FOR CURTAILING LORDS VETO

How the Government’s Programme Was Wrecked by the

Partisanship of the Upper

Chamber—Was It Fair Play?

Absurd Talk of Socialism—The Case of Lord Torpichan.

Speaking in the House of Commons
recently, in reply to Mr. Bonar Law,
and in support of the anti-Lords’ reso-
fetion, Mr. Lloyd George, chancellor of
the exchequer, sald:

The right honorable gentleman (Mr.
Law), made great play of the budget.
He was very much concerned about the
attitude of the Irish members to the

A Unionist member—So were you a
week ago. (Loud laughter).

The Chancellor of the Exchequer—I
think, if I may respectfully say so,
that is a legitimate retort which I fully
appreciate, but the honorable mem-
ber, with the usual Unionist argument,
says: “You must analyze the votes.”
This is the party of one vote one
valwe. If the Irish members vote
against the budget, then it is the wil'
of the people, because the whoie argu-
ment of the right honorable gentleman
was that the House of Lords was jus-
tified in throwing out the budget since
the result of the general election show-
ed that the people were with them.
The Irish vote represents the will of
the people whencver it goes into the
same lobby as the honorable member,
but the moment it comes on our side
you must analyze it. The right hon-
orable gentleman said this was a “wait
and see Government.” [ might easily
retort that this is the first Opposition
that will not wait and cannot see. He
is perfectly wrong in saying that it is
only within the last fortnight that we
made it clear that we would stand or
fall by the budget. We never had any
doubt that not merely for th~ sake of
the budget, we were bound to put the
test question. whether the electorate
had or had not approved of its rejec-
tion. (Cheers). The Irish members
have never opposed the budget in their
speeches in the country on its merits.
(Oh, and rheers.) On the contrary, Mr.
Redmond the other day made it per-
fectly clear that he supported the land
clauses which caused the Lords to
throw out the bill. (Cheers). Members
opposite were quite ready to receive
the support of the Irish members in
1885, and to be kept in office by them
for six months.

Is It Fair?

The real difficulty is that you have:

4 permanent majority belonging to one
party in the other House. Is that fair?
Suppose there happened to be in the
Lords a solid majority of inveterate
free-traders. Now honorable members

abolition of plural voting, the licensing
bill—a muech more drastic licensing
bill than the one which was intro-
duced—the taxation of ground values,
including valuation land reform, es-
pecially in Scotland, and the reversal
of the Taft Vale judgment. These six
questions were dealt with in the shape
of bills produced on the authority of
the Government, and carried by huge
majorities. What happened? Five out
of the six were rejected by the House
of Lords. (Ministerial cheers). In the
previous Parliament two bills intro-
duced by the Government in spite of
pledges were allowed to pass by the
House of Lords. I ask honorable mem-
'bers opposite is that fair play? (Min-
isterial cheers). You cannot find in
the whole history of Parliament any
case as bad as that of 1906. In 1868
Mr. Gladstone came in with a great
programme of reform. Some of his
:bills were thrown out, and some were
jundoubtedly mutilated, but in the main
.the bills which he put in his pro-
!gramme were carried through Parlia-
iment. In 1906 five-sixths of our pro-
gramme were thrown out, although the
,country had been consulted upon it.
gAll we ask for is fair play. (Ministerial
‘cheers.) Every Tory Government is
'allowed to develop its programme as a
i whole. and present it as a whole to the
"electorate. Are we ever allowed to
.develop our bills and our policy, al-
though we have consulted the country?
.On the contrary, our bills are simply
mutilated, soiled fragments, because
,the House of Lords tears them, rends
'them, and flings them out. (Ministerial
. cheers). Is that fair as between
the two points of view, which,
~after  all, are permanent points
of view in connection with the
'Government of this country? Take
.those bills. 1 mentioned five. I am
| told, “Oh, but you can go to the coun-
. try, and if you are returned a second
time vou can carry these bills.” Would
.the plural voting bill go through the
House of Lords now?

Mr. Balfour (leader of the Opposi-
tion) interjected a remark which was
not heard in the press gallery.

