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American unionists, la because tbey believe
lt to be to their advantbage and because
they do not believe It is derogatory to their
position, or to the lnterests of Canada that
they sbould se identify themselves. These
are the facts, and if, as my bon. friend
from Winnipeg (Mr. Puttee) bas stated
the employers of labour In the port of
Montreal bave been arranglng for the past
six or mine months to have men ln Mont-
real when navigation opened to take the
place of the longsboremen ; may 1 net
witbout prejudicing the case say, that
'these employers placed tbemselves in a
position to accentuate the hostility of the
longsboremen ; that tbey were doing what
was likely te antagonize tbe longshore-
men of Montreal, and to make a reason-
able settlement more difficuit ? As the
hon. membor for Vancouver (Mr. Smith)
pointed out, there must be a recognition
of the rights of both parties before a satis-
factory settiement ean be reached ; there
must be an observance of the golden ruie.
Except in a very extreme case, I have nover
known an instance wliere fair propositions
for settioment were made by one or other
0of the parties, that these propositions did
not eventuate ln a satisfactory settIement.
I hope th-at tbe efforts of the Minister of
Labour will be crowned with success, but 1
repeat that a great deal of good would be
donce if hie would take the House into his
confidene and state wbo represents the gov-
trniment in Montreal, what has been done,
how far ho bas succeeded in bringing
the parties together, and wb-at la tbe real
reason why hie bas mot been eompletely euc-
cessful in bis efforts. Before I take my
seat, 1 again repudiate the statement that
foreign agitators are the cause of this
trouble in Montreal. 1 am sure the bon.
gentieman made the statement in good
faith, but 1l do net beliove that statement la
susceptible of being substantiated. It Is
an insult to the Canadian -worjxmen to gay
that they cannot recognize tbeir own lun-
terests, and that they nave been led away
by nien whom they do flot know, to commit
a'-ti which may brlng disaster on them-
selves and their familles.

Mfr. BIOKERDIKE. If the lion. gontle-
mian (Mr. Clarke) ref ors tu me, 1 wlsb to
say that I did not make thiat statemont.
What 1 said was that the head of that or-
ganization 'was an American.

Mr. CLARKE. Thon I beg the hon.
gentlemanl's pardon. 1 understood. hlm to
say that the present strIke la Montreal was
caused by the presence of foreign agitators
in the country.

Sonie hon. MEMBERS. It was the mem-
ber for Centre Toronto (Mr. Brock) who
said that.

lion. Mr. TARTE. 1 rise, as a newspaper
man, to enter my protest against the state-
ment of the bon. member for Vancouver
(Mr. Smith). HIe sald that the newspapers

are always anxious to record the inisdeeds
of the workmen. Lot me tell hlm at once
that the newspapers bave worked more bar-
moniously with the labour unions than with
any other class of the community. In the
printing office -witb wbi*cb my naine is con-
nected there are as a rule about 250 men
employed, and al] or nearly ail of tbem
belong te labour unions, and we nover bave
any trouble with thýem.

Some bou. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. TARTE. Nearly ail the news-
papers ln Canada are employing union mon.
They are skilled tradesmen and 1 arn preud
to say that there is no class of mon who
give less trouble than tbe memboirs of the
Typographical Union. Suppose, for instance,
tbat one of them gets on a spree and hoe
is dismissed, there is no trouble over it
and no objection made. I make this state-
ment to correct the wrong impression whlcb
possibly may have been created la the
minds of saine bon, gentlemen bore, that
wben union mon are employed in an office
or a shop, tbey are masters. Ifhat is nlot tbe
case. One of my bon. friends near me, be-
fore I rose, asked me to state what I un-
dersto5d by the recognition of the union.
It means undoubtedly that whien you have
admitted a labour union la your establish-
ment, you must work witb them; they work
wîtb yeu, and you miust work wltb tbem.

Mr. CLARKE. The obligation is mutual.

Hon. 'Mr. TARTE. The question bas been
asked wbether we are not la a free country;
ln other words, wbetber 'free labour, labour
whicb Is not connected witb labour organ-
izations, vcould not bo employed along wlth
union labour. I read a day or two ago a
report of a meeting that took place la the
month of Deember last ln New York under
the auspices of the National Civic Federa-
tien, of wblch Senator Hanna was the
president. At that gatbering the wbole
question was discussed very thorougbly.
The contention of the labour unions to-day
is that the Individual workingman bas no
rigbt to sel] bis labour outside of the union.
I read that argument la very able speeches
delivered hy Mr. Gompers and by Mr. Keef e,
wbio is presideut of the Longshoremen's
Union. Their contention Is tbat la these
days of progress and of vast organizations
of capital, the rlght of the lahour.men to
organize ls as large and as broad as the
rigbt of capital, and tbat the individual
workingman, selllng is labour outside of
the labour organizations, causes ýdamage
and injury to organizations that sbould. be
recognized as being for the best advantage
of the country in wbicb tbey exist. As my
bon. frlend from Vancouver (Mr. Smth)
says, there are two sides to thls important
question, and the sooner we recognize tbat
fact the botter, botb from tbe labour stand-
point and the capital standpolnt. There 15
no use of denylng to the workingmen the
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