
THE OISUOVALTY CRY
So far » I c«n ticertBin, thU cry in the tint intlam-e a|>priir« to

b*ve been nt up bv certain hyilerical nid women o( the male nex,

chiefly mident in Toronto, apparently of the iIbm who nevtr retire

to ml without ftrit Mtinfyint; themwlve« that ro Iriih American
Fenian, armed to the teeth, ii lurlcinx under their 'iiattms with

doigm to cut their throati. Allow me to reamure ihtM timoroui

•ouli (and to anure them) all that we purpose to do, all that if thit

•gi«ement i> carried into effect Canada will he doing is to do on a

inutll Kale what the britiih people and the Britiih Uovernment
have been doing on a \^ry much larger icale for 60 years or more.

If this be treason, then awuRdly Great Britain and the British peo-

ple Is the chosen home of treason.

A RE-INDORSED MANDATE
But these men are afflicted with constitutional scruples—they

tell us that we have no mandate to act in this manner. Sir, this is

a novel doctrine from Conservative lips that we mu:it not act in any
new and important matter without referring to the people at large.

As for our mandate, we received it first by an overwhelming major-

ity in 1896; that mandate was confirmed in 1900, again endorsed

<n 1904, re-endorsed in 1908, and unless I wholly misread the signs

of the times, it will be still more strongly endorsed in 1911.

That mandate, sir, was of a two-fold character—it was to keep
certain rogues out of power, r id to govern Canada to the lest of

our ability. L,ater on I hope show you that we have in a reason-

able measure fulfilled our obi tions in that regard.

But let us ask these geni>emen what mandate we possessed for

assisting Great Britain in the Boer War, or what mandate Sir John
Macdonald and his friends had for ca.rying out the act of Confedera-

tion itself. All important as it was, it was lone without formal

reference to the people of Canada. Sir, I ju': these men by their

own previous practices. I^t us take the ca.-. <f the admivjioh of

British Columbia in 1871. If ever a case occu .J in which it would
have been proper to submit a treaty of the sort for the consideration

of the people, it was surely thet.. Nevertheless, though it was the

last session of a moribund Parliament, in the face of all remonstrance,

Sir John Macdonald forced it through the House, although his con-

duct on that occasion was so much disapproved of by many of his

staunchest supporters, that whereas he had a normal majority of

70, the appeal to the people was refused by a bare majority com-
posed of the members of his own cabinet, then sitting in the House.

NO CHANGE OF POLICY
And now, sir, they bring forward a still more amazing charge.

They allege that the Liberal C^vernment have changed their policy

with respect to reciprocity. Sir, have these men no memory, or do
they suppose that everyone else has lost theirs? What was the

Liberal policy in 1888 when I myself brought forward a propotal

{or the fullest possible reciprocity between Canada and the United
States, and on what issue did we fight the whole campaign of 1891?