The Chancellor of the Exchequer—I
should have been rather interested in
that interruption if I could have heard
it, because I know that whatever the
right honorable gentleman says with
regard to what happens in the other
House is authoritative. (Cheers.) So
even his gentlest whisper on a mat-

opposite are looking forward to a tariff
“reform” ministry. (Irenical
cheers).

(Laughter).
majority
tariff “reform” budget, would members
opposite take the same view of the
fairness of the present conditions?
(Cheers, and a voice: Dissolve.”) Some-
body says they would dissolve on the
issue. It would be perfectly fair, then,
that the ILords should throw out the
budget, although the country had pro-
nounced in the most emphatic manner
fn its favor? (Opposition cries of
“No.”) I do not believe honorable
members would really take that view.
The leader of the Opposition has said
something about Costa Rica and single
chamber government. When he was
prime minister we had ten years of
Costa Rica. (Laughter). It was only
corrected by the despised House of
Commons in 1906—that is what put an
end to Costa Rican government.
(Laughter).. In the period ULetween
1900 and 1906 (Mr. Lloyd George point-
ed out), the Conservative Government
passed the education and licensing bills
in defiance of strong assurances at the
election that the issue was purely the
South African problem, and that the
Government was not seeking to be re-
turned on questions of contentious
domestic policy. On the education bill,
by the way, they received the support
of the Irish members. What (he con-
tinued), did the House of Lords do?
Did they act as an impartial second
chamber? Honorable members oppo-
site said: “All the House of Lords have
done is to compel vou to consult the
people.” Supposing in 1902 they com-
pelled the Government to consult the
people, did anyone imagine for a mo-
ment that there would have been a
majority for the education bill? (Min-
isterial cheers). There is no consulta-
tion of the people when Tory measures
are sent up.
What Happened in 1906.

What happened in 19067 Both
parties folowed the usual course of
placing their alternative programmes
before the country, and the country de-
cided for the Liberal programme. There
were at least six bills in that
gramme which were mentioned
every election address and in every
speech delivered by every candidate.
There was not one of these bills that
had not been submitted by Liberal
members to the judgment of the pre-
vious Parliament, either in the form of
bills or amendments to bills. First,
there was the education bill. Not
merely did we present our alternative
point of view, but popular control and
abolition of tests. Then there was the

FARMER TELLS
INTERESTING STORY

WHETHER SICK OR WELL, IN
GOOD WEATHER ORIN STORMY,
HE IS OBLIGED TO WORK AL-
WAYS.

Supposing this free trade

in

Market people complain about pri~es
they have to pay for farm produce,

They forget that rain or shine, warm!

or cold, the farmer must keep at it
or else the narrow profit, his bare liv-
ing, will be lost to him.

A well-known Haldimand farmer,
Mr. J. P. Pelletier, writes: “For near-
ly three years I was in poor health. A
drenching storm caught me in the
fields and wet me to the skin. I got
home onmnly to find I was threatened
with Inflammation of the bowels.
never got over it and felt weak and
heavy and my system never worked
quite rightt But a farmer has to
‘work—and I found myself going down
hill with stomach, liver and kidney
troubles. Failure seemed to follow
everything. I remained wretched and
gick until advised to use Dr. Hamliton’s
Pills. It is not easy to describe the
sort of feeling a sick man gets when
he strikes a medicine that he can see
is doing him a lot of good. I was over-
joyed—Hamilton’s Pills put ne w life
into me and everything worked right.
Since cured with Dr. Hamilton’s Piils
- I haven't had a single symptom of
__stomach, liver or kidney trouble. I
am free from headaches, langour and

as strong, robust as a man

" eomld be” No better medicine for

,E‘l family use than Dr. Hamuto.:’z
gl are mild, healthful

Liberal |
I do not recognize any note;
of triumph on the Opposition benches.‘

in the Lords threw out the'bill in this Parliament. (Cheers.)

pro- |

) &

ter of that kind is of the most enor-
mous importance. Here is a bill car-
ried by the late Parliament and thrown
out by the House of Lords. Undoubt-
edly there is a majority for the samc;
ask again, is there anyone on that
side of the House who is prepared to
say that the House of Lords, if that
bill were sent up, ought to carry it
through the second time? If not, what
becomes of the theory that on a sec-
ond election you ought to get all your
bills through? (Cheers.) Let us work
out this theory of an election upon
every bill. What does it mean? We
had a plural voting bill in 1906. It was
beaten. We ought to have gone to the
country at once on that. Having gone,
I presume the bill would have gone
through.

