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meght happen to the extent with which we
could reasonably do it. It wasunder thatsense
of duty that theGovernmentacted. Hon. gen-
tlemen opposite have made much of the fact,
that after Parliament met, the Government
did not at once take Parliament into its
confidence to alarge ex'ent. In the Speech
from the Throne the Government made a dis-
creet allusion to the fact that expenditure
would be called for under this head, and n
the debate upon the Address there was nota
single gentleman on the other side of the
House, who at the time took exception to the
expenditure which would be proposed in
pursuance of that paragraph of the Speech.
Well, Sir, matters having commenced before
Parliament met in session, they went on,
The circumstances of the session were some-
what exceptional. On the 25th February this
resolution was pliced on tne records of the
House, but, Sir, when the Budyget speech
was delivered—and that was early in the
session—a rather fu'l explanation was made
by wmyse!f as to the expenditure which would
be called for under the head of militia, and
hon. gentlemen opposite, who opposed the
policy of the Government in other respects,
did not take occasion at that time to utter
one word of dissent against the proposition
which [ pla‘nly stated there with regard to
the expenditure for putting the militia into
an adeguate state, so far as arms were con-
cerned. Not only did they not take excep-
tion to 1*, sir, but gentleman after gentleman
on that side of the House, as well as on our
side of the House, expressed their earnest
sympathy with the effort which was outlined
there, and their symparhy with such an ex-
pendi:ure within reasonable bounds. 1 re-
member expressions that were used to the
effect that any expenditure within reason-
able grounds, to put the militia of the coun-
try in a state of efficiency as far as arms
were concerned, would have their sympathy
and their co operation. More then that, sir,
when afterwards a resolution of sympathy
was before this House and was spoken to
by hon. g=ntlemen on both sides, 1n which
the idea of mutual co-operation in the way
of defence was one of the strong elements;
gentlemen on the opposite side of the House
vied with gentlemen on this side, in express-
ing their sympathy, and in expressing their
co-operation with these endeavors on our
part to place ourselves in accord with what
seemed to be the perils, and the exigencies,
and the demands of that time. So that from
the first up. sn lonz as Pailiament has
been here, there has been no attempt on the
part of the Government to conceal irom Par-
liament that expenditures were taking place,
and that these expenditures would be con-
siderted. Here we are at the present time,
having, because we felt it was our duty in
the first place to initiate the expenditure,
and having informed l’arliament that such
expenditure was being carried on and that
a vote would be asked for, as I did most ex-
plicitly in the Budget add:ess, having done
that, we are under these obligations. These
obligations ought to be met, and itrests with
this Parliament as to whether or not they
shall be met. (iranted, that hon. gentlemen
who oppose this take as strong ground as 15
possible on the constitutional question, do
they take the responsibility of refusing to
pass a measure which will put us in a posi-
tion to fulfil the obhgations which at ihat
time, every member of this House—certainly
the great majority—thought, were obliga-
tions, which for the peace and security of
this country, ought to be taken, and ought
to be cheerfully met ? Sir, I think this is
somewhat of a comment upon that splendid
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feeling which was evoked in Great Britain,
on account of the sentiment in Canada,
which was so much lauded by promineat
men on the other side of the water, and
which raised Canada so high in their est-
mation, as a colony of people whose in-
terests were so closely allied with those of
the Mother Country, that they threw their
lot in with the lot of Britain, and were will-
1ng to make common cause with her in the
defence of a common country. It is rather
an iastructive, and [ do not think an alto-
gether praiseworthy, comment upon that,
when a few weeks afterwards we are asked
to au horize the money to pay the expendi-
ture, to put our own troops into that state of
efficiency, that we should have so many
hours wasted, and so evident a disposition
not to put the Government into a position to
carry out these obligations, and to discharge
them for that purpose, which [ bzlieve at
that ime no one 1n this House thought any-
thing else of, than that it was a worihy
purpose.

