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Lines Bill. Why the hésitation to bring this
bill down the second timé? In 1910, a
Branch Lines Bull, not li thé saine térme,
but with thé same objéctionable Méatures,
was sent up by thé Housé of Gommons. Mr.
Graham was thén thé Minister of Railways
and Canais. Wé amended that Bill, but Mr.
Graham refuséd to accépt aur amendments.
He calléd for a conférence. The conférence
was hêld and we agrêéd on a compromise
Bill which both Housés accépted. That was,
I think the Act of sensible men-but notice
thé political. relation. We wéré a libéral
sénate, déaling with a Bill introducéd by a
libéral government, li a non-partisan way,
as évéry one admitted. But whén wre déal
with a Bill brought in by a Consérvativé
Govérninént on precisely thé saimé grounds,
and for similar réasons, then we are par-'
tisan. Now is not that unfair? Is it not
absurd? I am surpriséd. I amn not censarious
and 1 do not méan ta hé discourteous-
for wé do not govern in this country by
'béing censoriaus, and I hope wé do not
goverfi by béing discourteous,-but we
govérn as Englishmen are said te govern
*by speaking out our mind. What right have
wé te hé chargéd with partiaanship> Wé
deait with a Bull from aur own friénda on
précisely thé saimé grounds that wé deait
with thé Bill brought in by thé présent
Governmént, and for similar réasons. Why
should that Bill not hé brought in again?
Havé we got ta that pass ini Canada now;
or has thé Honsé of Gommons begun ta hé
influéncéd by that high spirit of haughti-
néas, that they are net préparéd te discuse
with thé Senate or allow thé Senaté ta ré-
consider Bills that are aménded? le that
thé way ta deal with the country. How is
it in thé United States whén appropriation
or revenue Bills are sent ta thé Sénate.
of which. thé Sénaté doe not approveP
Why, théré is a con frénce. On Wilson's
tariff Bill thé conférences weré haîf
as long as thé discussions on thé Bille
originahly, and resultéd li a settlémént.
I arn spéaking ta thie side cf thé
Senaté and amn prepared ta say that if thé
Government has difficulty ini accépting aur
améxidments, we are preparéd ta go into
conférence. If wé cannot agrée, nothing
happens. By thé next session 'we may
change aur mmnd, or thé House of Commons
might changé theirs. I would refér hon.
gentlemen ta thé changé which took place in
Sir John Macdont±ld'a mind, in regard te
thé union of Canada. HéR thought it should
hé a legislative - union, and not a federaJ

union. It was a sensible change; by no
other form could the union have been
achievéd. Sir John Macdonald changed his
mind in regard to the Franchi-se Bill intro-
duced in 1885. The first Bill was brought
into the House in 1883,. It was not passed.
The Bill that was finally passed, was very
different from the first Bill. Every légis-
lator knows that new conditions réquire new
applications, of rules and principles. and to
say that this Bill, if it is important to the
country, should be withheld. bécause the
Government dread that the Senate might
throw it out, is nlot the stand of high-class
legisiators, for 15 it high-class statesman-
ship. There are sitting around thé leader
of the Governmént, in thé othér Houre, men
who have changéd their *minds, men who
have voted for the Naval Bill-and have
thus acted the very opposite to the views
théy presented to their constituents. They
have quite a right to change théir minds,
and perhaps othérs could change their
minds on soine of these measurés if they
thought it in thé public interest that. théy
should. Theré is no reason why the Bills
should not be présented again.

Then we have the Naval Bill which is net
ta be brought down again. The reason given
for that is rather peculiar. They thought
the honour and dignity of the country could
be better maintainéd by allowing the status
quo to remain, rather than to face the effect
of what they caîl the réjection of the Bill.
Here is what the right hion. leader of the
Governmént said in the othér House a few
days ago.

It han béen avowed and dcclared by leaders
of the Opposition and by their organe that the
Bill if introduced agamn under présent condi-
tions wouid again bé rejected in the Senate.
We have no reason ta doubt that such le the
determination of the hon, gentlemen on the
other side of the House. Under these circum-
stances we do not regard it as désirable either
In thé Interesta of the empire or af Canada
that the Opposition inajority In thé Sénate
should be given another opportunity of re-
jécting the Bill and of again bringing discredit
to this Dominion and detrinient ta, the empire.
Neverthéiess we are firm in aur détermination
that these ships shall be provided. and we
adhère -to the declaration which I made on the
last day of the past session. and whlch I take
the liberty of repeating.

That is rather a grave statement to make.
Last yéar there wvas an emérgency. We
all féit thére ivas ,something in thé air.
Wé were troubled. 1 confess I was a good
deal troubled. But as thé session went
on thé ern--rgency seémed to diminish.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Evaporate.