An Opposition Member—No.

The Chancellor of the Exchequer—
That really shows what an imperative
;demand there is for settling this ques-
tion. (Cheers.) Because the claims of
the Lords and their friends are grow-
ing. Then we had an education bill.
{That was thrown out. Appeal to the
icountry. Next year, Scottish land bill
ithrown out. Appeal to the country.
Valuation bill. Appeal to the country.
'Licensing bill thrown out. Another
appeal to the country. Then the bud-
get thrown out. Another appeal to
the country. This is not an annual
Parliament proposal, but when the Lib-
erals are in it is to be a quarterly
Parliament. (Cheers.) Why the posi-
tion is a perfectly intolerable one.
(Cheers.) The Liberal party, represent-
ing more than half the electorate of
Great Britain, are bound to bring it
to an immediate issue. Any hesita-
tion or indecision or procrastination
would be fatal. Better for the Lib-
eral party to be out for ten years
fighting this than going on with the
sham which was inevitable so long as
our bills were sent up to the Lords and
we picked up the crumbs thdt fell from
their table.

Unionist Talk About Liberal Bills.

The honorable member says we are
;bound to have a second chamber in
order to maintain the rights of
iproperty and the foundations of so-
jciety. Really we have always had that
jsort of talk about every Liberal bill
iever introduced into this House. We
had it about the budget of 1833. I
was rather interested the other day,
when I began to think of all the vio-
‘lent things said about me and my
budget, to consider what happened
about the budget of 1853. This is the
sort of language used by the Tory
party then—“The whole budget of the
Chancellor of the Exchequer was a war
against property.” That is not mine,
but Mr. Gladstone’s budget of 1833. “It
might be popular in some quarters,
but he was sure it would be preductive
of hardship and injustice. He warned
|the right honorable gentleman how he
struck- a blow at public confidence,
the effects of which might be felt to
an extent of which he had no pres-
e{lt conception.” As to the reform
bill, it was a “blow at the foundations
of civilized society.” That was the
description given by Mr. Croker, and
jthe croakers of today (laughter) use
exactly the same language. The leader
of the Opposition made an interesting
speech upon the land act of 1881. He
said it was Socialism. The right
honorable gentleman, I know, is very
consistent. I was amazed to see in
reading that speech how consistent he
was. There is a remark there about
;& peasant proprietary which, I think,
is relevant today. He said that from
the economic point of view he did not
think it was any good, but there was
a great deal to be said for it from the
political point of view, (Laughter.) He
said that if we were to be governed
by a mob, it was just ag well to have
a mob on both sides. (Laughter.) All
these arguments about socialism. con-
ifiscation. and destruction of the found-
ations of society are simply the stock
in trade of every Tory Opposition to
every Liberal bill, from the reform
bill downwards. (Cheers.) After all,
there is no real dread or fear of con-
fiscation. Confiscation may be the
dream of the extreme Socialist and the
nightmare of the extreme Tory.
(Cheers and laughter.)

The Danger of Spoliation.

The_honorable and learned gentle-
man the member for' Kingston (Mr.
Cave) sald he had consulted an in-

« will—I will not say drive its principles

property of the country. The second
taxed away the mines. The third taxed
away the railways. The fourth taxed
away the church, I think, and then
liquor followed. (Laughter.) But that
is supposing that you get a party that

