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win. The confidence whichi lie had looked
for, lie found; it turned out to be as lit,
expected. It was flot oniy reciprocal and
durable. Above ail it was fruitful. That
policy obtained for the Frencli-Canadians
the restoration of the riglits of which
they had been deprived by the act of
unions; it removed the dissensions, which
Up to that tirne, had rent the land;
At int.roduced amnity and concord among
the different races and branches of the
Canadian famnily; it estabiished a per-
manent and ever-growing proaperity; it in-
creased loyalty to the Crown and brouglit
it to its highest pitch of entbusiasm and
devotion; it brouglit up Canada, step by
step, stage by stage, to the high position
which it occupies at this moment; and as
1 said at the .beginning, so I say in con-
clusion, this is the last and crowning ef-
fort of tise policy wbieh a as then happily
inaug-urated. Sir, wve must advance, we
icannot remain stationary. We must ad-
vance. To remain stationary in this aga
is to retrograde; we must advance. And
aguain on this occasion, as in the days of
Lafenitaine and Baiwiii. mc appeai to, mod-
erate men in ail parts of the coiiim-unjty.
We appeal as they didi appeal, iii a spirit
of amiity, of union, of fraternity; we appeal,
as they appealed, in the highiest conception
of the duty which we owe to our country
and to the iniother country. It is the tradi-
tion of Iiese great moen, which is our su-
prenie inspiration te day in turningy this
page of thie hiistory of Canada.

Mr. R. L. BORDEN. 1 join most sin-
cereiy in the regret which bas been ex-
pressed liv the Prime Minister at the con-
tinued illness of the hion. the Minîster of
Marine and Fisheries, which prevents hlm
from addresýing the House upon tise
second reading of this Bill. However,
niy right lion. frieni the Prime Min-
ister has taken up that task. H1e bas
adclressed te the House a verv long
speech, more than three-fourths of
which liad absolutely nothing to do
with the subjeet which le now occupying
the attention of the House and of the coun-
try. The riglit bon, gentleman seems to
think. for some reason, that this is the year
1837. This is flot the year 1837, and we are
neot engaged to-day in a discussion as to
whether this country. shail have autonom-
ous rights and privileges. That question
was settied 75 years ago. It is siznificant
that when my right hion. friend finds him-
self in circumstances cf peculiar difficulty
with bis own party, hie always goes back to
the days of 1837, and quotes to us, not only
from the speeches of Lord Durham, but
from the eloquent orations of Mr. Lafon-
taine and Mr. Baldwin. It is an old piece
of tacties on the part of my rigbt bon.
friend, and I sineerely condole with hiin
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to-day in the circumstances in which lie
finds himself. Why, Sir, lie told us in the
lirst place, that hie had an absolutely united
îîarty behind hlm; and then, not very long
afterwards, we found him dealing at great
lenigtli with criticisms which had been
made upon bis course in the province of
Quebec, and presu*mablY fromn members cf
lis own party.

The riglitlbon, gentleman lias seen fit to
introduce a great subjeet mest profoundly
affectirig, net only Canada, but the -hole
empire, in a highly controversial and
partisan spirit. H1e lias indulged ln
wliat lie cails a retrespective glance, ac-
cemipaied by observations more or less
dignified as to the supposed divisions la tht-
ranks of the Conservative party. Well, Sir,
there is no attempt te gag any one in the
Conservative party, and there neyer will bie.
1 hope.

But my riglit hon. friend bias invited
soîne remarks whicli otherwise 1 wý,ould net
have felt impeiied to nake to-day; lie lias
given us a retrospective glance, but his
retrespective glance does not go back te
some periods that perhaps hae might lie well
inclined to forget, and hie bias conveniently
forgotten themn to-day. H1e speaks of critic-
ism from the province cf Quebec. Sir, 1
venture to. tell Iii this, that if hie lia.ý re-
ccived any criticismn fremin men wlie, lu thuc
past at least, have been -his followers lu the
province cf Quebec, that eriticism and that
feeling are due to bimself more than te any
other man in Canada. A retrespe>ctivp
g-lanca seems te suit the humour cf the
rigit hion, gentleman to-day. Weii, Sir,
Wlîst xvas bis own asniratien iii the days
of 1891 and 1892? lis teaching in regard
to this matter in the province cf Quebec
was summarized in lis own hiearing-, in
this Hotuse, enly tbree years ago, ,by
oe of bis ewn followers, and it was in
werds which are te be found in ' Hansard
cf the 29tb ef November, 1896. It is the
ianguaga of Mr. Bourassa, a disciple auJ
fellower ef the right bion. gentleman; and
liera is Mr. Beurassa's languaga, whidli
was net calied in question liy the riglit hon.
gentleman at the time it was uttered:

Well, sir, what was the language of Mr.
Laurier in Boston iii 1891: that Canada wouid
iiever consent bo iiniperial federation even on
commiiercial Iines alone, because the rouse-
quenice would be the participation of Canada
in British wars, and Canada wnuld ii-er
consent te participate iii Brircslu wa-t,.

Was that or was that net the teaching of
my right hen. friancl in 1891 and 1892?
Dees lie now deny that suirmary cf his posi-
tion wbicli was given by his own follower lu
this House and whicli was >not denied by
hlm at that time? Weii, Sir, wa mav go
on to a little further retrespeet since my
riglit hion. friend is anxious for retrospcts.


