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House of Commuons Debates

FIRST SESSION—EIGHTH PARLIAMENT

The Seventh Parliament of the Dmninion,?
which had been prorogued from the twenty-!
third day of April, 1896, and thence from'
time to time, was dissolved by proclamation'
on the 24th day of April, 1893, and writs.
having been issued and returned, a new Par-
liament was summoned to meet for the des-
patch of business on Wednesday, the 19th
day of August, 1896, and did accordingly
meet ¢n that day.

1

O ——

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 19th August, 1896.

On which day, being the first day of the
meeting of the First Session of the Eighth
Parliament, for the despatch of business,John
George Bourinot, Esquire, Clerk of the House
of Commons, Henry Robert Smith and Fran-
cois Fortunat Rouleau, Esquires, Commis-
sioners appointed by Dedimus Potestatem
for administering the Qath to Members of
the House of Commons, all attending accord-
ing to their duty, Samuel E. St. O. Chapleau,
Esquire, Clerk of the Crown in Chancery,
delivered to the said John George Bourinot,
a Roll containing a List of the names of such
Members as had been returned to serve in
this Parliament, together with Certificates of
Returns of Members for the Electoral Dis-
tricts of Quebec East, Oxford, South Riding,
York (O.), North Riding, Kings (N.S.), Brome,
Quebec (County), Queen’s West (P.E.L),
Portneuf, Shelburne and Queen’s (N.S.), and
St. John and Iberville.

The aforesaid Commissioners did adminis-
ter the Oath to the Members who were pre-
sent,—which being done, and the Members
having subscribed the Roll containing the
Oath, they repaired to their seats.

A Message was delivered by Réné Edouard
Kimber, Esquire, Gentleman Usher of the

PNty o)y

Rlack Rod :—
Gentlemen :

The Honourable Sir Henry Strong, Deputy
Governor, desires the immediate attendance of
this Honourable House in the Senate Chamber.

Accordingly, the House went up to the
Serate, when the Speaker of the Senate
said :—

1

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate, cuid
Gentlemen of the Houxe of Commons ;

I have it in command to let you know that His
Excellency the Governor General does not see fit
to declare the causes/of his summoning the pre-
sent Parliament of Canada, until the Speaker of
the House of Commons shall have .been chosen
according to law, but to-morrow, at Three o'clock
in the afternoon, His Excellency will declare the
causes of calling this Parliament.

And the Members being returned,

ELECTION OF SPEAKER.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier).
Dr. Bourinot, in accordance with the
intimation conveyed by the representa-

tive of the Crown, and in accordance
with the long-established usage of Par-
lHament, the duty now devolves upon this
House—fresh as it is from the people—to
elect a Speaker. It would be mere presump-
tion on my part to remind hon. gentlemen
that the Speakership of the House of Com-
mons is one of the most important offices
under our parliamentary system of govern-
ment. The Speaker is the channel of com-
munication between the Commons and the
Crown. He is the spokesman of the Com-
mons. It is his duty on every occasion when
the Commons think proper, to address the
Crown, to convey the messages which the
House wishes to convey, whether they be in
approval or dissent, or whether they be ex-
pressions of joy or of grief. He is in that
respect pre-eminently the Speaker of the
House of Commons. In the olden days,
when the nature of the relations between
the Crown and the Commons were somewhat
hazy and undefined, these functions of the
Speaker, as we know. were of paramount
importance ; but in the later centuries, as
the relations berween the Crown and the
Commons have been more clearly definel
and vetter understood, those special duties,
though of course still continuing, have lost
some of their degree of importance. But the
Speaker is also the presiding officer of this
Flouse, and, as timé has developed our par-
liamentary system of government, we have
found that the duties of the Speaker, as pre-
siding officer of the House, are now the chief
duties of the office. The experience of all
parliaments, and especially the experience of
the Mother of all Parliaments, as well as our
own experience, has taught us that the dis-
charge of these duties requires, on the part -
of the presiding officer of this House, a

RREVISED BDITION.
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sound and firm judgment, a judicial mind,
and a thérough knowledge of the customs
and usages' of Parliament; and above all,
the proper discharge of the duties of the
office requires from the Speaker absolute im-
partiality and fairness in his decisions.

J submit to the members of this House that
in all these respects the hon. member for
West Ontario (Mr. Edgar) is eminently en-
dowed, and that he is a proper person to he
the Speaker of this House. All the members
of this House who sat in the last Parlia-
ment—and there are still a few—all those
who sat in the previous Parliament will
agree with me that in the hands of the mem-
ber for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar) the honour
and dignity of this House, the sound tradi-
tions of parliamentary government, and the
rights and privileges of individual members
will be in safe keeping. All will agree with
me, that the hon. gentleman (Mr. Edgar) will
discharge the daties appertaining to his office
with favour to none and without fear of any.
and they will agree, too, that he will be in
every respect, as the office implies, the First
Commwoner of the land. - Therefore, Dr.
Bourinot, it is with great pleasure that I
move, seconded by Sir Richard Cartwright :

That the Hon. James David Edgar, Esq., mem-
ber repres:nting the Electoral District of the
West Riding of the County of Gntario, do take
the Chair of this House as Speaker.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 do not rise
for the purpose of raising any question with
regard to the nomination which has just so
ably been placed before the House by the
hon. the leader of the Government. I have
no doubt that the duties of the high office of
Speaker of the House of Commons will be
discharged with great ability and with great
impartiality by the hon. gentleman who has
just been named. But I desire to express my
regret, and the regret of gentlemen on this
side of the House, that it has been found
necessary to depart from the time-honoured
precedent of having the Speaker alternately
French and English. I think I am quite safe
in saying that it has been, if not the
uniform. the all but uniform practice of this
House, that the Speaker during one Parlia-
ment should be of one nationality, and the
Speaker of the succeeding Parliament of
another nationality. As I said before, while
taking no exception to the high qualifica-
tions of the gentleman who has been named
for the position of Speaker. I wish to express
my regret that it has been found at all
necessary to depart from the precedent
ghich has so long been the practice of this

ouse,

The motion being put to the House,

The Clerk of the House (Dr. Bourinot) de-
clared the motion carried in the affirmative,
nemine contradicente; and James David
.Edgar, Esquire, Member for the Electoral
District of West Ontario, duly elected to the
Chair of the House.

Mr. LAURIRER.

Mr. Edgar was conducted from his seat in
the House to the Speaker’s Chair by the
First Minister (Mr. Laurier) and Sir Richard
Cartwright.

Mr. SPEAKER ELECT. I beg to tender
to this House my sincere and hearty thanks
for the high honour they have conferred
upon me by electing me as their Speaker. It
will be my pleasure, as well as my duty, to
endeavour to deserve that high honour by
dealing with all questions which come be-
fore me in my official character, with firm-
ness and with impartiality. I am fully
sensible of iny unfitness for the position, but
I rely confidentdy upon the co-operation of
hon. members on both sides of the House to
assist me in maintaining our rules and regu-
lations, in vindicating our rights and privi-
leges, and ¥ preserving the freedom and
dignity of debate, according to ancient
usages. ‘

The Serjeant-at-Arms (Col. Smith) then
placed the Mace on the Table of the House.

The PRIME MIXNISTER (Ir. Laurier)
moved the adjournment of the House.

Motion agreed to, and House adjoarned at
3.45 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Tuaurspay, 20th August, 1396.

The SPEAKER Elect having taken the
Chair,

PurAYERs.

A Message was delivered by Réné Edouard
Kimber, Esquire, Gentleman Usher of the
Black Rod : !

MR. SPEAKER,—

His Excellency the Governor General desir:s
the immediate attendance of this Honourable
House in the Senate Chamber.

Accordingly the House went up to the
Senate Chamber.

Then the Honourable James David Edgar,
Speaker Elect, saiq :

MAY 1T PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY :—

The House of Commons have elected me as
their Speaker, though I am but little able to
fulfll the important duties thus assigned to me.

If, in the performance of those duties, I should
at any time fall into error, I pray that the fault
may be imputed to me, and not to the Commons,
whose servant I am, and who, through me, the
better to enable them to discharge their duty to
their Queen and country, humbly claim all their
undoubted rights and privileges, especially that
they may have freedom of speech in their de-
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bates, access to Your Excellency’s person at all
scasonable times, and that their proceedings may
receive from Your Excellency the most favour-
able consideration. :

The Honourable the Speaker of the Senate
then said :

MR. SPEAKER,—

I am commanded by His Excellency the Gov-
ernor General to declare to you that he freely
confides in the duty and atta_.hment of the
House of Commons to Her Majesty’s person and
Government, and not doubting that their pro-
ceedings will be conducted with wisdom, temper
and prudence, he grants, and upon all occasions
will recognize and allow their constitutional pri-
vileges.

I am commanded also to assure you, that the
Cemmons shall have access to His Excellency
upon all seasonable occasions, and that their
proceedings, ags well as your words and actions,
will constantly receive from him the most
favourable construction.

Then His Excelléncy the Governor General

was pleased to open Parliament by a Speech
from the Throne.

And the House being returned,

Mr. SPEAKER said : I have the honour to
state that the House having attended on
His Excellency the Governor General in the
Senate Chamber, I informed His Excellency
that the choice of Speaker had fallen upon
me, and, in your names and on your behalf,
I made the usual claim for your privileges.
which His Excellency was pleased to con-
firm.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 1) respecting the Administration
of Oaths of Oflice.—(Mr. Laurier.)

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
time.

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honour to in-
form the House that the House did attend
His Excellency the Governor General this
day in the Senate Chamber, and His Ex-
cellency was pleased to make a speech to
both Houses of Parliament. To prevent
mistakes I have obtained a copy, whieh is
as follows :(—

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

The necessity of making provision for the pub-
lic service has compelled me to suminon you to-
gether at this somewhat inconvenient season.