to an extreme—a party that will go
right over the precipice. I might do
the same with the honorable and
learned gentleman and his party. Sup-
posing the House of Commons were
bitten with the rabies of reaction, he
may depend upon it that the House of
Lords would be much worse. (Min-
isterial laughter.) It would not be
necessary to employ his friends in the
inner temple to draft the measures
necessary for the repeal of the various
acts. Any ordinary barrister’s clerk
could frame all the necessary bills.
(Laughter.) There was no real dan-
ger of the Liberal party doing any-
thing of the kind. When the people
of this country are bent on revolution
and are prepared to abolish private
property in mines and land and other
kinds of property they won’'t resort to
the cumbrous method of budgets, If
a revolutionary temper of that kind
breaks out in the country of what use
would the House of Lords be? What
was the use of the veto of the King in
France? Its mere exercise simply ex-
asperated and inflamed the revolution-
ary spirit. If there was a temper of
that kind in this country the veto of
the lords would be no more use than
if we set up a wooden fence against
a river of molten lava. There have
only been three or four great confis-
cations in this country, and all these
have been confiscations that have en-
riched the aristocracy and impover-
ished the people. (Loud Ministerial
cheers.) If you talk of the danger of
Spoliation we must go to the ex-
perience of history in this country.
The great acts of spoliation have been
spoliation of the monasteries where
the property was given to the House
of Lords (Ministerial cheers), the set-
tlement of Ireland (Nationalist cheers),
and the inclosure of the Commons.
There was nothing which I thought
more significant or entertaining than
to see men protesting against my
poor halfpenny tax in the budget who
had inherited the whole of their for-
tune from these great acts of public
spoliation. (Loud Ministerial cheers.)
“Sheer Intolerance.

The present system is essentially an

unfair one. The Lords have the aver-

ks

COMMON

in full.
The dividends on the preferred

age human nature, and they are
gtrong and leading party men, and it
is too much to ask them to exercise
judicial functions. To treat them as
if they were worse than other people
may be poor demagogy, but at the
same time to say they are above party
bias is utter snobbery. (Ministerial
cheers.) Look at the case of Lord
Tprphichen. It is a case of extraor-
dinary importance, in view of the
claim that the Lords are an impartial
body. Here is one peer who voted for
the budget. Although Scotland de-
clared by a majority of 61 to 11 in
favor of the budget, they would not
allow a single peer to vote for it. They
are worse than the Moderates of the
London County Council. (MIinisterial
cheers.) At least there is thig excuse
for them, they had no majority, and
therefore they had to get an artificial
one.. Here they had a majority of
something like ten to one in the House
of Lords, but they won't allow a single
man from Scotland to come there and
vote for the Liberal Government.
Why, that is sheer intolerance. If that
is the “impartial” body to which we
are to submit measures which the
House of Commons has approved of
by an enormous majority, why, we
are expecting too much. The honor-
able gentleman in front of me said:
“What are you going to do about re-
form?” He said: “You are going about
it in the wrong way. You ought to
bring in your reform measures first.”
[ do not agree with the honorable
gentleman. What sort of reform will
we get in the House of Lords, unless
we had really power in the end of
carrying through our reform? (Min-
isterial cheers.) It is the sort of ré-
form suggested by the noble lord, the
member for Oxford University (Lord
Hugh Cecii)350 hereditary peers out
of the 400. (Ministerial cheers.) I can
assure the honorable gentleman that we
are going about it in the only way in
which we can get a fair reform of the
constitution. I think it was either he
or the right honorable gentleman the
member for St. George’s, Hanover
Square, who protested against the
charge that because they were criti-
cising the House of Commons they
were traitors to the House. I have
heard some very severe things said
about this House—nothing more se-
vere than the tone and temper of the
honorable member. What did it all
mean? He had no trust in the people
of this country. (Ministerial cheers and |
Opposition dissent.) We have heard
about the tyranny of the House of
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MONDAY. THE 9th DAY OF MAY, 1910, AT 3 P. M.

OWN AND OFFER FOR SALE

AT PAR, $100 PER SHARE

| Maple Leaf Milling Company

(Incorporated under the Laws of the Province of Ontario.)

HEAD OFFICE

E CLOSED ON OR BEFORE

CAWTHRA MULOCK & CO.

$2,000,000 of the 7% Cumulative Preferred Stock, W.th a bonus of 25% Common Stock, of

LIMITED

TORONTO, CANADA

CAPITAL STOCK, Issued and
PREFERRED, 7% Cumulative

’ THE COMPANY HAS NO BONDS ISSUED OR AUTHO

stock accrue from April 5th, 1910.

Subscriptions will be payable as follows:

10 per cent on application, and
90 per cent on allotment.

100 per cent.

