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and it is in regard ot the system of peasionlng
ex-mînisters of the Crown. As I sald before
was nlot there, and I arn not personally respon-
sible, but I want to say on this occasion as a
minister of the Crown or speakiog as an mndi-
vidual, that personally I arn opposed te the
whole superannuation system. I can ses per-
sonally no more reason why a public servant
sbould have a superannuation allowance than
any farmer who is working bard ail bis life, or
blncksmith or merchant, should have a super-
annuatlon allowance.

Weil, it is ratier a novel constitutional
tbeory tlint becnuse n mninisfer of the Crowui
accepting office did not happen to, be la the
cabbinet ait the time ai certain mensure pass-
eti, hie is flot responsible. I have alwnys re-
garded lt-I bave the authorities under my
baud, but will not go to the trouble of
quoting thein-as ain elementnry coastitu-
tional principle that aîîy gentleman nccept-
ing a position la the cabinet, whetlier here
or iii Great Britaini, made binseif absolute-
ly responsible for the mensures that cabinet
had passeti anti their act ions with regard to
tbese mensures. There can be no question
about that. My hion. frienti the Postmaster
Generni may have s omne warrant for bis
statements-I do not know about that-but
I tlîiak it is a matter as to which we should
bave saine explanation from tbe First Min-
ister.

Tlien iny lion. friend the Minister of Pub-
lic Works (M. yman), speaking fit Sarnia,
said, as reportet inl the Toronto 'News'
of the l4th November, 1905:

Sir Wilfrid Laurier, seeing the Indemnity Bill
is unpopular 'with the people, bas given bis
promise that It will be reconsidered at the next
session wben measures will be taken to bave
it satisfactorlly amended.

Again, au lion. meunIer of this House,
the lion. uneniber for West Lambton (Mr.
Pnrdee) said, speaking fit Oakdale, as re-
ported inl tue 'Globe' of the l8th October,
1905 :

He be]ieved tbe pension clauses of the Bill
were a mistake, and bie was totally oppoued to
tbem. If elected bie would work and vote for
their repeal, and be understood the government
would see te the revision of the Act lu tbis
respect early next session.

I briuug tbese matters to the attention of
the goveriîment and the country in order
tint we mny have some proper understand-
ing ns to constitutional usage, ns under-
stood by the government, witb regard to
sucli matters. I have only this furtber to,
say respecting the subject nlluded to by
the Postmaster General-nt it was alluded
to by myseif wlien speaking lu tbe samne by-
election and ln the by-election fit Went-
worti-tint I siould be very glad lu-
deed to, have tie wbole question opened
Up and the subject thoroughly discusseti:
and la that discussion 1 should be most
happy to bave tînt particular mensure ini

wbicb I am supposed to be most persolially
interested taken up ia tic very tirst ia-

stance. If there is to be criticism upon the
nueasures of last session, it seems to me that
the best criticism lies ia this, that they
were passed s0 late ia tl% session, and
that they received no adequate explanation
and justification. Let tbem be justifueci
now or repealed. I believe titat s0 far as
the indemnity to members is concerned, it
can be justified. 1 ain prepared to discuss
that question on the floor of the House.
The p~ension mensure was drawn burriedly
and not well considered. 1 agree witb my
hion. frîend the Postmaster General that
there are soine features of that Bill whicli
ouglit to be auîended, andi will give my sup-
port to ainendments of it iu that regard.
And if thiere are any charges or statements
to be made with regard to this measure, or
with regard to the circuimstaîicýes under
whicli it was passed, it is right that those
statements andi those charges should be
matie here on the floor of the House la the
presence of the gentlemen who are affected
by tbemi anti I trust that we shai have
that fu, f ree anti open discussion whicb
will ennl)le any lion, gentleman la this
House to bring to the attention of parlin-
nient ni tue country any circumistances
or features of the subject which bie mny
think require condemnation by this parlila-
ment anti the people.

1 do not propose to revnmap the discus-
sion of last session witb regard to the
Autonomy Bis. I then took sucb ground
with regard to, those Bis as 1 thought
riglit and ia the public interest. That
grounti bas been descrîbed and charne-
terizeti in varions ways. Ia some quar-
ters it bas been cbaracterized ns bigoteti,
la other quarters it has been characterizeti
as anaenîlo. I think it wvas presenteti to
tlis House witli a fair measure of clenr-
ness, and 1 do not think there was any
bigotry ia the Ilearts of the menîbers wh;)
supported the propositions made from tbl,4
sie. But referring to the establishment oe
tue new provinces of Alberta and Saskatche-
wan, tiiere is one matter upon whIch I de-
sire to, say af few wortis, and- that is tbe
extraordilnary series of incidents which led
to the passing over of the man who had
been prime minister of the Territories
siace 1891, andi who had been a member of
the Territorial council or legisiature frorn
1888 to 190. Mr. Haultain's record iu the
Territorial government received, I think, on
every occasion, a practicnliy unanimous en-
dorsement by the people of the Territories.
On the last occasion on which hie appealed
to the people, hie went to them on the issue
ot provincial autonomy. Tnley declaret
tbemselves in favour of the proposai that
tbey shoulti be establisheti into new provin-
ces. The goverament took up that question
la Janunry, 1905. Mr. Haultain was sum-
moned and came to Ottawa. The Minister of
Justice (Hon. Mr. pitzpatrlck) who bail,
lqrgely, the cnre anti preparation of tbe
mensures that were brought down, is la bis