It is impossible to lay before_ you, at this
session, the public accounts for the past year ;
or, indeed, any of the reports usually submitted
to Parliament. o

Under these circumstances, and in view of the
fact that you will be required to re-assemble
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early in the ensuing year, it does not appear ex-
pedient to invite your attention to any mea-
sures beyond the passage of the supplies.

The operation of the tariff will be made the
subject of careful inquiry during the recess, with
a view to the preparation of such a measure as
may, without doing dinjustice to any interest,
materially lighten the burdens of the people.

Immediate steps will be taken to effect a
settlement of the Manitoba school question, and
I have every confidence that, when Parliament
next assembles, this important controversy will
have been adjusted satisfactorily.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

The Estimates for the current year will be laid
before you forthwith.

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

I hope that when you will have given the
necessary attention to the ceonsideration of the
year’s supplies, I may be able to relieve you
from the duty of further attendance at this ses-
sion of Parliament.

The PRIMB MINISTER (Mr Laurier). 1
beg to move, seconded by Sir Richard Cart-
wright :

That the speech of His Excellency the Gover-
nor General, to both Houses of the Parliament
of the Dominien of Canada, be taken into con-
sideration to-morrow,
or on any other day that may suit the hon.
gentleman opposite.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would just
say, in reference to that, that I do not think
any time will be lost by the adoption of
Monday instead of to-morrow, as the hon.
gentleman who is leading the CGovernment
is aware that a number of gentlemern who
are likely to take part in the discussion of
the Address will not, probably, be here till
Monday. If that would be equally con-
venient. I would be glad that Monday should
be adopted. While on my feet, I desire to
ask the hon. leader of the Government to be
good enough to obtain His Excellency's per-
mission to lay upon the Table of the House
the correspondence which took place in con-
nection with the resignation of the late Gov-
ernment. It would be very desirable, I
think, to have before the House that corre-
spondence when the Address is considered.
as it would enable us to deal with the ques-
tion of the change of administration at the
same time.

The PRIME MINISTER. With regard to
the first demand of the right hon. gentleman
who leads the Opposition, that is to say, that
the Address should be taken into considera-
tion on Monday, I certainly have no objec-
tion. I would not like to break the present
harmony which has existed so far, and which
I hope will continue to the end of the present
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session ; and it is therefore with great pleas-
ure that I accede to the demand of my right
hon. friend. With regard to the correspond-
ence which has taken place attending the
resignation of office by the late Administra-
tion, the hon. gentleman is aware that I can-
not give him the answer at this nroment, but
I will do so to-morrow.

Motion, that.the Speech from the Throne
be taken into consideration on Monday,
agreed to.

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr.
moved :

That Select Standing Committees of this House
for the present session be appointed for the fol-
lowing purposes :—1. On Privileges and Elec-
tions ; 2. On Expiring Laws; 3. On Railways,
Canals and Telegraph Lines ; 4. On Miscellan-
eous Private Bills ; 5. On Standing Orders; 6.
On Printing; 7. On Public Accounts; 8. On
Banking and Commerce ; 9. On Immigration and
Colonization ;—which said committees shall sev-
erally be empowered to examine and inquire in-
to all such matters and things as may be refer-
red to them by the House ; and to repert, from
time to time, their observations and opinions
thereon, with power to send for persons, papers
and records.

Motion agreed to.
The PRIME MINISTER moved :

That a Special Committee of five members be
appointed to prepare and report, with all con-
venient speed, lists of members to compose the
Select Standing Committees ordered by the
House rthis day, and that Mr. Laurier, Sir
Charles Tupper, Sir Richard Cartwright, Si»
Adolphe Caron and Mr. Davies do compose the
sald committee.

Motion agreed to.
REPORT.

Mr. SPEAKER laid before the House the
Report of the Joint Librarians of Parlia-
ment up to date.

Laurier)

OFFICIAL REPORT OF THE DEBATES.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier).
The Debates Committee was composed last
Parliament of 15 members, 9 representing
the Government and 6 the Opposition. The
members whom 1 suggest now are Messrs.
Beausoleil, Charlton, Somerville, Scriver.
whe were members of the committee last
year, and Messrs. Haley, Monet, Richard-
son, Ellis and Choquette. On the Govern-
ment side last Parliament were Messrs. La-
Riviére, Taylor, Earle, Davin and Craig.
This leaves a sixth one to be appointed to
represent the Opposition, and I leave the
choice to the suggestion of the hon. gentle-
man.

. Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 would ask
the hon. gentleman whether he has taken
Mr. LAURIER.

Fitee” GO

into consideration the fact that the num-
bers 9 and 6, composing the committee last
year, were no doubt arranged in view of
the relative proportions of the two sides of
the House, angd I would like to ask the hon.
gentleman if he has considered the fact
that the Opposition is now represented by a
larger element than it was when those num-
bers on the committee were arranged.

The PRIME MINISTER. I have thought
of all that, and the difference seems to me
so minute that it is not proper to make
change. If the hon. member has = sixth
member to suggest, I shall be happy to add
his name.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would sug-
gest the name of Mr. Bergeron.

The PRIME MINISTER moved :

That a Select Committee be appointed to super-
vise the Official Report of the Debates of this
House during the present session, with power to
report from time to time; to be composed of
Messrs. Beausoleil, Bergeron, Charlton, Che-
quette, Craig, Davin, Earle, Ellis, Haley, La-
Riviére, Monet, Richardson, Scriver, Somerville
and Taylor.

Motion agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT—THE MANITOBA
SCHOOLS QUESTION.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier)
moved the adjournment of the House.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Before the
motion to adjourn is adopted, I take the
opportunity of asking the hon. the leader of
the Government whether the statement con-
tained in a leading journal, that negotia-
tions were now pending and likely to result
favourably with regard to the question of
the Manitoba schools, is well founded. The
hon. gentleman is quite aware of the great
anxiety which is felt on both sides of the
House—I think I may say by every member
of the House—to have this unhappy question
brought to a satisfactory conclusion at as
early a period as possible; It will be a
great source of relief to the House to learn
that this statement contained in a leading
journal is well founded, and that negotia-
tions are now pending and likely soon to
result in a satisfactory arrangement.

The PRIME MINISTER. I have great
pleasure in informing the hon. gentleman
that, at my invitation, Mr. Sifton, the At-
torney General of Manitoba, came down to
Ottawa with the view of entering into nego-
tiations for a settlement of that important
question. Further than this I am not at
liberty to say at this moment.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at
3.65 p.m.
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HOUSE OF COMMONGS.

Fripay, 21st August, 1896.

The SPEAKER took the Cbair at 'Three
o'clock.

PRrAYERS.
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

- Mr. SPEAKER. With reference to ques-
. tions to be put by members and notices of
motion, it would be perhaps as well, at the
beginning of the Parliament, to have a clear
understanding of the rule, I think it is 25,
which provides that when questions or mo-
tions are not brought forward in their order,
they shall be dropped, unless, under the
usage which has grown up, they are allowed
to stand at the request of the Government.
It is not a part of the rule, but it is a usage
or understanding, which of course will be
observed unless the House decides to the
contrary. But 1 wish to indicate to the hon.
members, a large number of whom are new,
that when questions are called and not put,
and when notices of motion are called and
pot moved, for any reason, they disappear
from the Order paper urless they are al-
lowed to stand at the request of the Govern-
ment.

GRAIN STANDARDS FOR MANITOBA
AND THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville) asked,

Whether i¢ is the intention of the Government
to make any changes in the rules regulating the
selection of grain standards for Manitoba and
the North-west during the present year ?

The CONTROLLER OF INLAND REVE-
XNUE (Sir ‘Henri Joly de Lotbinidre). It is
not the intention to make any changes as to
the selection of grain standards, which will
require any amendment to the Inspection
Act. The department is considering several
minor features which the Act permits to be
dealt with departmentally ; but I am unable
at present to state positively that any chan-
ges will be made this year.

THE METRIC SYSTEM OF WEIGHTS
AND MEASURES.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville) asked,

Whether it is the intention of the Government
to adopt the metric system of weights and mea-
sures in lieu of the system now in force in Can-
ada ?

The CONTROLLER OF INLAND REVE-
NUE (Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinidre). It is
not the intention of the Government to adopt
the metric system of weights and measures.
It is practically optional now under the 35th
section of the 104th Chapter of the Revised
Statutes. :

THE RULES OF THE HOUSE.

Mr. SPEAKER. Before calling the next
order, I would like to state, what will no
doubt L interesting to all the mewmbers of
the House, particularly the new members,
that I have made inquiry as to the time
when the printed rules of the House will
be ready for distribution among the mem-

-bers, and 1 find that they will be ready on

Monday.

ADJOURNMENT-THE CHANGE OF
GOVERNMENT.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier).
Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House do
adjourn, and I beg to state to the hon. gen-
tleman opposite, with regard to the corre-
spondence he asked for yesterday, which
took place between the late Prime Minister
and His Excellency on the occasion of the re-
signation of the Ministry, that we have the
assent of His Excellency to bring down
this correspondence, and it will be laid on
the Table of the House as soon as the Ad-
dress is passed.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would like to
say, Mr. Speaker, in reference to the state-
ment which the hon. leader of the Govern-
ment has just made, that I think it would
be very desirable to have that correspou-
dence, which His Excellency the Governor
General has consented to being laid before
the House, on the Table of the House pre-
vious to the ‘Address being passed. There
is no reason that I can possibly imagine why

1it should not precede the passage of the

Address, and the hon. gentleman will sec¢
at once that as it may raise a grave con-
stitutional question, it is very desirable that
the House should have an oppertunity of
discussing that matter in connection with
the Address. I think I am correct in the
impression which I have at this moment
ihat it is usual for minristerial explanations,
or explanations on the part of those in the
Government in regard to the formation of
a new Government, or explanations of geu-
tlemen who have held positions in an ad-
ministration, to be at the very earliest pos-
sible moment submitted to Parliament. The
House i3 entitled to know, and the country
is entitled to know, at as early a mowment as
possible, the .circumstances that have at-
tended the resignation of one Governmeni
and the formation of another. I do hope,
therefore, that the hon. gentleman will
kindly reconsider that matter, and, having
obtained the consent of His Excellency the
Governor General to lay the correspondence
upon the Table of the House, will be gocod
enough to lay it on the Table before the
consideration of the Address in answer to
the Speech.