Fully Paid Up.
' $2,500,000

2,500,000

$5,000,000

RIZED.

GUARDIAN TRUST COMPANY, Limited

Is prepared to receive subscriptions for $2,000,000 of the a

bove seven per cent cumulative preferred stock at the price of $100 for each share, with a
bonus of common stock equal in par value to 25 per cent o

f the par value of the preferred stock allotted, to be delivered on payment of subscription

H

In instalments as follows, in which case interest at the rate of 6 per cent

will be charged.
10 per cent on application.
15 per cent on allotment.
25 per cent on 1st June, 1910.
25 per cent on 1st July, 1910, and
25 per cent on 1st August, 1910.

100 per cent,

The right is reserved to allot only such subscriptions and for such amo unts as may be approved and to close the subscription book without notice.
Application will be made for the listing of the securities of the company on the Toronto Stock Exchange.

Bankers of Company: Imperial Bank of Canada and Bank of Montreal.

BOARD OF

D. C. CAMERON, Winnipeg, President.

President Rat Portage Lumber

Company, Limited.

CAWTHRA MULOCK, Toronto, Vice-President.

Director Imperial Bank of Canada, Director

Confederation Life

Association.

HEDLEY SHAW, Toronte, Managing Director. )
Vice-President and Managing-Director The Maple Leaf Flour Mills
Company, Limited.

DIRECTORS:

JOHN . A. HUNT, London.
President Goderich Elevator
Vice-President Hunt Bros., 1

CHARLES WURTELE, Toronto.
Vice-President National Iron

JOHN CARRICK, Toronto.

and Transit Company.

.imited, Millers.

Works, Limited.

Secretary The Maple Leaf Flour Mills Company, Limited.

CHARLES W. BAND, Toronto.

Vice-President James Carruthers Company,

Ex

Limited, Grain

porters,

NEW COMPANY A

day.

Kingston, Ottawa and Montreal.

Maple Leaf Milling Company, Limited, is a new company which
has taken over the whole undertaking as a going concern of the
Maple Leaf Flour Mills Company, Limited, including therein that of
the Hedley Shaw Milling Company, Limited.
mills at Kenora, Thorold, St. Catharines, Welland, and Port Col-
borne (the last named in course of construction), in the Province
of Ontario, and at Brandon in the Province of Manitoba.
the construction at present under way at Port Colborne is completed,
the company will have a total milling capacity of 12,800 barrels per

The company has at present thirty-five elevators situated
throughout the Western Wheat Belt, and fifteen additional ones
are being added at the present time.
being constructed next to the new mill at Port Colborne.
company has also warehouses and offices at Toronto, Winnlipeg,

GOING CONCERN.

The company has

When

A million-bushel elevator is
The

MARKET FOR
The rapld growth of the business

has long made apparent the necessity of additional milling capacity. Fur-
ther, the tremendous increase in the total output from the Western Wheat
Belt makes it absolutely necessary to have more mills in Canada to handle
Last year the output of the Western Wheat Belt amounted to about
125,000,000 bushels, and men who have made a close study of the develop-
ment that the western country is likely to see, estimate that by the end
of the year 1920, Canada will be producing at the rate of fully 500,000,000
As in the past, a great proportion of this large pro-
duction will of necessity find its way into Canadian mills. L.arger demands
are bound to come as the population of the country increases, and the

it.

bushels annually.

inquiry for the Canadian product, both

foreign markets of the world, will increase.
now controlled by the new company will enable it to go ahead and secure
its full share of the trade of every section of Canada, as well as to obtain
even a very much larger proportion of the eéxport business to Great Britain
and to foreign_ markets than it has up to the present time.

OUTPUT.

of the two companies taken over

from Great Britain and from the
The chain of mills that is

Appraisal Company,

“Gentlemen,—

“We have examined the beoks
The Hedley Shaw Milling Company, Limited,
were not completed nor in operation) to Feb. 28th, 1910, and we
before charging interest on loans, were as follows:

From Sept. 25th, 1908, to Aug. 20th, 1909 _.........civeiieeinroiiniaicconsccanannss s
From Aug. 21st, 1909, to Feb. 28, 1910 ................

