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gross slander on the people of the Maritime Pro- :
vinces.  When 1 first read that address, had 1 not :
known that the hon. gentleman was a man of
education, and.a man who understood the full |
force and ineaning of his language, I would have
believed he could not have understood the full |
import. the full meaning, and the full insult to the |
people. that are contained in the pavagraph 1 have |
Just reivl. 1 wish now tosay from my seat in this
House, that the people in the Maritine Provinees—
the Provines of New Brunswick for whom I speci-
ally speak- -have just as much regard for principle,
just as much regard forthe right, and just as much |
respect for what is honourable in political matters
as the hon, gentleman. who speaks of them as if |
they were dirt beneath his knightly feet, himself
has for those principles.  During the recent elece-
tions in the Provinee of New Brunswick there was
never a mention made of a railway subsidy, from
one end of the country to the other. 1 speak:
with special  reference  to the Province from
which 1 come. and T speak for the largest:
and most important constituency in that Provinee,
the City and County of St. John, which T have the |
honour to represent.  In the recent contest in that |
constituency there was, from beginning to end,
but one question discussed hefore the electors on
the public platform, by the different candidates :
and in the public press. and that question was: |
Is unrestricted reciprocity. as defined by the hon.
gentleman himself, as defined by the hon, leader !
of the Opposition, as detined by the leaders of the
Liberal party, and as defined by Mr. Wiman in;
the Nowth Admerican Rerier, is that policy. of un-
restricted reciprocity in the best interests of the !
country, or is it not ? That, Sir, was the sole!
question at issue.  We asked the electors: Ave:
you in favour of unrestricted reciprocity, when the -
logical results of such a policy must be as they ave ;
defined to be by its authors ; or are you in favour |
of attempting to obtain a moditicd form of reci- |
procity while still cherishing our British connec- |
tion¥  That was the one question discussed on
every platform and ju the columus of every news-
piaper in the Province of New Brunswick. I ven-
ture to say that the gentlemen who were our
opponents in the constituency during the recent
contests—one of whom is a gentleman who was for
many years in this House, and who held the esteem |
and personal good-will of the hon. members on:
hoth sides of the House-—I say that our opponents
in that contest will not contend that there was a
single side issue introduced ; they will not say that
the constituency was bribed : they will not say
that the people had cash in hand or promises of |
ailway subsidies, but they will admit that the
contest was fought fairly and squarely on the
question  before  the electorate, even though
their votes were contrary. to the wishes of:
our opponents.  In the City and County of St. John
the majority for the successful candidates was so
large that it is simply idle talk tospeak about cash !
in band and railwaysubsidies. Inthe county repre-
sented by the hon. member on my right (Mr. Woao, |
Westmoreland), who came back with a majority |
of nearly 2,000 votes, it is idle to speak about the
offer of bribes and railway subsidies. Taking the ;
Province as a whole,the popular majority,fairly and |
freely given by the people, amounted to over 5,000 |
votes, the largest popular majority ever obtained !
in the Province by any political party. In view of |
Mr. Hazex,

:wick, that we are the people of a
. country,—I regretted to tind that he should en-

these facts, 1 need say but little in repudiation of
the slanderous statement the hon, gentleinan has
published in the other provinces concerning the
Province of New Brunswick. Inorder that I may
show the proper lesson to be drawn from the resuly
of the election in the Maritime Provinces, I wish
to read a statement of aleading Liberal in my con-
stitueney : the statement of a gentleman who is a
personal friend of iy own, hut who, I regret to say,
does not see eye to eve with me on political ques-
tions,—-I speak of Mr. Allan Juck, the Recorder of

: the city of St.JJohn, That gentleman was one of our

strongest opponents on the platform during the
recent campaign, and on the 27th day of March,
he wrote a letter to the Toronto Weel giving his
views on the elections in the Maritime Provinees.
That letter concluded as follows s —

* Upon the whole, and entirely outside of party eemsider-

- atious, the result of the cleetions in the Maritime Pro-

vinees may be regurded as signifieant proof that the
various sections of Canada are bhecoming more consoli-

sdated, and that some description of British eonnection

with the Dominion is strongly desired.”

: That, Nir, is the fair opinion of a gentleman who

was one of our most active, vigorous and able
opponents in the campaign. I ask you to place it

 side by side with the letter addressed to his con-
i stituents by the member for South Oxford (Sir

Richard Cartwright), and to take your choice as
to which statement you will approve of. Now,

isir, I feel I have taken up the time of the House

for too long a time in dealing with this matter, for

fit may be considereld outside the four corners of

the Address, but 1 feel it my duty as one of the
representatives of the Maritime Provinces to avail
myself of the first opportunity to show how actually
destitute of foundation in fact is this statement
which has been circulated by the hon. gentleman
in the Province of Ontario.  As a young man

i coming to this House, desirous of forming right
i ideas on the madels of the leaders of parties, I did

regret to find that & man who aspires to be the
leader of a great party in this conntry, instead of
attempting to solidify the different Provinces

of the Dominion, instead of attempting to
draw us all together and to make us fecl.

as we do feel in the Province of New Bruns-
‘conimon

deavour to raise sectional cries and to make re-
ference to certain proviunces of this great Domin-

“iom, repudiating us and insinuating that those

provinces have not the same rights as a part of this
Dominion, which our larger provinces have. 1t
appears  to e, that true statesmanship in this
country should be directed along the lines of heal-
ing up any ditferences that might have existed at
the time of Confederation, and of cnabling our

. people (whether we belong to the wealthy Pro-

vinee of Ontario, to the historic and populous Pro
vince of Quebec, to the Prairie Provinces, to the
Maritime Provinees, or to British Columbia), to be
able to say with heart and soul upon all occasions,

: that we are citizens of this our common country,

and that we are proud of the distinction of being
Canadians. I am glad to say, Sir, that this is the

“spirit which is actnating the young men of the

Province of New Brunswick to-day : the young
men to whom we owe the recent great victory at
the polls. These young men are forgetting the
battle of Confederation, they arve forgetting the
differences of the past, and they arve realizing that