The PRIME MINISTER. I must say to
the hon. gentleman that for my part I have
serious doubts as to the constitutionality of



11

the procedure which he suggests—that this

correspondence should be brought down so

as to form part of the debate on the Ad-
dress.

spondence which took place between the hon.
gentleman and His Excellency at the time:

he mentions may be made the subject of a

debate ; but if it is to be debated at all, my:
impression is, in the constitutional view as’

well as in point of propriety, that it would
be better that this correspondence should be

the subject of a debate by itseif, and:
should not be mixed wup with the:
mwatter of the  Address. For my.
part, I think the only -constitutional

method is to debate on the
issues raised in the Speech tfrom the Throne.
As to the explanations resulting from any
change of government, I am not aware that

any :explanations are due from the fact that

a new government has been formed, conse-
quentrfupon an appeal to the people and the
result of a general eclection. If, however,
the hon. gentleman is of opinion that he has
any point of debate to raise on that subject,
I think it can be raised and debated later
on. If my memory serves me, and I appeal
also to the hon. gentleman's memory, no
such change of government or administra-
tion has ever been made the subject of dis-
cussion in the debate on the Address, but has
always been the subject of debate by it-
selt ; and on the ‘whole, I think we had
better adhere to the plan I have suggested.
The papers will be laid on the Table as soon
as the Address is adopted ; and if there be
any controversial matter in them, I shall be

happy to ,give the hon. gentleman every

opportunity for debate.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 can only say,
in reply to the hon. gentleman, that if there
were any -grave constitutional reasons why -

the course I have suggested should not be

pursued. I would be quite prepared to bow -

to ‘them ; but at the same time I may say
that the Speech from the Throne raises
questions which materially affect the very
point at issue. The resignation of the late
Government and the correspondence attend-
ing that resignation, with: His Excellency
the .Governor General. have a direct and
most important bearing on the Speech which
His Excellency has delivered. Under those
circumstances, I hope that my hon. friend,
if he will allow me to call him so—

The PRIME MINISTER. Certainly.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 hope that my
hon. friend will carefully reconsider that
question, with the view, if possible, of meet-
ing what I think will greatly facilitate the
progress of the work of the session, and dis-
pose, in the debate on the Address, of ques-
tions that are very important and are inci-
dentzal to ine Speech from the Throne, I
will not, at this moment, press the hon.
icader of the Government further than to ask
him to give that his most careful considzra-

Mr. LAURIER.
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. tion, because I feel that the House will be
placed at a. very great disadvantage if we
“have not that correspondence laid on the
'Table and in the hands of hon. members on
“both sides when considering the Address in
reply to the Speech from the Throne. Is
this, ‘Mr. Speaker, on a motion to adjourn ?

Mr. SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn
is before the Chair.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. On the motisn
to adjourn—

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman has
. spoken. .

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Of course I am
in the hands of the House. and no doubt
the courtesy I am asking will be readily ¢x-
tended. I would like to ask the hon. lead r
. of the House:if his attention has been called
to the fact that under the Audit Act it is
necessary, I believe, to lay upon the Table
of the House copies of all special warrants
~which have been granted by the Governor
General. and that this is the last day upon
which the Government or the Auditor
General is required to have them laid on the
Table. -If the hon. gentleman's attention
has not been called to that point. I bope that
on Monday he will be good enough to lay
on the Table copies of all the special war-
rants and the expenditure thereunder as re-
quired by the Act.

The PRIME MINISTER. My impression
is, at this moment, that the delay is four
days. At all events, it does not matter. and
_they will be laid on the Table on Monday.

Mr. SPEAKER. The motion before the
Chair is that the House do now adjourn.

"RELATIONS BETWEEN CANADA AND
UNITED STATES,
Mr. HAGGART. Before the House¢ ad-
“journs, I wish to draw the attention of the
hon. the leader of the Government to an
-alleged interview with him which is report-
‘ed in the “ Globe.” 1 shall read the report,
;and if necessary follow it with a written
‘motion. It is from the correspondent of a
. Chicago paper called the *“ Record.” The
. ““Record ” correspondent says :

i When I told Mr. Laurier that the victory of
' the Liberal party in Canada and his appoint-
: ment as Premier were considered good cause for
| congratulation in the United States, as they
: offered hope for more friendly relations between
i the two countries, he smiled and said: ‘““I ap-
! preciate the kindly feeling of your people most
| sincerely,. and I am sure their confidence has
;not been misplaced. The Liberal Government,
i which has just taken office, desires and intends
. to signalize its administration by a renewal of
 neighbourly relations with our friends across
i the border. As you have suggested, the relations
between Canada and the United States have not
been as cordial for some time past as I hope
they will {n the future. Providence has placed
us in the position of neighbours, and we should
strive to live side by side on terms of mutual
friendship and respect.

* Some years ago, when considerable friction
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had been created by the North Atlantic fishery
troubles, I took an opportunity to say that the
question should be adjusted in a friendly man-
ner, becoming an enlightened and friendly peo-
ple, by the simple process of give and take, and
I do not see now why an arrangement should
not be made resembling that effected under the
treaty of Washington in 1871, and the treaty of
1854, whereby not only the ports but the inshore
waters of both countries were thrown open to the
fishermen of both on equal terms, and the mar-
kets for the fish of the two countries made
equally free. That, it seems to me, would be
the sensible way of settling the fishery question.
The North
valuable to the United States and Canada alike
if some such arrangement were adopted.”

The Canal Question.

“ Then,”” continued Mr. Laurier, in reply to a:

question, ‘‘as to the canal question, the Ameri-
can mercantile fleet upon the upper lakes now
numbers many large steamers. There are
twenty vessels of four thousand tons, and I hear
that your shipyards are turning out vessels of
even six thousand tons. The day of small steam-

ers like that of the wooden sailing ship has:

passed. Between Buffalo and Duluth there is a
channel deep enough to accommodate vessels of
twenty feet draught. We in Canada are aiming
to> make a channel of the same depth from Lake
Erie through the' Welland Canal and the canals
below Kingston to Montreal, but the task is a
formidable one, owing to the immense expense
involved.

“Up to date, we have spent $60,000,000 on
our canals, the major portion on the Welland
and St. Lawrence canals, which is a large sum
for 5,000,000 of people, and especially when it is
considered that we have also contributed very
liberally for railroads. It goes without saying
that very great benefits would be conferred upon
the farmers of the western and north-west states,
no less, of course, than upon the farmers of the
Canadian North-west, if these great steamers
could load at Port Arthur and Duluth, and carry
prcduce without breaking bulk, as they have
to do now at the Welland and again at Prescott,
right through to Ogdensburg, Kingston, Oswego,
Montreal or Quebec, and carry back merchandise
and manufactures for the western settlers, at
cheap rates.

‘“Farm produce is low the world over owing
to the immense production which modern
science—the self binder, the railroad and the
compound marine engine—has rendered possible
and, so far as I can see, it is not likely to reach
its foriner price for some time, if ever.

‘“ You cannot, if I may be allowed to say so,
belp the farmer on this continent by any quack
device. You can do it only by cheapening the
cost of producing the stuff and by reducing the
expense of getting it to the European market.
A twenty-one foot channel from Lake Superior
and Lake Michigan to the Atlantic Ocean would
reduce the cost of what the farmer has to buy
from the eastern states, and give him lower
transportation rates for what he has to sell. I
suppose, too, that a reduced rate on the lakes
and the St. Lawrence water route would oblige
the railroads north, that is in Canada, and
south, that is in the States, to meet it with an
equally lcwer rate, and from the seaboard dur-
ing the season of navigation, so that the farmer
far inland from the route would experience
equally the good effects.

‘“ Commissioners have been appointed by the
governments of the two countries to consider

Atlantic fisheries would be more

|

i the question of a deep waterway system, and I
: am in hopes that a perfectly feasible scheme will
i shortly be reported—a scheme that will enable
i the United States to participate in the work and
| exercise control without in any way compromis-
ing the sovereignty of Canada over her own ter-
ritory. It should be a purely business arrange-
ment with nothing political about it.

Closer Trade Relations.

‘“ As to closer trade relations, the Liberals have
always been in favour of freer trade with the
: United States, and I am prepared to make an
! arrangement with your country for the free ex-
change of such natural products and such manu-
factured articles as may be mutually agreed up-
on. This question, together with those of deep
waterways and fisheries and the coasting trade
of the lakes should, it appears to me, be all
taken up together and dealt with in a broad,
i serious and comprehensive spirit on one anvil.

‘““1 observe that the bonding privilege has
recently been discussed in the United States con-
gress. Let that question bz taken up along with
the rest. The alien labour law of the United
States, which has created a good deal of un-
pleasantness, should be included. In short, let
us have a thorough understanding and better re-
lations all round. Canadians of every political
stripe watch with profound satisfaction the
growth of feelings of good-will and affection be-
tween England and the United States, and the
Liberal party of Canada will do what it can—all
it possibly can within its sphere—to aid in get-
ting rid of old prejudices and bringing together
the two sections of the Anglo-Saxon family for
their own good and for the good of mankind.”

I would ask the hon. gentleman if that

interview is at all correct, and, if so. to
what extent ?

The PRIME MINISTER. The hon. gentle-
man is rather inquisitive. He asks me to
speak off-hand as to the correctness of an
interview of two or three columns which I
have not read for some time. However, I
can assure him that it is substantially cor-
rect.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at
3.40 p.n.

IIOUSE OF COMMONS.
Moxpay, 24th August, 1896.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Praverss
NOTICES OF MOTION POSTPONED.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier)
moved that notices of motion be deferred
until after the consideration of His Bx-
cellency’s Speech at the opening of this
session. -

Motion agreed to.
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MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLEXNCY--
INTERNAL ECONOMY.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Lauries)
presented a Message from His Excellency
the Governor General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as fol-
lows :—

ABERDEEN.