20th, 1909, to .......

of the Maple Leaf Flour Mills Company, Limited, which include the transactions carried on under the name of
at Toronto and branches, from Sept. 25th, 1908 (prior to which date the company’s principal mills
certify that the profits for the period, after making provision for depreciation, but

secascscsccs

SECURITY AND EARNING POWER—The assets of the old companies taken over as above, stand in excess of all liabiiities, and without any
allowance for goodwill, trademarks, etc., at $3,770,524 11, this amount being ascertained on the basis of an appraisal by the Canadian-American
Limited, as of March 17th, 1910, of the capital assets taken over, and the certificate of Messrs. Price, Waterhouse & Co., as

of February 28th, 1910, as to current assets and current liabilities, with a |

Treasury $1,000,000 of additional cash, which, besides permitting of the completion of a 6,000-barrel mill and a million-bushel elevator and storage

warehouse at Port Colborne, and of fifteen additional elevators in the west, will provide the new Company with further working capital.

As per certificate of Messrs. Price, Waterhouse & Co., of London, quo
from Sept. 25th, 1908, to Aug.

And from Aug. 21st, 1909, to Feb. 28th, 1910, to ...
Being for the latter period at a rate equal to over 13 per cent on the preferred stock of the company.

The following is the certificate of Price, Waterhouse & Co.:

“Messrs. Cawthra, Mulock & Co., Toronto:

iberal allowance for all contingencies.

ted below, the earnings of the old company on the present plant amour‘lﬁod

“Commercial Union Building,

av e

Yours very truly,
“PRICE, WATERHOUSE & CO.”

There has also been placed in the

$218,843 38
$166,793 29

cesessvressce

“Montreal, April 4, 1910.

$218,843 38
$166,793 29

DOCTORS CONDEMN
OILY LINIMENTS

THE PUBLIC ARE WARNED TO BE
CAREFUL OF THESE STRONG-
SMELLING, OILY LINIMENTS
CONTAINING HARMFUL ACIDS,
AMMONIA, ETC.

Many people have clung to the old-
fashioned idea that a thick, greasy
liniment is the best kind. Doctors say
not—and they know.

Recently a number of these white,
oily liniments were analyzed, and they
were found to contain an enormously
high percentage of harmful acids, and
such irritating chemicals as ammonia,
etc. For the moment they may cause
a warm sensation when first applied,
but their continued use never cures
rheumatism, and only deteriorates the
skin, sets up inflammation and causes
endless trouble.

When a doctor warns you to quit
using a white, oily liniment—do so.
He knows that a thick liniment can’t
penetrate, can’t sink through the pores
and reach the seat of the pain.

When asked his opinion a few days:
ago, Dr. Roberts stated- that he con-
sidered a strong, penetrating, pain-
subduing liniment, such as *“Nerviline,”
to be superior to any of the white am-
monia liniments. In his 25 years of
practice he had witnessed cases of
rheumatism, gciatica and lumbago that
simply would not respond to ordinary
treatment—but Nerviline cured them.
The same physician also spoke of the
great advantages of keeping a prepar-
ation like Nerviline in the houes al-
ways, because of cramps, diarrhoea,
stomach disorders, earache, toothache,
headache and such minor ailments.
Nerviline is a first-class cure. There
s scarcely an ache or a pain, internal
or external, that Nerviline won’t cure.
In thousands of homes no other pain-
relieving medicine is used. Fifty years’
continued success and the indorsement
of the profession are proof that Nervi-
line is the linlmeu: for the home.
ply the large bottles of w

cents; trial size, 35 cents.

The properties of the old companies have been constructed and developed under th

MANA

GEMENT.
e direction of Mr. Hedley

Shaw, late general manager of The

Hedley-Shaw Milling Company, Limited, and of The Maple Leaf Flour Mills Company, Limited, and Mr. D. C. Cameron, late president of the Maple
Leaf Flour Mills Company, Limited. Both these gentlemen will retain large interests in the new company, besides being actively identified with it. Mr.
Hedley Shaw will occupy the position of managing-director of the new company, thus giving to it the full benefit of his long practical experlence.

FAVORABLE LOCATION OF NEW LARGE MILLS.

