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the principle and practice of an eight-hour
day should stand up in our places and pro-
dlaimi our f aith when we have an opportun.
ity to do sa.

Mr. A. B. CROSBY (Halifax). I do not
think that anything oan be gained by dis-
cussing at this tirne the question that has
been brought before the House by the hon.
rnember *for Maisonneuve (Mr. Verville).
It is evident that there is no desire an the
part of the governrnent to diseuss this
proposition in the way it shouid be, discuss-
ed. 1 had been inforrned that it was to
corne up in this House at an earlier period
of the session; in fact the hon, gentleman
who bas introduced it spoke to me about
it, and I expected it would corne up in a
proper f orrn, in the way of a resolutian,
and be subrnitted to the House and the
country in a proper way. But as this has
not been dune, I do flot propose to waste
the time of the House in discussing a mat-
ter which would. only mean to use idie
words and to idie away the time. Natbing
can be gained by doing sa, aiter what we
have iust heard from the Minister of
Labour. I do not think that it is up ta
this House to worry thernselves very much
over what the provinces are doing or what
anybody else is doing. The question we
have to consider is whether we are prepar-
e*d to adopt the principle of an eight-bour
daye in government contracte. I have no
hesitation bn placingz myseli on record on
that question, and iu saying that I think
it should be done. It is up -to this govern-
ment to show tbe provincial governments
an examDle. This proposai can only be
braught forward for the purpase of allow-
ing some hon, gentleman to make littie
speeches, so that they may be able to tell
their canstituents that something was be-
ing doue. while as a matter of fact nothing
was beiug done.

Mr. D. HENDERSON (Halton). I have
no desire to sit sulent aud shlow this motion
to be voted upon, if there is a motion.
Some bon. gentleman says there is no
motion. At any rate, I have no hesitation'
iu expressing my opinion on the question
that bas been brouglit forward by the lion.
member for Maisonneuve (Mr. -Verville).
1 sympathize witb birn in bis desire to
draw towards himself the workingmen of
bis section of the country, in bis extreme
desire to, make tbem believe that hae is a
lion fighting in their interest, that, as the
bead and front of the Trades and Labour
Council, lie is doing everytbiug lie can to
secure sometbing for the workingmen of the
country. Now to state my position brielly,
1 do not believe in class legisiation af this
kiud. I believe that a man working ou a
government coutract has just as good s
right to work tan bours a day as a man

working in a factory- or on a farm. I do
flot see wby we sbould pay a man more for
working on a public building, say on the
rnuseurn in the city of Ottawa, tban a man
working on a private building on the other
side of the street, the one working eight
hours and the other tan.

Wby should we grant favours te one work-
ing man and do nothing for the otberP It
shows that the hon, gentleman bas no in-
tarest bn the working.men as a clasà but
only ini a few. This question lias no
application to, my owu county a.nd con-
sequently I speak on it witb the utmost
freedoni. We have no governmnent con-
tracts bn the county, and I suppose that
as long as the presant government la bn
power and I ar n this House there may
not be any goverunent contracts. I do
not want labour to be disturbed by mis-
chievous legislation ai this kind. It would
be a disturbing thing, -as I îaid, ail over
the country to have a law that a man, be-
cause lie is working for the government,
would be paid full prica for bis labour and
work only eiglit houri, wbile the man who
was otberwise employed would bave to work
10 baurs a day. The thing is so utterly
and absolutely inconsistent tbat I do not
balieve the working-meu themselves can be
deceived by it. Therefore I have no syrn-
pathy with the hiou. geutlernan's speech, of
which I did not bear a word, becausa lie
did not speak loudly, while the bon, gen-
tleman wbo read an essay from the back
part ai the House read it in sucli a low
toue that we did not gat tbe benefit ai it.
Tbe other hon. gentleman, unfortunately,
spoke in French, and I oouid not catch
ail that lie said. Whatever lie did say I
presumne was alan gtbe line of rnaking a
little cbeap capital and these hon, gentle-
men are welcome to ahl thay can
get out af it. Iu rny county hon.
gentlemen wilI fiud 'no aympathy with
this movement. 1 bave raceived pro-
tests against this legislation. We do not
want class lagislation of this kind, we want
fair play for ail; what is good for one
wcorking-xnan la good for ah. There may be
certain classes ai labour sucli as rning
sud underground work which is dangerous
or exceptionally trying and it is only proper
that man engaged in such ernployrnt
shauld wark shorter baurs. But the posi-
tion that a man ernployed on a public
building, simply beeause it is being erected
by the goverunent, is ta be turnad baose
two hours sooner tban the other man who
is workbng on a private building is sa utter-
ly and absolutely absurd that I do nat
expect that the hon, gentleman ever thinks
af rnaking this Rouie balieve that sucb a
iaw could be passed.

Motion agreed ta, and bouse went into
Cornrittee af Supply.