The Governor General transmits to the House
of Commons, an approved Minute of Council,
appointing the Honourable Sir Richard Cart-
wright, Minister of Trade and Commerce ; the
Honourable Louis Henry Davies,  Minister of
Marine and Fisheries ; the Honourable William
Stevens Fielding, Minister of Finance, and the
Honourable Joseph Israel Tarte, Minister of Pub-
lic Works, to act with the Speaker of the House
of Commons, as Commissioners for the purposes
"and under the provisions of the 13th Chapter of
tbhe Revised Statutes of Canada, intituled : ** An
Act respecting the House of Commons.”

Government House,
Ottawa, 24th August, 1896.

CAPTAIN McGREGOR, OF THE *“BAY-
FIELD.”

Mr. CAMERON asked,

1. Is the Government aware that Capt. A. M.
McGregor, of the survey boat ‘‘ Bayfield >’ has
been an active political canvasser and partisan
on behalf of Conservative candidates in the
West Riding of the County of Huron for the
last fifteen ycars ? 2. Is the Government aware
that at last general election the said Capt. Mec-
Gregor abandoned said survey boat on Lake Erie
and went to Goderich, in West Huron, to vote
for the Conservative candidate ? 3. Was the
absence of said McGregor from his said duty
with the knowledge, consent or authority of ‘the
Government on the occasion aforesaid ? 4.
‘Was anv application made by him to the de-
partment or any of its officials for leave of ab-
sence on the occasion aforesaid ? 5. If such
application was made and leave granted, by whom
was the leave granted, and for what cause ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-
- ERIES (Mr. Davies). 1. The Department of
Marine and Fisheries has had no official
knowledge that Captain McGregor has been
an active political canvasser, &c., for the
past fifteen years, but complalnts have
lately been made to the department charg-
ing Captain McGregor with being an active
and offensive political partisan and these
complaints will be investigated. 2. The de-
partment is aware that Captain McGregor
was absent from his vessel and it is pre-
sumed for the purpose of voting. 3. Yes ; 1
am so informed by the officials of the de-
partment. 4 and 5. There 18 no record of
any application having been received for
leave, but the officer in charge of the sur-
vey was instructed to grant leave to any
officer or member of the crew of the * Bay-
fleld ” if he wished to avail himself of the
privilege of voting.

Mr. LAURIER.

CAPTAIN DUNN, OF THE “PETREL.”

Mr. CAMBERON asked,

1. Is it within the knowledge of the Govern-
ment or any of the departments thereof, that
Captain Dunn, of the Government cruiser
‘“ Petrel,”” on service on Lake Erie a few days
before the 23rd June, 1896, took said cruiser
from said service to Owen Sound and conveyed
voters from the various ports on the east coast
of Lake Huron to Owen Sound to vote for the
Conservative candidate at last general election ?
2. Was the use of such cruiser for such a pur-
pose with the knowledge, consent or authority
of the department, or had said Captain Dunn
authority to so use said cruiser ? 3. Had the
said Captaln Dunn leave of absence from the
department to go from Lake Erie to Owen Sound
to vote at msald election, or for any other pur-
pose at that time ? 4. Is the same Captain Dunn
appointed by the present Government, with one
McNeil, to investigate the complaints of the
Wikwemikong Indians ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-
ERIES (Mr. Davies). 1. The department is
aware that Captain Dunn took the cruiser
“ Petrel” into Lake Huron on the 20th
June, 1896, and was in Owen Sound on the
23rd of that month, but is not aware that
any person was taken on board for the pur-
pose of being conveyed to Owen Sound to
vote or otherwise. 2. There is. no record in
the department of any such -knowledge.
consent or authority. 3. Captain Dupr had
instructions to go into Lake Hurcxz for the
purpose of patrolling these wziers. He was
not limited to any psarticular point, as the
whole of such <waters are within his juris-
diction 53 a fishery officer. There is no re-
cord of any directions having been given
about voting or interfering in any way with
elections. 4. The Department of Indian
Affairs requested this department to allow
Captain Dunn to proceed to Manitoulin Is-
land, and jointly with Mr. McNeill of that
department, investigate complaints of the
Wikwemikong Indians, of alleged unjust
fishery prosecutions. Captain Dunn being a
fishery officer, no special appointment is ne-
cessary.

YRANCHISE ACT.
Mr. CAMERON asked,

Is it the intention of the Government, during
the present session of Parliament, to introduce
a Bill to repeal the present Franchise Act or
to otherwise deal with that Act ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier). It
is not the intention of the Government to
introduce any legislation during the present
session, their intention being that, in so far
as practicable, the session should be short
and expeditious. Should, however, the ses-
sion be protracted beyond the expected
length, the Government may then think it
advisable to introduce a Bill to repeal the
present Franchise Act.
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FAST ATLANTIC STEAMSHIP SERVICE.

Mr. LANGELIER asked,

1. What is the amount of the lowest tender for
a fast steamship service between Canada and
England ?

2. From whom was the tender received ?

3. Do the Government intend to award the
contract to the parties who have made the said
tender, and when ?

The MINISTER OF TRADE AXND COM-
MERCE (Sir Richard Cartwright). Two
tenders have been received, oue from the
Messrs. Allan, and the other from Mr. Jas.
Huddart. Neither of these tenders is in ac-
cordance with the specifications, and the
Government proposes 'to make further in-
vestigations before taking final action in the
matter.

PROPOSED BRIDGE AT QUEBEC.

Mr. LANGELIER asked,

Whether it is the intention of the Govern-
ment to build a bridge in front of Quebec, or
in the vicinity, to connect the Intercolonial Rail-
way with the Canadian Pacific Railway, or to
aid in the construction thereof by a subsidy
or otherwise ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier). It
is not the intention of the Government to
build a bridge in front of Quebec, or in the
vicinity, to connect the Intercolonial Railway
with the Canadian Pacific Railway. The
Government have no application before
them for aid in the construction thereqf.

NORTH-WEST EXHIBITION—OUT-
STANDING INDEBTEDNESS.

Mr. DAVIN asked,

Whether the Government intends to place a
sum in the Estimales to pay the outstanding
indebtedness in connection with the North-
west Exhibition held at Regina in 1895 ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fi‘ielding). The matter is under considera-
tion.

BOUNTY TO FISHERMEN.

Mr. KAULBACH asked,

Is it the intention of the Government during
the present session in view of the increased
pumbers of fishermen, and for further encour-
agement of the industry, to increase the amount
of bounty for distribution ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND VISH-
ERILS (Mr. Davies). The vote granted an-
nually by Parliament to encourage the de-
velopment of the sea fisheries and the build-
ing of fishing vessels, being a statutory one,
it is aot the intention of the Government
during the rresent session to introduce any
legislation on the subject.

CORN AND CORNMEAL.

Mr. KAULBACH asked,

As Indian corn is not grown in Canada in
quantities sufficient to satisfy Cgnada’s demand
for consumbption, is it the intention of the Gov-
ernment during the present session to place the
article on the free list, free of customs duty, so
as to enable cornmeal to be manufactured in
Canada ? Or is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to admit cornmeal free ?

The FINANCE MINISTER (Mr. Fielding).
It is not the intention of the Gevernment to
vropose any legislation during the present
session amending the tariff.

CONTROLLERS OF INLAND REVENUE
AND CUSTOMS.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER asked,

1. Are the Controllers of Inland Revenue and
Customs, or either of them, members of the

Cabinet ? '

2. Was any assurance given eifther of these
hon. gentlemen on behalf of the Government, on
taking of office, respecting his position in the
Government, and if yes, what was it ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier). 1.
The Controllers of Inland Revenue and Cus-
toms under the existing law are not and
cannot be members of the Cabinet. 2. It is
ihe intention of the Government to ask I'ar-
liament to amend and remodel the existing
law concerning the Departmment of Trade and
Commerce, So 88 to restore the heads of the
Inland Revenue and Custonis Departments
to the rank of Cabinet Ministers, and the
fact has been so publicly stated by the
Prime Minister.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Perhaps the hon. gentleman overlooked the
second branch of the question. Was any
assurance given to either of those hon. gen-
tlemen on behalf of the Government, on
taking office, respecting their positions in the
Government ?

The PRIME MINISTER. I think I have
stated that in my answer.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The hon. gentleman ®ntends his answer

| covers both paragraphs ?

The PRIME MINISTER. Yes.

THE PRIME MINISTER'S SPEECH IN
WINDSOR HALL.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER asked,

Is the following a substantially accurate re-
port of a part of the hon. the First Minister's
speech delivered in Windsor Hall, 22nd January,
1895 :(— .

*I have read in’'the ‘ Gazette ° the statement
that if you remove protection, raw material
would no longer be free. I say that if we were
to have a revenue tariff raw material would
be free. Raw materials are not free to-day un-
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der the protective system. There are certsin
raw materiais which are free. Wool i8 free ;
thank Heaven they have not thought of tax-
ing it. Cotton is free also, but is iron free ?
Cotton is a raw material, and wool is a raw
material for certain manufactures, but there are
two articles which are raw material of every
manufacturer, and these articles are coal and
iron, and are they free ? If you have a revenue
tariff the obiect will be to develop the country,
and alflf raw :material should be free under such
a tariff.”

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier). [
must tell my hon. friend that notwithstand-
ing every desire I have to obiige him, T am
afraid I sha!l not be able to gratify his
rather fastidious curiosity. I am foreced to
make the painful adinission that my me-
mory, which I had the weakness of suppos-
ing pretty good, is no! equal to the task of
remembering, word fcr word, a speech de-
livered mwore than eighteen mornths ago.

Mr. FOSTER. That must have been a
moment of weakness.

THE TRENT CANAL.

Mr. HUGHES asked,

Has the contract for that section of the Trent
Canal from Lake Simcoe to the point where the
first section "of the Balsam Lake to Lake Simcoe
division meets the Talbot River, been let, in
accordance with the advertisements calling for
tenders for the same ?