The location of the new large mill at Port Colborne is without exception the best there is in Canada.
having the large capacity mentioned, will have one of the most modern equipments in the world.

well supplied with wheat.
able to make arrangements to hav

This
The company

mill when completed, in addition to
at all times will be able to keep it

In addition to its own 1,000,000-bushel elevator, which will be situated just alongside of the mill, the company will be
e the last steamers, coming down from the west at the end of the season of navigation, tie up for the winter months

at the elevator, and in this way afford additional storage capacity without any necessity of any capital outlay for it. Should at any time the company

find it advisable to do so,

it will also be able to draw from the government elevator, which will be situated on the same pier as its Port Colborne mill

The location of the company’s mills is such as to provide a ready market for the bye-products of each. The greater part of the milling capacity
will be in Ontario, where, as government statistics show, a smaller amount of wheat is being grown each year, as the farmers go in more and more

for stock-raising.

This means a brisk demand for the bye-products of the mills for feed.

A complete report on the advantages of the Port Colborne site, prepared by Mr. Hedley Shaw, will be found in the prospectus.
Prospectuses and forms of application may be obtained at any branch of the Imperial Bank of Canada, or the Royal Bank of Canada, from
Guardian Trust Company, Limited, Toronto, and from Cawthra Mulock & Co., Toronto.

APPLICATIONS FOR SHARES SHOULD BE MADE UPON THE FORM ACCOMPANYING THE PROSPECTUS, AND SHOULD BE SENT
TOGETHER WITH THE REMITTANCE DUE ON APPLICATION TO:

ANY BRANCH OF

THE IMPERIAL BANK OF CANADA
OR

ROYAL BANK OF CANADA

GUARDIAN TRUST

OR

CO., Limited, TORONTO,

TO

CAWTHRA MULOCK & CO.,
MEMBERS TORONTO STOCK EXCHANGE.
Royal Bank Bldg, TORONTO, ONT,

ons. Well, I am not going to
Sao;'n ttnhat the House of Commons in
the course of its long and great his‘-
tory has not been guilty of aets, ty-
rannical acts, arbitrary acts, bu:‘ they
have not been guilty of one when they
were not aided and instigated in that
course by the House of Lords, and
whenever they were corrected the cor-
rection invariably came from the peo-
ple, and not from the Lords. (Minis-
terial cheers. .
What We Owe to the Commons.
But, take the House of Commons as
a whole, the measure of popular lib-
erty we enjoy was due to the exer-
tions of this House, exertions in which
the Lords can claim no real partner-
ship, becanse there is hardly one of
them that the House of Lords has not
obstrueted, delayed whenever it could
do so, and %

rifices and efforts we owe the right of
self-government for the people, the
great right of withholding supplies un-
til redress is given, freedom of con-
science, freedom of speech, all due to
the efforts of the House of Commons
—the guardianship of the state for the
protection of the aged, the greatest
tribunal of justice in the world. (Min-
isterial cheers.) 1 say that any hon-
orable member who has had his name

inscribed on the rolls of this House
ought to feel proud, and to attack it
is treason to the democracy. (Minis-
terial cheers.) The nable lord (Lord
Hugh Cecil), in an exquisite perora-
tion, if he will allow me to say so,
compared the British constitution to a
great temple, and he appealed to us,
to every member of this House, in-
stead of destroying this great temple
rather to seek a niche in a pedestal in
some corner of it. Well, that is a very

laudable ambition.and. very honorable,
but, after all, the object of a constitu-
tion is not“to shed lustre upon those
who work under ft. It is rather to

sacrifices have raised the edifice and
maintained and extended its glory, and
it is because I fervently believe in my
heart that the power of the House of
Lords stands between the people and
the blessings of free institutions—it is
for that reason that I recommend this
resolution as the first step to the re-
moving of the veto. of that House from
the fabric of the British constitution.
(Minijsterial cheersﬁ

With Easter perfect, more than 200,-
000 persons were on the board walk
at Atlantic City at noon. Rolling

visitors, formed two lines from theIn-
jet  to the Cheisea end of the walk,

bless the land and the people whose |

chairs, chartered by the less activel

and the crowd on the beach gave i1
the appearance of midsummer., The
churches were also crowded.
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