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Govermment tried to handle, but failed to
handle o the satisfaction of the country.

Mr. LANDIERKIN., What do you think
of the question yourselt 7

Mr. CRAIG.

ion s=aid that the Counservative party had

put before the country something labelled
* National Poliey.” which had been able to

accomplish great wonders. No doubt it did.

but the trouble is the National Policy was’
lost sight of during the last election in the
agitation resulting from that other question.
or we might have a different tale to tell to-.
hon. ;

day. I would, howcever, warn the
member for West Lambton not to say too

much about the National Policy., because he
does not know what the poliey of his own.
party may be yet, and he may find that he
has made a grear mistake if he ridicules that
poliey and then discovers that his own party:
has unot altered it so very much as he may.

have led the people to imagine they would.

1 do not know what he may yet have to say
It is true that that has not
muach 1o do with the question that we are;
now discussing, but it is just as relevant and:

about coal oil.

as germane to it as the remarks the hon.
gentleman made about the National Policy.

I do not propose to answer the legal oargu-|
I think that was answered.
The bon.

ment, becatise
before the hon. gentleman spoke.

zentleinan certainly failed to answer the;

arcuments adduced by the hon. member for
Halifax. which, to my mind. were very
strong indeed. One reason given for
issue of these Governor General’s
is that the late Government acted in sueh ¢
manner as to prevent Parliament being
called in time. Well, a very convincing an-
swer was given to that. when it was pointed
out that the late Government asked very
reasonably for three months' estimates, so
that the public service might not suffer.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISIE-
ERIES. Hear, hear.

Mr. CRAIG. The hon gentleman says
* hear, hear.” I am satisfied of this, that if
lhon. gentlemen opposite had had any idea
that they would have been returned to pow-
ev. they would have consented. I do not
think they had the remotest hope of being
elected. or they would not have objected as
mueil a5 they did to the three months' esti-
nuites being passed. The request that three
months’ supplies <hould be voted last ses-
sionn was a most reasonable one. We knew

that a certain time must elapse hefore the!

Government and Parlinment could be ealled
together. but the Opposition were unwilling
even to graut that moderate request of the
late Government, and, owing to their ob-
structive tactics, the present Govermment
found themselves in the predicamoent of hav-
ing no tunds, when they came into office.
Mr. CRAIG.

[COMMONS]

The hon. gentleman ought:
1o ask a question a little more to the point.:
because everybody knows what 1 thousat:
of the question and what I think of it to-.
day. Then the hon. member for West Lamb--

the
“arrants
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Another reason given. for the issue of
‘these warrants is that there was ur-
“geney and great need for the money.

: Now, I would just make this remark—and
i here T speak not as a lawyer, as the Minis-
ter of Trade and Commerce said. but as

business man—he said there was very
areat and urgent need for the money. I say
this : 1 may admit that there was need for
the iirst warrant, and that the necessity for
the money would excuse the issue of it : but
what is the excuse for issuing a warrant on
the 1Sth of August. the very day before the
meeting of Parlinment 2 I do not think that
the necessity for money could have been
<o uregent that it could not be put off until
Parliament had been asked to sanction the
expendituare. But though the necessity for
the money might excuse the issue ofi Gov-
crnor General’s warrants. yet it does not
justify the issue of those warrants. Why.
it there was, no necessity for money. there
would be no control at all over the Execu-
tive. It they did not need money. they
would not need to call Parliament at all.
And so, it we justify the issue of warrants
“on the ground that the money is needed. we
vive an excuse for not calling Parliament
torether. The need for money. instead of
being a reason for issuing Governor Gener-
al's warrants., is the very strongest argu-
Dment against it. I noticed that the Minister
cof Trade and Commerce did not speak in a
very combative manner in discussing this
question : as the hon. member for Ilalifax
(Mr. Borden) said, he did not seem to be at
his best. I was struck with one remark he
i made. He expressed the hope tuiat the ne-
! cessity for this would not occur again : that
is to say. he did not want to make this a
precedent. I am not treating this as-a party
f question, and have no wish to do so, but I
;rhink it is right, as the hon. Minister of
: Trade and Commerce himself admitted, that
: the attention of the country should be called
§to this matter. If the Government can jus-
i tify themselves to the country, so much the
! better for theni. I have no doubt they will
| justify their action to their own supporters
lor most of them. But the question is: Can
i they justify themselves to the country ; are
i the people satistied that they should, while
in Opposition, strongly object to the issue of
I Governor General's warrants, and criticise
r them every time they were used. and then.
t when they get into power, to do the very
tthing which previously they had condemned?
i 1f the country approves of that, the Govern-
finent are all right. But it is a most import-
ant question, which concerns the peo-
ple and concerns our parliamentary
“institutions. It may be said—it was
said by the hon. member for West
Lambton (Mr. Lister) : What is the danger;
the money is spent for the public benefit ?
We are an honest Government ; we are not
i like the gentlemen recently in power. The
| country should not trust them with Gover-
i nor General’s warrants, but you may; trust
1 us to take all the Governor General's war-
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