2. If not, why not ?

3. Is it the intention of the Government mean-
time to abandon the enterprise ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-
ERIES (MMr. Davies). 1. No; the contract
has not been let, 2. Becaure the receiving of
tenders has been postponed. 3. No such de-
‘cision has been reached, but the matter of
entering into new contracts is under con-
sideration.

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT.

Mr. INGRAM asked,

Whether it is the intention of the Govern-
ment to repeal the Electoral Franchise Act, and
it so0, when ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier). 1
have already answered that question.

GOVERNOR GENERAL’'S WARRANTS.

Mr. FOSTER. Before the Orders of the
Day are proceeded with, I desire to ask the
Minister of Finance if he will be good
enough to lay on the Table of the House,
without a formal motion, the Orders in
Council under the authority of which these
Governor General’'s Warrants were issued
a return of which has just been brought
down ; and also the report of the Minister
of Justice upon the application for the Gov-
ernor General’'s Warrants. I do not think it
is necessary to make a formal motion ; that
is a courtesy which will be readily accorded.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). I shall be very glad to place on
the Table any documents of the nature re-
ferred to by the hon. gentleman, at the
earliest possible moment.

Mr. FOSTER. Would he be good enough
to have the ten days’ statement laid on the
Table of the House, commencing the first of
the month.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes.

THE CHANGE OF GOVERNMENT.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Before the
Orders of the Day are called, I would like
to ask the leader of the Government whe-
ther he has considered the urgent appeal
which I made to have the correspondence
between the Governor General and myself,
as the leader of the late Government at the
time of its resignation, laid upon the Tabie
of the House. in order that it may be under
our observation in connection with the de-
bate on the Address.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier). I
have, Mr. Speaker, and I have seen no rea-
son to depart from the decision which I in-
timated to the hon. gentleman the other day.
My intention is to have this cmre\pmldenco
laid upon the Table of the House immedi-
ately after the passage of the Address. and
tio have it printed, so that it can be in the
hands of all the members of the House be-
fore it comes up for discussion.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS EXCEL-
LENCY'S SPERCH.

'The House proceeded to the counsideration
of His Excellency’s Speech at the opening
of the session.

" Mr. McINNES. Before proceeding to dis-
cuss the matters which are referred to in
the Speech from the Throne, I wish to ac-
knowledge the compliment which is paid
by the Government to British Columbia upon
this occasion, in selecting a representative
from that province to take part in the pre-
liminary proceedings of this Parliament.
This is the first occasion upon which this
honour has been done to my province : and
although it is a mere honour. and as such
is of little practical importance, yet, Sir, I
hope I am justified in regarding the circum-
stance as evidence that at last we have a
Government in power in this country that
recognizes the importance of, and is pre-
pared to pursue a policy of generous treat-
ment towards that great far west. Unfor-
tunately, the Government which has con-
trolled the affairs of this country in the past.
has not given that considerate treatment
to the west which its importance and its

probable future entitled it to. With respect
to their general trade policy, it militated

against the development of the west; it
handicapped those who were engaged in
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fhose enterprises which were calculated to
develop the resources of the west, as it com-
pelled those persons either to pay enormous
import taxes to the Dominion Government,
or to pay large tribute to the Canadian
Facitic Railway. The result was that
it produced a condition of stagnation in
the development of those resources in
that province, which has continued through-
out a number of years. And although
during the last year or two. this in-
activity has been burst through in one
or two directions, yet that is entirely
due to the irrepressible energy and persever-
ance of the pioneer prospectors of that coun-
try, and not to any kindly conditions which
were imposed on it by the late Governinent.
Of course, I recognize, and I freely admit,
that there was a time in the history of the
Conservative party when they did pursue a
progressive policy towards the west ; but,
unfortunately, the working out of that pol-
icy even at that time was marked by a
number of sgrious mistakes and instances
of crude legislation which tended to keep
back the progress of the country. But
years have elapsed since the Conservative
party pursued that policy. Latterly, as I
have said, they have forgotten altogether
the former tendency of their policy towards
that part of the country. They have
failed to appreciate altogether the mag-
nificent resources and possibilities of
that section of the Dominion; they have
treated our demands and even our interests
with indifference, ang, in so far as they have
shown us any special treatment, it has been
characterized by such ignorance of local
conditions there as to have very materially
lessened the intended benefits. I have just
said, with respect to the working of the
trade policy, that it worked out disadvan-
tageously to that part of the Dominion ; but
also with respect to less important matters
which required special treatment, the late
Government have also shown a tendency to
treat us unjustly.

Let me state an instance. We have, for
the last five years, contributed to the Do-
minion treasury on an average about $2,-
000,600 per annum. The largest amount we
have received back in any one year, to cover
all public expenditures in the direction of all
special appropriations for public works, has
amounted to only $1,200,000. The result has
been a direct annual drain on that province
for the last five years, of something like
three-quarters of a million dollars. That
circumstance, taken in.connection with an-
other circumstance which is equally known,
that the people of British Columbia con-
tribute three times as much per capita in
federal taxation as the people of any other
province, makes the injustice shown to-
wards our province complete, and no won-
der, in view of facts like these, and the ad-
ditional fact that we require special treat-
ment on account of the almost insuperable
difticulties with which we have to contend,

we no longer see the solid six supporting a
Conservative Government. 8ir, there has
been a change of sentiment out there. That
change has been based on good. solid and
substantial reasons, and we are here to-day
as members from that provinee no longer
supporting that party. because the electors
in British Columbia bhave no longer
faith in that party. We are here demand-
ing fair-play ; we ask for greater justice
and more considerate treatment, and if we
receive these, no doubt in return we will
show the people of the east an expansion of
trade, a development of resources, and an
outburst of prosperity which will simply as-
tound members of this House. But, in
order that the House may understand. in
its fullness, the wrongs that have been done
to the western section of the country by the
late Government, it is necessary to com-
pare the natural conditions; out there with
the social conditions. Hon. members have
heard, undoubtedly, of the great natural re-
sources of British Columbia, but although
they may have heard them praised to the
sky, they have not heard those resources
praised too highly. We have resources
which make British Columbia the most
favoured spot on this continent, if not in
the world. as regards natural wealth. We
have our timber limits. mighty forests prac-
tically without limit, of fir., cedar and pine:
we have our fishing industries. which can
be developed to almost any extent:; we
have enormous deposits of coal, enough in
my own district to warm and run this con-
tinent for centuries; we have deposits of
copper and iron, inexhaustible : and. above
all. we have, as the House Is aware, the
precious metals, our hills and mountains
honeycombed with these minerals, and
I might almost say, the beds of all our rivers
are laid with gold and silver. I say all. in
order to express the extent of cur wealth, be-
cause there is a peculiar fact in connection
with the mineral wealth or British Colum-
bia, and it is that the precious metals are
not limited to any particular section, the
whole country being one great mineral
region through which gold and silver are
thickly distributed. Unlike other countries.
Africa and Australia, we have this distri-
bution of precious metals through the whole
length and breadth of the province. To-
day you are hearing something of Kootenay
and Cariboo, but I can assure this House
that within a year or so at the outside, hon.
members will be equally familiar with the
names of Alberni and Texada. The people
have not heard of these regions simply be-
cause time is required to develop the mines
and to place them on a dividend-paying
basis, at which time they are first heard
of. To show what the possibilities of the
great mining industry of British Columbia
are, let me say that at Rossland, the centre
of the Kootenay district. whereas two years
ago it boasted of but fifty inhabitants, to-
day the population is nearly 5,000 ; - that
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whereas two years ago the prospectors
brought out a few little Dbits of gold,
samples to lay before investors, at the pre-
sent time there are mines in operation
which this year will contribute to the
wealth of this country. 1i believe, upwards
of $10.000.000. When it is considered that
this is only one small section which con-
tributes that wealth to the Dominion, with
no more mines in operation than can be
counted on the fingers, and when we can
state it as an assured fact that there are a
dozen centres of equal importance to Koot-
enay. which will undoubtedly spring up
within the next few years, the House will
begin to understand the tremendous import-
ance this industry will assume in the near
future in British Columbia. But If we are
to derive full value from the gold industry
in that province, I suggest as worthy of
the consideration of the Government. the
establishment of a mint in that province.
It is a peculiar fact that all other colonies
of the Empire have mints, where they pro-
duce their own currency ; and although
from a commercial standpoint it would un-
doubtedly he advantageous to British Col-
umbia to have a mint there, yet I think
there are considerations of a more national
character which will commend this sugges-
tion to the Government, and I hope they
will see that it will be in the interest of
that industry to estahlish a mint. and that
there is no place more suitable for the es-
tablishment of that institution than British
Columbia. 'There is another report going
the rounds of the press just now. 1 ohserve,
and that is a suggestion to establish a De-
prartment of Mines. This suggestion if car-
ried into effect would have a tendency to
stimulate gold mining and other classes of
mining in British Columbia. In this con-
r.ection, of course, there can be no doubt
+hat if that department were established,
British Columbia would receive Cabinet
representation. as undoubtedly the portfolio
of that department would almost as a right
belong to that province ; but whether we
receive Cabinet representation in that way
or not, I hope the importance of giving
British Columbia representation at the
Council board of this Dominion will not be
cverlooked. In British Columbia we regard
this representation now as a matter of right.
Whether you compare our population and
our representation in this House with those
of other provinces, or whether you regard
our province and our right in this regard
from the revenue producing standpoint, we
are more than entitled to Cabinet represen-
tation compared to some of the other pro-
vinces. But, Sir, if you censider the influx of
population which undoubtedly will pour into
that province in the near future ; if you con-
sider the difference in the conditions of life
in that province, as compared with the con-
ditions of life in the east; if you consider,
above all, the great future which is before