I do not speak thus in the way of finding
fauli. I want to state the circumstances
such as they are, and | have sta ed them
frankly and clearly. What are you going to
do about w? Make your strictures, if you
choose, if we have not done what we ought
to have done, according to constitutional
praciice. But here we are with 1h's con-
dition ot things. Do you believe that our
militia should be well armed ? If so, are you
going to grant the means to put themn a
proper condition of equipment which bo:h
sides of the House acknowledge they require?
I think we ought to take a sensible view of
th s matter, and at this hour of the s>ssion
make up our minds whether we are going to
pass this measure or not. If we are no', we
cannot do it. I frankly admit that we are
in the hands of the Opposition, and I appeal
to the leader of the House, the leader of the
Oppo:ition, to say whether or not we may
expect 10 be met with co-operatien in this
measure, and have it passed. 1f we see that
we are not to be so met, we may as well
yie'd to the mevitable, and pass to some
other order of business, on which we can
agree. There are several orders of great im-
portance as well as this one. It is only in
the interest of business and 1he rapid con-
duct of the business that [ ask that we
should come to a conclus on speedily. If this
is not to pass, let us come to that conclusion,
and we will go on 10 some o her order of
business, rather than tire ourselves out and
retard 1he progress we might otherwise
make. [ woud like 10 appezal 10 my hon.
friend whether or not we are to have his co-
opera'ion in passing the bill,

SIR RICHARD CARTWRIGHT—I do not
think the hon. member has been perfectly
fair in his statement of 1this case. He cannot
properly say that an hour and a half or two
hours' discussion on a vote of $3,000,000
is a very unreasonable or a very unusual
thing. But I would just recall to his atten-
tion the fact that on the 3ist of January,
something l.ke forty days before this con'ract
was ac ually signed, 1he hon. gentleman was
requested by myself to let us know what the
Government were doing, and he refused to
do so. Now, under the circumstances |
think the hon. gentleman—I| told him so at
the ime—should have complied with my re-
guest. He should have siated in his Budget
speech what he then well knew, what the re-
quirements were, and should bave brought
down to us, promptly, the actual contract, or
at leist the information of whatever was like-
ly to be required, and had the discussion then
and there. That wouldhave been far moresat-

i-factory to the House, and would hive been
in accordince with constitutional practice,
and with common sense and business habits,
and would have avoided all this discussion.
I do not think the hon. gentleman has any
right to say that my hon. friends have, n
the least degree, refused to do whatever
was reasonable for the purpose of supplying
a fair armament for our militia. That was
not their contention at all. They know, and
we all know, that they had it in their power,
if they wished, to refuse it ; but that was
not their contention. But I think even the
most de'ermined jingo would admit that
the Pariiament of a free country has the
right to know, at the earliest possib'e mo-
ment, what amount of money the Govern-
ment require, and what arrangements are
made ; and it is very muchto be regretted
that the hon, gentleman did not accept our
invitation at the time he made his Budget
statemen’. If he had done so, all this
trouble would have been avoided. The cniti-
cism has been fairly made, as was admitted
by the Minister of Justice, that a Govern-
ment his no right to enter into contracts
while Parliament is sitting without consult-
ing Paidiament, or at least letting Parlia-
ment know what they are doing, and that is
quite a different thing from acting in an
emergency when Parliament is not sitting.
That is the pont.  There was no difficulty
whatever 1n the way of the Government
taking Parliament into their confidence and
obtaining i s full con ent and concurrence.
If there is any troub e now, it is simply due
to the unforinrate reticence of the hoa,
gentleman on the 3jist January, which |
commented on at the time. The House must
remember that | tried again and again, for
the purpose of avoiding such complications
as have now arisen, to wring out of the hon.
gentleman some statement as to what the
Government wanted or proposed to do. It
is a matier of great regret to me that they
did not tell us. The hon. gentlemin must
have known at the time, or a cable 1o his
agent 1n England would have obtained the
information. I told him at the time thatt
was a most ostrich-like praceeding—that
there was no need to be alarmed at the
effect on the nerves of the American people,
if that was what he feared, of the fict that
Canida wanted to borrow three or four or
five mitlions for the purpose of arming the
Canadian militia. All this trouble is due
to the unhappy disposition which the Gov-
ernment have shown on different occasions
not 10 take Parhiament into their confidence.
All through, for years, at the 1ims of the
Budget statement, when we ought to have
information ot all these matters, the Gov-
ernment have been keeping things at the
back of their head—whether in regard to
railway or military subsidies it did not mat-
ter. ‘They would not make a fair, frank and
honest statement at the time when the
thing could be discussed. And when this
matter is laid over to the last days of the
session, and a discussion arises upon it, the
hon. sentleman makes it a question of loy-
alty. Well, that is absurd. This side of the
House has always been ready to grani wha:
1s necessary for the defence of the country :
but when iarge sums of money are be.
vated, we require to know for what purpose:
they are to be expended ; and we have rea

son enough to know that the Governme::
cannot b entrusted with the expenditure -
large sums of money without constitution: .
safeguards. Now, sir, it is late in the se

sion, | admit, and we cannot have this ma’

ter discussed as fully as we would like, b

I wish to point out that if any trouble h.



