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object of legislation would be to bring about
as eariy as possible some agreemnent between
capital and labour-perhaps you cannot go
farther than tbat at present-some agree-
nient between capital and labour whereby
the differences wbîch lead to strikes and
riots and difficulties of that kind can bie sub-
witted to some tribunal the award of wbicb
botlh parties would agree to observe. If
you accornplisb tbat by legisiation, or if you
take a step towards the accomplishment of
tbat, then you bave accomplisbed a very
great tbing, but it does not seemi to me,
witb ail deference to the views of tbe bon.
ininister, that the legislation wblcb bie bas
now introduced into this House is leglalation
wbicb is calculated to bring about any sucb
useful resuits as those wbicb bie anticipates.

Mr. A. W. PUJTTEE (Winnipeg). I look
upon the Bill wbicb is before the Honse as
being practicalIy an extension of tbe Con-
ciliation Act, and looking at it in tbat light,
I tbInk we can'make np our rninds that it
wili not do any barrn wbatever. At al
events, tbe Conciliation Act cannot be
cbarged witb baving caused one strike la
the country since it was put on the statute-
book.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Would the bon.
gentleman think It mucli of a compliment
to the Conciliation Act whicb -%vas designed
to preveat strikes, to say, that It had not
caused any strikes.

Mr. PUTTER. I do not. Wheni the Con-
ciliation Act was being passed lu 1900 I ex-
pressed tbe opinion that It would not be
very effective and tbat it would be far better
for ue to attempt sometbing more radical.
However, since tbe leader of the opposition
bias pointed out that during the last few
years, In connection with the growing times
strikes have also grown, It is perfectly fair
for me to add that s0 far as the Conciliation
Act ls concerned it Is not responsibie for
causing a solltary strike.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax.). I did not sug-
gest It did.

Mr. PUTTEE. The Conciliation Act bas
been useful la closIng up a good nîany dis-
putes ; not more tban 1 expected it would
and iii comparison with tbe number of
strilces la tbe country very few Indeed. I
believe tbat such a voluntary Conciliation
Act is necessarily ilmited to disputes that
bave growil. old, disputes wbicb botb sideE
are tired of, and disputes of trivial Import-
ance.

The Bill Introduced last year w*s. practi.
cally a cornpulsory arbitration Act. Tbal
Bill bas been witbdrawn and we may as.
sume tbat the reasons given by the minis
ter were sufficient cause for hlm wilb.draw.
ing It. I agreed last year tbat the Bihl ln
stead of being passed Into law sbouid b(
submitted to tbe criticism of ail parties li
the country, and there is no0 donbt that i

îvas condemnied, anid condernnied almost un-
aniaiously. I regret that, because rnost of
the people la condeming it also condened
the principle of compulsory arbitration. I be-
lire that bad that Bill of last year been more
tboughtfnlly and carefully drawn, it would
flot have been so generally condemned. A
number of organizations, bowever, made this
distinction :tbey condernned the Bill but
they did flot condemn the principle of coin-
pulsory arbitration. For rny part 1 arn ii
favour of cornpulsory arbitration and I ad-
mit that in that respect I ar n ot in entire
touelb witb the rnajority of the labour men
ln this country. Since New Zealand put the
Compnlsory Arbîtration Act into effect in
1896, 1 bave carefully îvatcbed ail tbe find-
ings that have been made and ail the
operations of their varions conciliation
and arbitration boards, and up to the
present time there bas been no distinct
set-back met witb. It does look as
if now tbey wý%ere coming to the first test.
Lt is pointed ont that these years bave aIl
been practically on a rising mnarket, and tbe
test of thîe Act lias not yet corne. But, Sir,
I notice that the Australian conmIssioner
wbo went to New Zealand, after tboroughly
investigatlng, reported to bis governnîent lu
sncb a way, that they have flot only idopted
thue principle of conîpuisory arbitration, but
that they have stricken ont the conciliation

p art of tbe Act and adoptcdl only the îarbi-
tration boards. These are in operation iiow
iii Australia. I believe that conulsory ar-
bitration is far better than any process tbat
lias yet been tried to do taay uvith strikes.
At the samne tie I must say that I 1 do ot
tblink that public opinion in Canaeda is pre-
pared for a conipulsory arbitration measure.
1 arn tboronghly convinced myself that it Is
the proper method and why I stay witli it
now is because my experience is that strikes
are a loss to the labouring men tbernselves;
tbat the defeats are too disastrons and that
the victories are too dearly bougbt. 1 arn
aware, Mr. Speaker. tbat we bave more
strikes to-day tban ever we bad before. In
the last few years the number of strikes bias
been iacreased and in the years to corne tbe
number will increase. We are not on the
tbresbold of a period of peace ln the matter
of industrial disputes. Probably this ls the
outcome, first, of tbe combinations of capital
tbat preceded the combinations of labour.
but at ail events we can rest assured tuat
there wlll be more strikes in the future than
tliere bave been ln the past. Tiiot Is wvby
1 belleve we sbould go to the full extent
thit public opinion will let us go. to try and

*provide for tbe proper arbitration or con-
ciliation of those disputes that are bound to
occur.

I amn quite la sympatby witb the leader of
the opposition wben lie asked -%vly tis prin-
ciple of compulsory investigaition shoiuld
onily apply to the railîvays. Lns- yenr 1 la-
troduced a Bill to anuend the Conciliation

t, Act. and for that matter 1 bave introduced
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