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governments when they were netified that
they would have to make provision for the
maintenance of law and order in their re-
spective provinces. They were compelled
to enlist other able-bodied men, suitable for
work in civil life-or, indeed, suitable for
service at the front-in order to carry out
the duties from which mounted police were
withdrawn. The transaction seems to me
to be as indescribable as it is unaccountable
-that the provinces and the country should
have an additional burden imposed upon
them by the withdrawal of an efficient,
able-bodied and ample force from their
previous duties and assigned to other
duties, or not assigned to .any duties at all.

I have not any information in regard to
the circumstances or reports the Prime Min-
ister has suggested to the House he had
received as to the need of withdrawing these
men from the performance of the duties in
which they were engegad-that is, that
there was a certain possibility of danger.
The change of status of the force has not'
rèduced their numbers; nor did it iperease
their efficiency in any way that I can see.
They were there before, and they are there
yet. They cost the country more now than
they did before. The only difference is they
are not now performing the duties they
performed formerly, and other men have to
be hired and paid for this work. The sug-
gestion that there was a possibility of diffi-
culty coming from the United States is, to
my mind, absurd on the face.of it-and I
say this with all due respect to all parties
concerned. If there was any danger at any
time, it was when the war broke out, and
during the succeeding months there may
have been very good reason for strengthen-
ing the forces in 1914 and 1915; but when
the position of the United States having
become settled, I cannot admit there was
any reason, or any evidence of any reason,
or any foundation for any reason, for
doing so in the latter end of 1916.
I cannot admit that such a condition of
affaire existed as would warrant the with-
drawal of these men from the useful work
they were performing and the assigning of
them to positions in which they did not
have useful work te perform, thereby re-
quiring the province to hire other men
to perform that useful work. The hon.
melmber for Calgary has spoken of the un-
desirability of this force being called upon
to enforce the Liquor Act. They did not,
as a matter of fact, take the responsibility
on themselves of enforcing the Liquor Act.
There was nothing to gain or lose in that.
There was no difference in the arrange-
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ment. They had not enforced the Liquor
Acts that were in vogue up to 1916 ·and they
were not called upon to enforce those that
were in vogue in 1917. If there is any ques-
tion about that I might say that i was a
resident of the Northwest Territories almost
from the advent of the Mounted Plolice, and
durdng the years when the great business
of the police was the enforcement of the
then drastic liquor law, -and there never
was a time in the brilliant history of the
force when they stood as high in public
esteem as they did then.

Mr. R. B. BENNETT: There was no pro-
vincial organization or authority then. It
was a federal liquor Act that they were en-
forcing.

Mr. OLIVER: It was a federal liquor
Act, but the admninistration of the law did
not in any way derogate from the authority
or prestige of the force at that time. S
that, any ground of that kind that lis
brought forward in support of the action
taken by the Government in regard to this
force is without justification froni any
point of view. I repeat what I said in the
begnning, that it is the sentimental side
that strikes the people of the Northwest
even more than the practical side, some-
thing that hon. members of this House
may not be aware of. But, dealing only
witsh the practical side, I have been un-
able to find any reason for the action that
has been taken and I am here to take the
responsibility of absolutely condemndng
that action.

Sir ROBERT BORDEN: I nay say that
if this course had not been taken, and if
any such event as was apprehended in the
West had occurred, there would have been
no one louder in his denunciation of the
Governiment for åts lack of foresight and
precaution than the hon. gentleman who
has just taken his seat. The course which
J took was taken upon the recommenda-
tion of the commissioner and after very care-
ful consideration with him and the mlitary
authorities. More than that, I submitted
the reports.which I had received to my right
hon. friend the leader of the Opposition
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier), both because he was
the leader of the Opposition and more par-
ticularly because he had for fifteen years
been the head of the force which is now
under my direction. He concurred entirely
in the course which I proposed to adopt,
and I took that course accordingly. There-
fore, when my hon. friend suggests that
there was not a shadow or a tittle of reason
for taking it, he is condemning not only
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