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In 1878 possibly two words again would
have summ.arized the character of the ap-
peal. In 1896, possibly three words would
have covered the character of the appeal.
In 1911 one word summarized the great
issue, and in 1917 I elaim that one single
word before the Canadian people from East
to West summarized the character and the
nature of the issue whi'ch the people of
Canada were ealled upon to decide. And,
Sir, if it were feasible, even hypothetically
considered for a moment, that this Canadian
Parliament were dissolved, and an appeal
to the country made on one<issue, and that
issue were summarized in these words
"Canadian democracy," and on the obverse
side of the shield " Titled aristocracy," and
the people of the country voted on that
issue, what would be the result? I believe
we should have a unique thing in the bis-
tory of the parliaments of the world-an ab-
solutely united Government. There would
not be a man in opposition from the Atlantie
to the Pacifie, and then, itr, for once in our
life, I believe we would be free in such a

contest from all that appeals to race and
religion and sectional strife. They would
be all set aside, and the people froin the
East to the West, and from the North to
the South would unite solidly, and there
would be no words such as some of us de-
plored having heard in the House of Com-
mons. There would b no disagreen}ent,
such as we have listened to in this House,
but from East to West we would have a
united Canada, and, perhaps, some one
might 'be able to compose a new national
anthein that would bring in the strains of
" The Ma.ple Leaf," "O, Canada," and " God
Save the King," and we wo.uld be no longer
French Canadians or English Canadians,
but Canadians, from North to South and
East to West.

Hon. W. S. FIELDING (Shelburne
Queens): I regret I had to be absent during
part of the evening, havin lad to attend a
cominittee meeting, and had not the ipleasure
of hearing my lion. friend, the President of
Council (Mr. Rowell), nor the addresses of
the bon. gentlemen who moved and seconded
the amendment. I am informed, however,
that an amendument bas been moved, con-
demning all titles, and that is the issue
upon which we are about to vote. Let me
say that while, as most of my friends
are aware, I have less appreciation,
perhaps, than some others, less en-
thusiasm as to the value of these
titles, I have never gone to the point of
saying that all titles in Canada should
be put an end to. I think the argument
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'against hereditary titles is a'bsolutely com-
plete and unanswerable. I am glad that
that argument was presented, not only by
the hon. member for Kingston and the
hon. member for Brome, but laiso in the
very important Order <in Council whidh
the right hon. the Prime Mnister brought
down. But wiith respect to titles generally,
leaving aside t'hose of an !hereditary char-
acter, though, as I say I am not as en-
thusi.astic as some others in «my admiration
of them, I am free to admit that tihere
may be circumstances-it bas .seemed so in
the past-that ,might justify them. I do not
think we should discuse it from a personal
point of view. If one cared to do that,
we could go over the list of gentlemen
honoured with titles, and many of them
would be recognized as men who have won
eminence in tihe particular lines in which
they are engaged. Some titles have been

granted which are open ta criticism. In
some cases gentlemen who have been a
short time in the publie service, who might
modestly have waited a little longer, have
been ready to seize the title when the op-
portunity caine. Fro1) one viewpoint if you
take the whole list of titles you could find
very little ground to take exception to any

one of theni. One mray say that ail the
recipients are decent, honourable respect-

able people. But if yo.u take uip the list

and go over them one by one and say,

wherein does this man differ from a 'hun-

dred men around him, what service bas
be rendered, what distinction has he in the
community, what reason was there for giv-

ing hi a itle any more tban giving it
to a hundred men around him?. -you may

fail to get an answer. It is a case in which

you nmigh)t quote t'he old lines:

The thing itself is neither rich nor rare,
The only wonder is how it got there.

But I am not prepared to go so far as

the hon. gentleman who would condemn
the titles generally. I think, properly
awarded, tere is sometbing to be said in

favour of the system, and an abuse of a

systeni is never a good reason for abolish-

ing it. While I am not as warm in my

,admiration for titles as some others, I

would be content to-day to adapt the mod-

erate position taken by the bon. member

for Kingston and I should be con-

tent to vote against hereditary titles,
because I think, in that respect, the
argument is complete and unanswerable.

A word more-not of any importance. My
hon. friend from Victoria-Haliburton (Sir

San Hughs), who is not in his seat now,
miade some allusion to the conferring of