Mr. McINNES.
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that province, 1 think all hon. gentlemen wist
agree, that British Columbia should recéive
proper recognition from the rest of Canada.
I am pleased to know that the interests of
my province are being considered by the pre-
sent Government, and although the late
Government did make a step towards recog-
nizing the rights of British Columbia, I am
glad that the Liberal Government is prepar-
ing to give them a fairer and a fuller recog-
nition. Sir, I spoke of the influx of popula-
tion which will undoubtedly 'flow into the
province of British Columbia. There can
be no doubt about that, because there is
nothing which draws population and immi-
gration to a country like the glitter of gold.
We rest assured in British Columbia that
come what may we will have a large popu-
lation. and because of this certainty. we are
not perhaps so much 'interested in the ques-
tion of immigration as are other paris of the
Dominion ; for instance ‘Manitoba and the
North-west. Different policies of immigra-
tion have been spoken of, buf it seems to
me, Sir, that the best immigration policy
is a policy which will promote natural
trade conditions. It seems to me preposter-
ous to speak of introducing population into
this country when the conditions of life are
such that our population will not remain
with us. When the conditions are such in
this country, that we cannot even retain our
native-born population, what is the necessity
for spending large sums of money in en-
deavouring to induce people from the old
country to'come here. We want to make the
conditions of life in Canada easy for our

L people, and so attractive that when immi-

grants come here they will remain with us.
Our country is a grand country, capable of
maintaining in prosperity millions of peopie.
Good wine needs no push, and, Sir, if the
present Government—as i have no doubt
they will—if they establish trade conditions
over this country which will promote pros-
perity. there will be no trouble about the
immigration question. Might I be permit-
ted, Mr. Speaker, to refer to a phase of the
immigration question which particularly
concerns my own province. This particular
class of immigration to which I refer affects
British Columbia more than it does any pro-
vince in the Dominion. 1 speak of the imini-
gration of Chinese. I shall not weary the
House with any extensive references to. this
question to-day. because it will undoubtedly
be brought before your attention in a more
particular manner before the session closes.
However, at the present time, I wish to take

‘this early opportunity of expressing my con-

fidence that this Parliament will recognize
that the importation of hordes of Chinese
coolies such as are coming to British Co-
lumbia at the present time, is detrimental
to the best interests of that province. and.
Sir, I hope on an early occasion to show that
if you regard this matter from a national
standpoint as well as provincial, it will be



found that it is highly desirable that restric-
tion should be placed on Chinese immigra-
tion.

Now,.Sir, I started out to show what were
the natural conditions in the west and in
British Columbia particularly. I wish to
show. that the conditions which exist in that
province to-day are a crowning proof of the
inadequacy of the policy of the late Gov-
ernment. We have enormous natural
wealth in that province. but while that is
true, it is unfortunately equally true that we
have no great measure of prosperity. There
are evidences of want and of poverty in the
midst of all this abundance and plenty, and
it seemis to me, that there must be some clear
reason why these two conditions should ex-
ist side by side. I do not know why there
should be poverty in British Columbia un-
less it be that the Government which has
contreolled the affairs of this country in the
past. has removed the natural advantages
of the country from the grasp and control
of the great majority of the people. What
is true with respect to British Columbia is
true also of the North-west Territories and
Manitoba. There are in those parts of our
Dominion immense opportunities for people
to take up homes. and live a happy and
prosperous life. They have rich and fertile
prairies enormous in their extent and
wonderful for their fertility of soil. But
Sir. as you know, Manitoba and the North-
west Territories are not populated. You
can travel for hours through that country
without seeing the hut of a settler, and the
whole of that wvast domain is alimnost as
virgin as it was when the buffalo roamed
on the plains. It was in connection with this
portion of Canada that a certain gentleman
who stands very high in political circles in
Canada, made wonderful prophecies which
earned for him the name of the great
stretcher. But, Sir, so far as any prophecy
he has indulged in with respect to the
North-west and Manitoba is concerned, that
prophecy does not entitle him to any such
distinction. If the existing condition of
things in.that country is ridiculously differ-
ent from what he prophesied, it does not
prove that he was a great stretcher. It, how-
ever, proves what is more important, and
that is, that the policy which he and his
colleagues sought to inflict upon this coun-
try was utterly inadequate for the develop-
ment of Canada, and what applies in that
regard to our western countiry is in a
sense true of the whole Dominion. Ours
is undoubtedly a rich country. rich in
natural resources. rich in the fertility of its
soil and rich in its mines. Our people are
energetic, economical and persevering, and
let me ask why it is, that in view of all
this, poverty and depression exists ? Why
have some of our people to make such a
desperate struggle to gain a miserable ex-
isfence ? Sir, I think there can he but one
reason and only one reason, and that s,
that while the opportunities of this coun-
try ‘are great, and while our natural ad-
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vantages are enormous, it has been ren-
dered possible for these advantages to be
cornered by a favoured few. While it is
said by some that a Government cannot
cause depression or prosperity, 1 consider,
Sir, that in so far as the late Government
has fostered a system of monopolies in this
country, which turned froin the grasp of the
people the blessings which nature conferred
upon them. they are responsible very largely
for the depression which has existed in Cana-
da for the last few years. Sir, some of us—aml
some of the hon. gentlemen possibly on the
other side of the House, may have doubted
a short time ago that there was any de-
pression in this country ; but since we have
won our seats we can no longer think that,
for I do not suppose that there is a member
here who has not been deluged by applica-
tions—in many cases from men of culture,
refinement and ability—for some miserable
petty position. Is that not an evidence that
the existing conditions of things is such that
the people wish to fler from this struggle
for existence ?

But I was speaking of monopoly, Sir. I
said that the Government had created and
fostered monopolies in this country ; and the
placing of all the opportunities for wealth
in this country in the hands of these few
monopolists is the reason why prosperity has
not been very general among our peopie.
Just look at that for a moment. You will
see that every condition to the gaining of an
existence in this country is characterized
by monopoly. Our whole land system—with-
out entering into a discussion of Henry
Georgeism—is based on the principle of mo-
nopoly. We will not discuss that matter ;
but the late Government aggravated the pre-
vailing condition of affairs by giving enor-
mous grants of land to people to hold at
their own sweet pleasure. For instance,
in giving to the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company that magnificent heritage in the
North-west Territories, they have done an
enormous injury not only to the present but
to future generations. I say, then, that the
land, as a condition of existence, is mono-
polized. Look at the different branches of
trade, and you will find the same condition
of affairs. The National Policy undoubtedly
fostered monopolies which could not have
existed but for the enormous protection
granted them. Look at the means of con-
veyance in this country, and you will find
them also in the hands of monopolists. So
I say that every condition to an existence—
land, trade, means of conveyance—is mono-
pelized, and it is for that reason. I say again,
that the opportunities afforded by this coun-
try have not been enjoyed by the people as
they should have been.

These monopolists have run this country
so long that, like all people who rule a
country for a considerable length of time,
they have become impressed with the idea
that it was their natural right to rule. They
became 8o strong and powerful in the couun-
try that they not only controlled its com-
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merce, but actually controlled the Govern-
ment which in the first instance created
them, and the Government, entrenched be-
hind such a powerful influence, also became
possessed with the idea. like the old kings.
that they had a divine right to rule. But,
fortunately for this country, they discover-
ed on the 23rd of last Juze that whatever
may have been their right to rule, they had
no right to ruin ; and even after the people
had pronounced against tlie Government,
after they had expressed their want of con-
fidence in them, those gentlemen clung to
office and gave an exhibition of lust for
power which, whether constitutional or not,
was certainly most indecent.

But in all these matters, as you know, the
people finally rule ; the rights of th~
people are finally triumphant, and it was
not suarprising that the hon. leader of the
Opposition, like a certain other Charles, who
history tells us, was very fond of official
abuse and dictatorial methods, had to bow
his head to an indignant and outraged pub-
lic. On the 23rd of June last the people of
this country most unmistakably declared
their discontent and dissatisfaction at the
condition of the country, and expressed a
desire for a change. Sir, that change has
come about; and it seems to me that the
people on that occasion commissioned the
new Governnment to inaugurate a new ad-
ministration of affairs in this country—to
tear down those monopolies which were in
possession of rights belonging to the people,
and to broaden out the opportunities for
wealth, so that there would be brought
about an era of more general prosperity
throughout the country. That, Sir, I take
it, is the work of the Iiberal Government
to-day. For what is liberalism if it is not
relentiess opposition to all class privileges—
if it is not the spirit that declares every man
to have an equal right to commmon oppor-
tunities at the hand of the state ? That is
the liberalism wanted in Canada to-day.
That is the liberalism which makes a de-
mocracy possible, and which alone can
make a democracy great. We want more of
that kind of liberalism, that justice to hu-
manity, which was celebrated by the young
Scottish ploughman when he sang :

‘“ A man’'s & man for a' that.”

It is pleasing, therefore, to find in the Speech
from the Throne an assurance that this new
Administration realizes the importance of
recognizing the interests and rights of the
great mass of the people. With respect to
-the tariff, they give us an assurance that so
far as it operates at present &s a burden on
the people, they are prepared materially to
lighten that burden. It is pleasing and re-
assuring to see that they realize the exist-
ing conditlon of affairs ; becai:.', while we
on this side of the House are not socialists,
while we do not wear red shirts nor carry
daggers, yet we do see that the conditions
.of soclety at the present day are becoming

Mr. McINNES.

strained, and relief must be given to those
who are suffering from an enforced condi-
tion of poverty in our country, and if this
relief is not forthcoming from these legis-
lative halls, it will be enacted in the streets.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Ob, oh.

Mr. McINNES. Hon. gentlemen laugh:
but, Sir, it appears to me that those who
laugh most at that statement fail most to
recognize the existing condition of affairs ;
for justice is crying out for a redress of the
grievances which are felt in every city and
home in this country, and that ery can no
longer be withstood or ignored.

