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nmanaged. The bonouiraide gentleman for-
got that it w-as war time and spoke of the
large size of the Cabinet. He talked about
a Cabinet of twcenty îneînbers. \Vhat oc-
curred in the Mother of Parliaments in En--
land? In 1915 they hiad a Cabinet number-
ing twenty-four menibers, and in 1917 there
numbered nearly ninety. These things are
peculiar to war tirnes and wilI right themn-
selves.

In my opinion, we have had too many
commissions at work i this country. Parlia-
ment is here to represent the people. Ini
that connection, 1 arn going to say some-
-hing that perha.ps you do net know. The
Senate is te-day perhaps flot the most
1popq'lar institution -in the counrr. I
believe, however, that i-t can be made
popular, and that it can be made exceed-
îngiy useful. Whenl 1 suggest changes in
this body, 1 arn reminded ef the men who
used Vo corne ta the Hause et Gommons to at-
tend their first caucus. They stood up and
told us what thev were going ta do. To hear
them, one would have thought that we
were fools. Alter they had been here a
wvhile they settled down and found that
others had been there before them. I remem-
ber one particular case. A ma~n, a big man,
carne to a caucus and told Mr. Borden, "If
you do nlot do things right, I arn going Vo
vote against you." This was in the days Gf
party Governent. This gentleman sat two
or three seats behind me in *the House.
Towards the end of the Session I went ta
himi one day and said: "This is a fairly
good Governrnent, is it not?" He said,
-Why?" I said: "At the first caucus you
told us that if things were not done
right yau were gaing ta vote against us,
and on every division you have voted wifh
us." Per.hars I arn sametbing like that
man. I believe, however, that we adjaurn
tao often and for toc long periods. There
is one subject at least with which I believe
a large committee of the Senate could
profltably ernploy itself for a considerable
period of time. I arn sure that a comrnittee
ta cansider aur natural resaurces could
do good work, work that would be iu thbe
best interests of the country. One hardly
ever hears a public speech w-hich. does nat
cont-ain sorne reference Vo the glariaus
resources of this country, I bolieve that if
more work were donc along the 1-mne 1 have
suggested, the S. nafe would be wel.l on the
way ta .becorning mare popular in thbe coun-
try.

I have already said that I was very rnuch
pleased wifh what had been donc 1w- the
Union Gevernmeuit, an(], in spite of t-be
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criticisni cf -the Opposition, I think, t-bat
t-hey have conducted the affairs of the
country very much te the satisfaction cf
the people. They were unpopular, it s truc;
wby? One reasan, I thnk, was Conscrp-
tien. The crificisrn has been made that the
Government went Vo the cauntry in 1917
and tald -the fariners that their sans wou.ld
not -be conscripted. Perihaps t-bey did. I
rather -think that promnise was rnade. Even
suppasing it was, there is just as rnuob
reason why a farrner's son shoul go ta the
war as anyone else. What was thbe condition
when that promise was made? At Vhat time
production was just as important as send-
ing men ta the front, perhaps more se; but
in April, May and June, 1918, as my bonour-
able friends well know, the situation at ithe
front was exceedingly serieus. We were net
at ai fea sure who was going- to win the war.
We felt very oestless and uneasy. Under
fbose circumstances, men becarne more
important -than production. As Sir Robert
Berden said, "What is t-he good cf produc-
tion if we lose the figýht?" Wc had te have
men. Wben matters became se seriaus,
notwi-fhstanding the fact tihat, the promise
had been madie flot ta consoript farmers'
sens, the Governrnent changed their minds
or broke their promise, if you will, and in
my jUdgment they were jUstified in deing
50.

There is one matter in which I think thbe
Goverrnent has failed during the last three
or four years, narnely, in securîng money
in the terna cf taxes frorn the wvea1thy
corporations. I say that they have net suffi-
ciently .ta.xed the big interests and the
moneyed mien, I care not w-hether fhey be
farmers or any other class. In t-bis country
that work bas net been dene as well in
any sense as in the little eolony ef New
Zealand or in Australia. If it could he
successfully done there, I sec ne reasGn
why it could not be donc -bere, if prorper
efforts had been made.

A moment ago I speke et thc farners'
platformr. They believe àn direct taxation,
but t-bey do net believe in free t-rade. Mr.
Chipman and his lieutenant toid me, "No.
we do noV believe in free t-rade." Tbey
propose taking the cluty off a few articles
whieb -they wanf. That is w-bat I caîl the
beilgbt cf class le-gislation. I wiIl just read
trami their platform:

And whereacs the protective tariff has feetered
combines, trusts -and "gentlemen's egrecrments"
lu almnost every Une of Canadian industrial
enterprise. by means of which 4,he people ef
Canada-both urban and rural- ýhave been
sharnefully exploited through the (limniii.-tion
of conipetition, the 'ruination of nin of our


