
SENATE

-Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I shall
not have an opportunity to speak at ail un-
less I do so now. 1 deprecate the practice
which has prevailed in the past of treating
this body as a kind of debating society. It
seems to be considered a rule that when a
memnber speaks on one side he must be fol-
lowed by one on the opposite side. 1 do not
think it should be se at ail. I want to cal
the attention of the Senate to the fact that
on Fridays we always have a thin House.
Ail the inembers who can, go home for the
week end merely registering their namea
here and then hastening te the 'railway
depot. There are here this afiernoon only
twc or three who could possibly have got
away.

I wish te refer te one or two remarks muade
by the hion. member fromn Halifax, and one
by the leader o! the Opposition. I regret te
hear the statement made continuaily that
those who opposed the reciprocity pact
were influenced by a desire te have ne
trade with the Yankees. That was an in-
vention on the part of those whe supported
the reciprocity t.reaty, and is net based on
the utterancea of these whe teck any lead-
ing part in epposing the reciprocity pact.
A year and a hall ago I had the heneur of
addresng the Canadian Club in Chicago.
A large number of the members cf that club
.were from the city where I live. On one
aide cf me sat the Governor of Illineis who
in a Republican, and on the ether aide fi
me a leading Democrat. I teck occasion
then te deny in the most positive terms that
the people cf Canada had beên influenced
in their rejection cf the reciprocity agree-
ment by any feeling cf hostility te the peo-
pie cf the United States. I told themn that,
on the contrary,- the Canadian people had
done exactly what the people cf the United
States do when dealing with public ques.
tiens affecting their interests. The major-
ity cf our people, I said, were opposed te
the scheme submitted te them by the party
in power, believing that it was net in the
intereat cf Canada that it should be adopted.
I went further and said that if I were a
citizen cf the United States I should be a
Republican because I was in principle a
protectionist. The Governor cf the state ap-
plauded that remnark. Then I said
that if the Democratic party would
adhere te the principles which they
profeaaed, and net fellow the course
uaually pursued by the Liberal party
in Canada, that is prof essing one thing
in opposition, and taking the opposite
ccurse alter obtaining power, they woi'Id,
when returned te office, reduce the tariff. The
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Dernocrats were successful, and they low-
ered the tariff. The result wva.- 'hat was
anticipated by both parties, that itlias
opened up a market for the agricultural
producta cf this country. Why do %ive hear
a continuai condemnation .-! the ex»)ortiii2
cf our own farm. products? -That is dirat we
have been aeeking, and that is why %ve hav e
been looking for a lowering of the Iie
States tariff. Moreover it has been done
witheut impairing any of the protection
which agriculture enjcys in this country.
We are told that the effect cf the lowerinz
of the United States tarif hias been te raise
the price cf food in this country; but thiat
has done ne injury te any cf our people,
except those who have a fixed income. It
has net injured the farmer, the inechanic,
the merchant or the manufacturer. I have
had some experience in this direction. miore
probably than most cf those who are listen-
ing te me, and I have found that the ceuntry
la more prosperous when the farmers get
good pricea for their products. What do we
find te-day? Beef is 18 te 25 cents a pound,
an increase cf from ten te fifteen cents over
a few years age, but the mechanic r~ets
$3 te $3.50 a day, where hie iorinerly got
$1.50 te $2.50, and se hie in able ta pav t1he
higher price. My experience hias been. the
better the prices that farmnera get for their
products, the better off the whole countrv
is.

I arn serry that the hon. gentleman freim
Halifax in not present because I wish te
refer te one expression which he used. te
which I take particular objection, that in
the drawing cf a distinction between the
intereats cf Canada and the interesta cf the
empire. He aays that if a qiuestion affects
Canada very serioualy, it should be first
in our conaideration. I have always been
living under the impression that Canada is
an integral portion cf the empire, and that
what is, in Canada'a interest must be, ln the
interest cf the empire. Whatever in in the
interest of the empire is in -the interest cf
every outiying portion of the empire. Any-
thing which in-jures the empire must in-
jure us.

The hon. leader cf the Opposition paid a
very great compliment to the Senate when
hie told us that, after investigation, he
found that during the period when the Con-
servative party were in the majiority in the
Senate, they had rejected or amended fewer
Bis sent -up by the Liberal Government
than had been rejected or amended when
the Liberals were in a majority in- this,
Chamber. Frein that he argued that the