There is another assurance in the Speech
from the Throne with respect to the trade
question, and that is, that a searching in-
quiry will be made into the question. That
shows that the Government, while intend-
ing to do justice to one section of the com-
munity, have not the slightest intention of
doing injustice to any other section of the
community. This announcement in the
Speech from the Throne must be reassuring
to the business people of Canada ; but, Sir.
while it is true that the business people of
the country have every right to receive con-
sideration, and while their rights and in-
terests are in a sense vested and must be
respected, 1 hcpe the fact will not be lost
sight of that there are other rights and in-
terests in this country which are just as
vested, but which have not been respected
in the past. There are other rights just as
strongly based upon the principle of justice
as any rights that c¢can be bought for a
few dollars. These rights, commonly called
vested, are merely speculative rights, and I
hold that they have not the same importance
and are not entitled to the same regard as
those rights of a higher nature to which 1
have just alluded. So much for the tariff.
I think that the assurance in the Speech
from the Throne that justice will be done
to all parties can be taken in the spirit in
which it is meant. Justice will be done to
all parties ; but I hope that the Government,
when dealing with a revision of the tariff,
will see that so far as the tariff affords any
protection at all, that protection will be
afforded to those who most need protection.

The Speech fromn the Throne then deals
with the Manitoba school question and gives
the assurance that before next session this
question will in all probability be scttled.
That must come as a great relief to all
classes in the community. Sir, it 1s gratify-
ing to notice that the present Adwninistra-
tion are pursuing the same policy which
they so earnestly advocated while in oppo-
sition ; and when giving the assurance that
they are likely to succeed in settling this
matter, it was scarcely necessary for them
to breathe into that Speech from the Throne
the spirit of conciliation, because concila-
tion is the only method by which questions
of this kind can be settled. The Speech
from the Throne does mnot declare along
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what lines this settlement will proceed. We
do not know what terms of settlement will
be arrived at, but I think we may take for
granted that the settlement. when finally
reached, will be in accord with the libaral
principle of provincial rights. I think we
may take for granted that it will be in bar-
mony with progressive modern thought, and
will in no way violate the principle of self-
government. It must have been a matter of
regret to all parties that this qugstion was
ever introduced into Dominion politics, and
it is a matter of greater regret *hat it should
have been introduced for the express pur-
pose of furthering party ends. for I vake it
there can now be very little doubt that the
late Government did introduce this «ques-
tion into Dominion politics as the very last
hope of their retaining power. They knew.
as well as the people throughout the coun-
try knew. that they had forfeited the sup-
port and respect and confidence of the coun-
try ; they knew that the corruption and in-
iquities which marked their admiaisira-
tion had alienated from them the contidence
of the people; they knew there was a
general dissatisfaction throughout tne coun-
try consequent upon the failure of the
National Policy. They knew those things,
and as a last hope they sought to stir up
religious and racial strife, thinking that by
this means their iniquities and shortcomn-
ings would be lost sight of and that they
would secure the support of one of the con-
tending elements. Sir, they did not liesi-
tate to set creed against creed, race against
race, province against province. They did
not hesitate to create a fermentation which
practically led the people of this country to
the verge of civil war.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. McINNES. Hon. gentlemen smile.

butI think I am within the mark in making

that statement. They brought the diiierent
elements into a position of the preatest
antagonism—it would be impossible to
imagine greater antagonism without open
violence—and they did this, altogether for
party ends ; and these are the men who for
years have been deluging this country with
political clap-trap about patriotism and
loyalty and the unity of Canada. Sir, they
would not hesitate to disrupt this whole con-
federation if they could thereby gratify
their inordinate greed for power. If you
have any doubts about that, consider the
situation to-day. The fight has beezn fought,
the principle of coercion has been contended
for. It was contended for by one hon. gen-
tleman who was prepared, you will 1emem-
ber, to lay down his life for it. But now
that the fight has been fought, what Go we
find ? Where is the principle of cocrcion to-
day which these hon. gentiemen were con-
tending for ? They have discarded it, they
have thrust it to the winds, and 1 am con-
strained to ask whether the hon. leader of
the Opposition has thought better of lis life,
since the new Government came into power,

or whether he has thought less of that prin-
ciple.: But worse than that, to show what
opportunists, whiat mere opportunjsts, we
have to contend against, you need but go to
North Grey to-day. What is the cry there ?
Sir, after the late Government had used
every effort to gain the support of the pro-
vince of Quebec, after it had :done every-
thing and was prepared to do everything
to flatter their religious or racial instinets,
after having failed in their efforts to com-
pel the people of that province, by the 1most
ungodly use of godly influences, to sup-
port them, what do we find ? We iind ihat
rather with the hearts of a foiled seducer
than with the spirit of a great party, :hey
now turn upon that province and malign
the character and nobleness of that pro-
vince which they could neither win nor
conquer. We find that up in North Grey to-
day they are howling about French domi-
nation. forgetting altogether that they were
the party who tried hardest to secure that
French support in this IIouse. ‘Having iail-
ed to do this, they now raise the cry that
this country is being subjected to French
domination.

Sir, they have failed to hit the mark alto-
gether. They have lost their power, and a
sort of insanity appears to have seized them

similar to that which possesses a she-bear

who has lost her cubs. But even that does
not explain their condition, for although we
cannot expect them to see things in a normal
way, yet in casting around for the reason
for their loss of power. they ought to be able
to see that the reason they are not on this
side of the House is not because the
French Canadian people of Quebec have
turped against them, but because they have
torfeited the confidence and respect of the
young element of the electors of this coun-
try. It was not the French in Quebec nor
thie Orange nor the Protestant or English
vote in Ontario or anywhere else that re-
turned this Government to power. It was
the youngz element in Quebec and Ontario
and throughout the whole country. IHave
you ever, Sir, censidered the fact that of
those who .cast the first vote on the 23rd of
June last, thousands cof them had attained
the age of 29 before they could exercise
their franchise ? As you know, iive years
elapsed between the Jast general olection
and the election before that. The clection
before that was made on lists which were
three years old, which meant that the man
who had attained his majority in 1S88, the
day after the lists were made up. had no
right to exercise his franchise until the 23rd
of June last. Thus tens of thousands of
young electors, between the :1ges of 22 and
29, cast their first vote on the 23rd «f June
last. That is the element which placed in
power this new Government. I do not
think I am exaggerating when 1 say that
80 per cent of the young electaorate of this
country are believers in the principles of
Liberalism, and have been attracted to the
Liberal party, by the justice of its cause,
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the clean records of its leaders. and their
lofty and national sentiments. And 1 camn

assure this Government that as long as they |

possess these principles, as long as they
endeavour to work them out in a definite
programme of progress and prosperity, they
will have the support of the yourng men of
this country and will retain the respect and
confidence of that ever recruiting class.
Before I conclude, Mr. Speaker, I wish
to express the confidence in the Government
which is prevalent throughout this country.
On this side of the House we are proud to
regard the present Government as the best
that has ever held power in Canada. Whe-
ther this be true or not, whether this be a
right estimate or not, I do not know ; but.
Sir, one thing is certain—that this Goveru-

ment is composed of the ablest and purest

and most honourable men that can be
brought together in Canada to-day. It is
because 1 believe our honoured leader and
the distinguished gentlemen whom he has
associated with him in the Government will
do what is right and fair by all classes and
sections of this community : because I be-
lieve, Sir, they also appreciate the import-
ance, the national importance of developing
that greater Canada beyond the lakes, and
that greater west beyond the Rockies ; be-
cause I have every confidence that they will
strive to make broad the foundations of our
nat.onal life and to build up in this Canada
of ours a democracy greater and truer than
any the world knows, that I am pleased to
move this Address in reply to the Speech
from the Throne.

Mr. LEMIEUX. (Translation). Mr. Speak-
er. in accepting the task of seconding the
motion for the adoption of th2 Address in
reply to the Speech from the Throne, 1 did
not disguise from myself how ungrateful is
the task and onerous the burden involved.

More accustomed to another atmosphere,
I do not, I hasten to avow. feel quite at
ease in this Chamber, where the rules of
debate circumscribe one, derying to elo-
quence itself the right to move the heart,
appealing only to logic and reason. How-
ever, Mr. Speaker, if. as has been said.

“ noblesse oblige,” youth also compels ; and

as in seconding the motion of the hon. mem-
ber for Vancouver, I have the great honour
to be more especially the spokesman of the
deputation from the province of Quebec. I
submit, therefore, with good grace to the
arduous task which has been imposed upon
me ; at the same time claiming your indul-
gence.

Your election, Sir, as First Commoner of
this House has been greeted with pleasure
by the old French province of Quebec,
where you were born, where you obtained
your education, where you have learned our
language and studied our literature, and of
which you have made yourself the generous
defender during the course of your political
career. It is a most agreeable duty for me

‘Mr. McINNES.

to offer you. on behalf of my colleazues,
this testimony of our sympathy.

The important events which have taken
place in the country during over a year of
political agitation. the henceforth historic
date of the 23rd of June. and the notable
changes which have been brought about in
the constitution of this House. are cause
that at this moment. from one end of Can-
ada to the other, from the seacoast of Gaspé
to the far-famed Eldorados of British Col-
umbia, general attention is rivetted upon us.

However, if we except the Supplies which
this House will be called upon to vote for
Her Majesty's Government, the work of
this session should be of short duration and
will necessarily be of little importance.

The advanced period of the year. the short
interval of time which separates the two
Parliaments, the haste with which it was
necessary to prepare and revise the Esti-
mates, are so many obstacles which have
prevented the new JAdministration from
bringing forward. during this session, those
measures of public policy upon which we
had counted. The Speech from the Throne,
however, gives us an insight into important
reforms, the accomplishment of which will
be hailed with pleasure by the whole coun-
try.

