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the ruie which I may say in ail modesty
I have followed myseif. When 1 was called
upon in 1896 to formi a cabinet, I went out
of the representation to select the very best
material that 1 could get. I went out to
Nova Scotia aud I asked my hon. frîend
near me, the Hon. Mr. Fielding, to join the
administration. Hie was not lu the repre-
sentation at that time, hie accepted and flot
a word of complaint was uttered and I have
hiad nothing but satisfaction ever since for
baylng invited ýhim to join the government.
1 went to the province of Ontario and I
selected that veteran, Sir Oliver Mowat-
and I neyer had any cause to regret it.
I went into. the province of Nevr
Brunswick and I asked my frlend the
late hon. Mr. Blair. Now, I have had
miai differences with Mr. Blair, but
I amn glad to say, though hie cannot
hlear lue, that I neyer regretted having
called hM to the cabinet. H1e was an able
man~, a strong mnan-I knew Inter how
strong a mn lie was, but I inust say that in
ail my differences wvitli Mr. Blair 1 neyer
had with lhm a word which I can regret.
I arn glad to say that to the day of his
death I remalned bis friend and hie re-
mained niy friend. I went to the west and
I took Mr. Sifton, and a more able man
could not have been selected. There are
able men in this flouse wbom I could have
ca]led to the position, but every man in this
House has had this mnuch confidence in me,
that no one ever questioned my judgment
under such circumnstances.

The hon. gentleman thinks that there are
men on this side of the flouse who are
very much mortified because they have
been passed over. Let me say to my lion.
friend that Liberals are not like Conserva-
tives, and that if hie judges the members on
thîs side by the members on his own side,
he need not wvaste any sympathy upon us.
No one on this side of the flouse f eels any
angor ori jeu:dousy at what I have clone in
this mnatter. It may be that t1iere is
aealousy ou the other side, but it i5 con-
fined to tliat sidfe. There is none on this
side.

My hion. friend took some exception also
to the fact that we bad appointed members
Of parliamnent to the Senate and to the
bench. We appointed Mr. Laurence, f or-
naerly member for Colchester, to, be a judge
of the Supremie Court of Nova Scotia.
Why did we appoint hlm to that position?
We did so because we thought hie was em-
lnently fitted to discharge the duties of that
Important office. I do flot myself know
Mr. Laurence very well. I saw him ln this
HRouse and formed a very high opinion of
hlm, but I had on one occasion last session
a certificate of character glven of hlm,
which I did flot forget, by a prominent
member of the bar of Nova Scotia, who
was therefore in a position to know Mr.
Laurence's qualifications, and hie told us
that out of a number of men named we

might very well appoint Mr. Laurence ;
and that gentleman was the distinguisbed
member for Carleton, the present leader of
the opposition.

The hion. member stated that It has been
a rule mnintained by the Liberal party
that iho member ol! the flouse of Commons
should be appointed to a high oiffice
unless hie had ben ont of parliament
for at least two years. May I ask my hon.
friend when that was a rule of the Libemal a
party? 11e will not ' find it in any platform
of the Liberal party that 1 know of. Per-
haps it will not be bumptious on my part
to say that after ail I have somethlng to do
witb the policy of the Liberal party, and I
defy my hon. friend or, any of bis friends
to find a word of mine lu favour of sncb a
policy. I know of one man only in the
ranks of the Liberal party who at one time
and at one time only held that opinion.
That was my friend Sir William Mulock,
who introduced a Bih-I forget lu wliat
session.

Mm. BERGERON. 1895.
Sir WILFRID LAURIER. Perhaps lu

1895.
Mr. LENNOX. In two sessions.

Sir WILFRID LAURIER. No, onlly in
oiîe session, if I remember rigbtly. H1e in-
troduced a Bill, but that Bihl neyer weult
to its second reading, because the feeling
ou both sides of the House was overwhelm-
ingly against it. Sir, it is not lu accord-
anice with the traditions of British parlig.-
rnentary governent that members of tîje
flouse 0f Commons should not be appoint.
efi to office. On the contrary, it is one of
the traditions of the British parliamentary
system of government that certain impor-
tant officiais should go fromn the flouse of
Commons to the bencb. As a matter of
fact, the Attorney General always goes up
to the benich wlien there is a vacancy; s0
n..s a mule does the Solicitor General; and I
do not know that there is anything wrong
done by the governiment when we appoint
t o the beac-h men from the floor of the
flouse of Commons. If we compare the
records of the two parties on this point,
I t1inlk they are about equal. If there is
anything more wrong on one side than on
the othier, I amn ready to take ail the blame,
if wrong tiiere be; but I do not consider it
to bc wrong. As to the character of the
gentlemen whom we have appoiuted to the
Senate, I tbiink they are ahI good men. My
lion. friend asked if they had resigned be-
fore thiey were appoîated. I stated very
frankhy that I did flot know at what time
their resignations came; but I did not make
sncb appointments without having commu-
nication with my friends beforehand and
a scertaining whether they wonld accept
sncb a hîgh office. My hon. friend may
say that this was undue precaution. At
aIl events, I met with no refusaI.


