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of the Bill is a cernparatively new one to me.
One who lives in the East must almost learn
another language in order to understand the
verbiage, the phrases and words, that are
iised in connection with it. The only thing
that is helpful at ail is the knewledge of
trade in other produets such as we have, on
a smaller scale, in the eastern Provinces
That rnay help a little towards understanding
about the s-hipment of grain, 'but in the East
we know practically nothing about the grain
trade. The whole matter deait wit.h in this
Bill was technical, but I think that after a
tirne 1 arrived at a point where I understood
the real difference between these parties.

Frorn the beginning to the end 1 have
considered this Bill with absolute impartiality.
For weeks while it was before Parliarnent I

had no view as te whether 1 would support
it or vote against it, and that is the position
that 1 occupy nowv. I do net care which party
it affects, but I want to get at what is the
right thing te do between these two business
conceras, which we may cail A and B. I arn
not going to be a party to passing legisiatien
te help A to hurt B, or to enable B to hurt
A. Here are two business coacerns, and there
is a good doal to be said in favour of the
view that the honourable member from De
Salab&rry (Hon. Mr. Béique) týakes of it.
His mmnd meets mine on many things that
corne up bore. After ail, it rnîght be theughit
best te keep hands off, and let this matter
go back te the parties concerned, and let
thern figýht it eut as te what their rights are.
There would ho a good deai to say for that,
but I -am not tieýd down to that position.
Sorneone may give a geed reason why wo
sheuld net de t bat.

.I doubt very much whether rny henourable
friend or any other man in this Huse can
wvork this Bill with a view te getting anything
like àpolitical support eut of it. If we adept
the Bill without qualification, or kili it witb-
eut qualification, wc are going te effend
sornebody. There are twe rival parties, and
tbey cannet be mixed. There are amend-
ments suggested, but the difficulty about the
matter is that, as the mover of the Bill says,
there is new ne one who bas authori-ty te
accept or net accept thcrn. Howevcr, we are
on the eve of rcccipt of information which
will perbaps elear up that difficulty. I cannot
sec that the werld will go te pieces if this
leuse adjouras tili 3 o'cleck, by which time
there sheuld be an answer te these telegrams.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I did net object
te the adjeurnment tili this afterneon, but
I thought 1 ewed a loyal statement te the
Senate as te what I viewed the situation te

Hon, W. B. ROSS.

be-that rnany members who want te support
the motion for the adoption of the first clause
will be forced te accept amendments without
knowing whether there is a majority in faveur
ef the first clause. That is ail I was saying,
and I thought that such members of the
Sonate could turn that ever in their minda;
but my good friend from Manitoba (Hon.
Mr. Sharpe)-and I have a grievance against
hima-drew some heat frern me by accusing
me of playing pelitics. I regret that my
honourable friend was cute enough te areuse
me by his interjection. I regret it.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: I want te say a word
on another matter on which perhaps I scem te
have a different mmid frein that of the hon-
ourable gentlemen of the other side, and
passibly frore that of some members on this

side, that is, about the wickedness of attend-
ing a caucus. I think it is a part of a liberal
educatien te attend a caucus of enes party,
and bear what is said. How (-an one knowv
the minds of people without that?

Hon. Mr. DANDUiRAND: You t might
catch a microbe.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: Welh, you have got te
get it killed in somne way. You wvill neyer
progress if yen are frightened of catch ing
things, you know; yeu have te keep going
ahead. I attend a caucus occasionally, and I
must say I neyer attend one without homez
bcnefitted. Sometirnes we hear folly, and
sometirnes we hear wisdern, but we have te
ynake the best of it. I arn unrepentant on
that point, tee.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: I would like te say a
word or two before tho adjourameat. I mnust
say that ne Bihl bas ever cerne beforo this
bouse that *has had more attention and con-
.,idergtion frorn me than this particular Bill.

,I disagree witb sorne members here whe think
this is, a question whicb should be ieft in the
hands ef the Western members. The whohe
Bill reselves itscîf into anc practical consider-
ation that any man shoul-d be able te deal
%vith; and froni the evidence I have beard in
the Banking and Commerce Comrnittee. and
the explanations that have been made in this
leuse, 1 arn prcpared te exercise my judg-
ment either on the Bill it.self or on the sug-
gosted amendrnents. As I said last night,
there are two contending factiens, and I think
it is our plain duty te shlow them te get te-
gether and agree, if possible, as te what they
will be satisfied with. I think, therefore, that
it is wiso te wait for replies te the telegrams
which the sponsor of this Bill bas sent. Every-
one rnust realize that ho was in an impossible
pesition hast night.


