sir, to strengthen the
hands of this government ln carrying out
what was obviously intended by the re-
solutions that were passed by this House
and placed upon Its journals ? The next
day La Patrie follows this up by saylng:

Sir Wilfrid Laurier, the other day, very clearly
deftined the government'a position in stating
that there was no justiflcation whatever for
the goverument offering or sending a contingent
without previously consulting parliament. It,
therefore, follows that the Canadian government
did not offer . any military contingent to the
Imperial government.
For our own part,we have no hesitation whatever

it statIng that if the Laurier cabinet had taken
upon Itself the responsibllity of expozing the
future of Canada in randing a military contin-
gent to the Transvaal at the expense of thls
country, we should have blamed its policy.
Therefore, the hon. gentleman, througb bis
organ, threatened his colleagues in the gov-
ernment that they would be struck down by
that powerful organ of public opinion, La
Patrie, if they ventured to differ with him
ln opinion on this question.

The Canadian contingent leavlng for the Trans-
v1 le compoeed of men who have voluntarily
offered their services. 1e Canadian govern-
mte L bad neither the right nor the power to

oMfoly eugage our country without consulting
parllament.

Sir CIHARLESTUPR

Now, Sir, I come to the hon. gentleman's
own language, over hie own signature, and
what does he say ?-though It did not re-
quire that, because every person knows that
not a Une can find its way ito La Patrie
on matters of public policy without the sane-
tion and approval of the hon. gentleman. It
would be extraordinary If it could be <ther-
wise with that paper, which le declared to
be the official organ of the government In
the district of Montreal. In La Patrie
of the 10th of October, the hon. gentleman
says :

I am In a position to give you the most posi-
tive assurance that the government h mnot
come to any decision relative to the sending of
a military corps to the Transvaal. The merits
of the dispute between England and the Trans-
vaal are one thing, the Interference by Canada
in the foreign wars of the empire la another.
It Is sought to create precedent which would
bave for result the compulsory participation ln
the future by Canada in auy and all the con-
flicts which may sweep over Europe and over
the various parts of the world In which the
large European governments are Interested.
Everything to terrorize the public, every-
thing teo make It Impossible for his collea-
gues to force his hand or differ from hlm
on this important question. But the hon.
gentleman was good enough to add:

The government wIll be happy to favour the
departure of all those whose warlike instlncts
and patriotism make them want to go to the
Transvaal to fight, but I do not belleve that
public opinion in this country asks more, and
I will add will never consent to more In such
an eventuality as now exists.

What is it that holds the hon. gentleman lu
association with these 'criminal cowards'
branded as such by hlm if they adopted
such a pollcy ? Whatever the Inducement
may be that keeps the hon. gentleman as a
minister of the Crown, i say that If he bad
proper respect for himself or for hie col-
leagues, such an association would be abso-
lutely Impossible. Elther he held these
opinions or he did not. If he did not, then
he was endeavouring to decelve and delude
and mislead the people of this eountry; If
he did hold them, he should have had the
courage of his opinions, and when It came
to the question of resignlng a position which
no man in this country should occupy a
single hour, when separated by such a gult
from the action his coleagues were deter-
mined to take, then the hon. gentleman
If he respected either himself or bis opinions
or his associates, would have lnatantly
severed that connection. Now, I am. golng
to cal a gentleman from the other side of
the House and put his opinion In contra-
distinction with that which I have just
quoted. The hon. member for Malsonneuve
(Mr. Prefontaine), lup g Montei on
bis return from 3hiago. where he bad been
with the Premier on the 12th of October,
used the foflowing language, weh I am
prend to place aiongde of that whleb 1
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