
me

tut "tk* ptlnriplt of th« Nfflnndnm bad bMO adoptad by Sir John Une-
donald and Sir .Maekonala Bowall for tbe laat tan or flttaen yaara." I am at a loaa
to nndaratand what grounds h» had to Juatlljr snch a atatemrnt. I bar* no neol-
IccUon or knoirladgo of Sir John Macdonald tvar .dTocatinv tho princlplo of a
rafar^nduin In Canada.

Hon. O. W. Iloa»—I said voting.
Mr. Whitney—My honorablo frtand can put It any way he UkM. (Mr.

Whitney continues reading):
I'or niywlf I bare In Paillament, and through the colama of the preia. opposed

the principle, not only of a referend im but also of a plebiscite as being schemes by
which bllnliters could avoid that renponnlblllty, which nnder ou- system of Oot-
enunent It U their duty to assume. In thin respect a refevesdnm Is mnch worse
(ban a plebl^lte. for the reason that In tbe Utter case the Goveinment would ae-some the responsibility of acting after tbe will of be people had been ascerUlned.
in the former, that of a referendum, the responsibility Is shifted from the shonldecs
of a Ooveminent to that of the people. I know of no greater Tlolatlon of the prin-
ciples of responsible

; ernment than the course which Is being taken by the Boss
Oovernment on the question of pwAlbltlju. (Oppoaltlon cheers.)

Let UB see what further we have In this wondw^l argument of my hon-
orable friend the other day. After these atatementa a* to Sir John Mac-
donald and Sir Mackensie Bowell. about which we wlU not hear much more In
future, my honorable friend goes on to say: " If, therefore, we are making a

^^uZ ^^ "* '"***°* " '•'*'' "«'' *^^ sanctfan. the sancUon o( the

^l^?^ "' Commons." Think of It! He makes the statem. it here
boldly. We are making this departure on high legal sancUon. th« sanction
Of the British House onunons," and In his speech there la not a sylUhle
to show that the Erit._a House of Commons expressed Itself on this ques-
tion, not one word or syllable. Then, he clal.-ns the sanction of the Austra-
lian Commonwealth, the sancUon of the Canadian House of Commons, thesancUon of the great leaders In consUtuUonal law on both sides of the AUan-
tlc; there we no more worlds. Mr. Speaker, for him to conquer. (OppoalUon
cneers.) If there had been available one million planets, each having hun-dreds of thousands of leaders of Uiought on consUtuUonal pracUces my hon-

Z?i! 71*"f p*?,"l?
"*''* ^'^ ^'''^ "" ^"' "^« *«^ (Opposition cheera) Hequotes Lord Salisbury, too, but he is very careful to make his quotaUonseparate from the context. He does not give us any explanation of what I/>rd

t?e BH^-hT '"''''"f.
"^""^ ^* "^^^ **~"* * '**«^' ^^^^ ^" l"««i bythe British Conservative party In which ttie referendum was made a partyplanfc Very well. aU I have to say about that U UUs: when Uie question of

tiie adoption of the referendum as part of our consUtution comes up for dis-

tZ^^Z ''"'.*'' ^ **•'* *•* *''''* "'"^^ "^" "• ««^ " *»»« honorable gen-tleman will send to me that upon which he bases his criUclsm of LriSalisbury and the Conse.vative party of Qreat Britain perhaps I may be able
to let in some light on that quesUon. There was not one quotaUon given bymy honomble friend declaring that In Uie opinion of any man of note or reput*we should adopt the referendum in a case of this kind. The only quotaUonswhich were at aJl In point were as to the propriety of the idea of a refer-endum. not that It was an idea which could be admitted Into our present
constitutional system-and set It all out of gear-and provide whenev« thm.,

JJ^h! T •* *,7***' "' * '*''*°*^ Government that that Government coulddecide they would not assume the responsibility of certain quesUons. butthey woul^ nut the responsibility over or. the shoulders of the people andthey wou^d^tay In their places. (Opposition cheers.) Honorable ^ntiemen
will net forget In connection with Uie submission of cjuestlons to Uie peoolein Uie united States .«d In Swltserland-there 1, no case of Its havlng^ndone In England-It Is one thing to submit an abstract question to the pe^e
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