No change will be made in the tariff, for
the present at ieast. This announcement,
while reassuring to those who have their
capital invested in the various industries
with which our young country is dotted.
need not alarm the agricultural community,
whose shoulders have until now been so
heavily burdened by such heavy taxes and
who. during the last general elections., have
so emphatically declared in favour of a
change of regime. that is to say. for tariff
reform. The Ministers will put themselves
in touch with all classes of the population,
and their work will consist mainly in re-
moving the shocking inequalities foisted
upon our fiscal system by twenty years of
extreme protection. The Government, Mr.
Speaker, does not aim at revolution, but at
peaceful reform and at the reconciliation of
conflicting interests., without any disturb-
ance or violent crisis : such is their ideal.
This scheme of tariff reform, I am aware,
will meet with systematic opposition from
those interested. The selfish interests fos-
tered by the present system. the men who
had cherished the hope of living a quiet life
here below, have an instinctive ablorrence
of any change ; but they should remember
the old Latin adage * Vita in motu ™ (there
is life in motion). Like all who have abused
their power, they should be prepared to
submit philosophically to the alterations
brought about by the exercisz of the elec-
toral suffrage.

In this work of tariff revision, the Govern-
ment will, I have no doubt, have a due re-
gard for public opinion. They will proceed
gradually, without too much precipitation,
so as to relieve, with care and discernment

rd
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the farmer, the artisan and the fishermean

from the grasp of certain industries.
The Speech from the Throne also deals
with the Manitoba schools question.

The

settlement of this vexed question,  which

has given rise to such stormy debates, was

no further advanced at the dissolution of -

Parliament, three months ago, than it was
six years since. For motives which I do not
see fit to scrutinize or qualify. the Conserva-
tive party has done nothing but procrastin-

ate, postpone and dilly-dally with this ques--
tion every time it was brought before the .

House during the last Parliament. It was
only at the last hour, after a ministerial
crisis, unprecedented in parliamentary an-

nals, when all delays had expired. that a-
Bill full of imperfections and more remark--

able for what it left out than for what it
contained, was proposed. The School FEill
had been dignified with an imposing title,
but in reality it contained two radical vices
which rendered it unacceptable to one side
as to the other. This Bill guarantecd no-

e¢choing the opinion of the large majority
of the electors of this country in expressing
my sincere satisfaction at the signal trimmph
achieved by the Liberal party at the last
elections. After twenty years of ostracism,
of bitter combats, of repeated defeats. the
Liberal party resumes the helm of affairs
with a revival of youth, of vigour und of
cnergy. With leaders of integrity, a scrupa-
lous economy in the administration ot puulic
affairs, a firm and vigorous adhesion to the
path of reform and progress, with respect
fcr the constitution, with fidelity to its pro-
mises and attachment to its traditions, the
people expect much from the Liberal party.
Like the signal placed on the mast which
protceets the ships from the rocks and shoals,
the ILiberal party is also bound to guide

rand protect with jealous care the country
~whos2 destinies have been entrusted to it

thing substantial toe the Catholic minority -

of Manitoba, and at the same time antagon-

ized by its violent provisions those whose.
help and good-will were so necessary for:

the allaying of a dangerous agitation.

The

position then taken by the distinguished:

chief of the Liberal party was the most.

rational and the most equitable.

Let of the new era. which will be ealled the

us not forget that we live in a country:

composed of diverse elements, enjoying equal
rights. The races which inhabit it have the

some interests and are entitled to thie samne-

share of liberty, to the same right to bask in
the sunshine of liberty. But if conflicts arise
between them, conciliation and tolerance
should be resorted to, above everything else,
to dissipate prejudice, hatred and passion.
It was this wise and prudent policy which
was endorsed at the polls by the electorate.
Despite the manifestly unfair fight carried
on and the unjust attacks made upon it,
the Liberal party, we feel confident, will

so as to satisfy all parties interested. The
alliance, formed at the opening of the elec-
toral campaign, and which offers a striking

Cess.

ters, and his name alone is a tallsman. As
to the eminent gentleman whom we are so
happy to see in the position of Prime Min-
ister, his past career is a sufficient guaran-
tee of the tact which he will display in the
settlement of so irritating a question on the
lines of justice and equity. In this work
of pacification, the Government ask the
active co-operation of all those who believe
in the future of Canada. My task, Mr.
Speaker, is now accomplished, but before
resuming my seat, I belleve I will but be

2

‘ties and responsible

At the beginning of this century. in the first
Canadian Parliament, when an intriguing
and ambitious party diverted the publie
funds from their proper destination and
smothered the popular liberties, the TLiberal
party was ever to the fore and energetieally
insistad upon respect for rights aud fran-
chises trampled under foot. Out of this
memorable fight were born our public liber-
government. By a
curious return of humar evants, at the dawn

20th century. the Canadian people. instruct:d
by past events and moved by a sentiment
of gratitude. confide anew their destinies
to their defenders of old. But, Sir. despite
the verdict so freely and so spontancously
given by the electorate on June 23rd last,
a discordant note continues to be raised. A

:group of public men and journalists whom

I would not confound with what was once
the great Comservative party, exert them-
selves to raise the cry of French domination.

. because, for the first time since confedera-
 tion, the Prime Ministar is of Frencl origin.

It is , ad -
settle this Manitoba school question, a few : ¢ true, and I am glad to avow ft.

months hence, without disturbance or shock, . ;nother of the confederated provinces. hailed

the old French province of Quebee. the

! with pride and joy the day when the hon.
- Premier was callad by His Excelleney the

. Govern ¢ X T0V-
analogy to that between Lafontaine and: G or General to take the reins of Gov

Baldwin, is already an assured pledge of SUC-| honour, if not to the English Liberal party,

The noble veteran of the Liberal party i h Y
in the province of Ontarlo, Sir Oliver Mowat, | who, in 1889, without considering the race
kas been for the last quarter of a century, .

the champion of liberty in educational mat-:

ernment. But to whom do we owe this

and the religion of Mr. Blake’s young lieu-
tenant, have given him the command. re-
lying upon his proverbial integrity, on his
political ganius and on his.grand eloquence ?
The province of Quebec is, no doubt, legiti-
mately delighted at the result of the elec-
tions, but, Sir, more than any other, you
can testify that she has no desire to domi-
nate. Her dream, as I said, is not to domi-
nate but to meet in friendly rivalry with the
English provinces upon a ground where the
fcot is sure, where the hand is free and
where the heart will feel neither weakness
nor shame ; and that ground is Canada,
our common country. And let me repeat

REVISED BDITION.
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here the language used by the Prime Min-
ister before his electors at St. Rechs: ‘“ We
are French Canadians, but our country is not
confined te the territory shadowed by the
citadel of Quebec. Our country ! it is all that
which is covered by the British flag on the
~American cortinent, the fertile lands whiech
border the Bay of IFundy, the valley of the

interests, and see whether we also, in our day
and generation, may not perform something
worthy to be remembered. Let us cultivate a
true spirit of union and harmozny. Let our con-
ceptions be enlarged to the circle of our
duties. Let us extend our ideas over the whole
of the vast field in which we are called to act.
Let our otject be our country, our whole coun-
try and nothing but our country. And by the

St. Lawrence, the region of the great lakes, | blessing of God may that country itself become
the prairies of the wext, the Rocky Moun-; a2 vast monument not of domination and terror,
tains and the lands bathed by that cele-!but of wisdcm, of peace, and of liberty, upon
brated occan where the breezes are as gentle ; ;‘;?gfh the world may gaze with admiration for

as those of the Mediterranean.” i

The future of this country depends to ai Mr. SPEAKER. I would like to know the
large extent on the sentiments which its' pleasure of the House as to taking the Ad-
several nationalities entertain towards each:dress en bloe, or paragraph by paragraph ?
other, on tlge spirit of. to]grance or iutoler-; Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Paragraph by
ence of which they will give proof. As m‘iparagraph.

ready said, Sir. and it cannot too often be! . .
repeated, English and French are called! Mr. SPEAKER. The question is on the
“upon to play in America the glorious 1'oleiﬁl‘St paragraph.
France and England have played on the!
other side of the ocean. To us belongs the! On paragraph 1,
noble mission of continuing on the virgin: Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, it
soil of the New World the immortal work . now becomes my duty to tender my con-
achieved by those two proud nations on the gratulations to the hon. mover and seconder
bistoric soil of Europe. Our fellow-citizens|of the Address which has just been listened
of English origin have brought with them !to with so much attention by the House. I
from the banks of the Thames that practical ; cannot help feeling, however, that so far as
spirit, that sense of business and that com- | the hon. memebr for Vancouver (Mr. Mc-
mercial genius which have placed them un- | Innes) is concerned, that duty, very vigor-
disputably at the liead of commerce, of :ously discharged, was discharged rather in
finance and of industry. They have above all | an aggressive form, and I cannot therefore,
brought with them that art of governingfquite tender the same hearty congratula-
men, whick they possess to such a high tions to the hon. gentieman that I would
degree, and which their ancestors have un-: otherwise have it in my power very gladly
doubtadly borrowed from the Romans. ito do. I noticed, however, a little incon-
We, of French origin, have preserved that i sistency in twe portions of the hon. gentle-
precious deposit which was bequcathed to us | man’s speech. In the first place he ex-
by France, when pressed great gratification at the fact that,
. . < {for the first time, the Government of Can-
Borms e el Biomee o Fepassd fAT® 8TIS"% |ada had honoured the province of British
. _ ' Columbia with due consideration—referring
We shall never lose that taste for the fine {to the invitation which tue hon. gentleman

arts and belles-lettres, that harmonious style, ;
- that pure and sonorous language, that tine]
flower of exquisite urbanity, in a word, that
thirst for the ideal which is the necessary.
complement of the Celtic character. If we
are generous cnhough to establish a fair com-
pensation between our faults and our re-
ciprocal qualities, we will give to the world
the spectacle of a people endowed with a
special type and physiogonomy, a jealous
guardian of rich national traditions, and re-
markable for its intellectual culture. Union
end concord ought to preside over all the
phases of our political existence, if the idea
of our country is to be our object, the de-
sideratum of each of us. In concluding, Mr.
Speaker, I cannot do better than quote with
passing emphasis the words which Daniel
Webster addressed to his fellow-citizens and
which at the present moment are replete
with interest:

In a day of peace let us advance the arts of
peace and the works of peace. Let us develop
the resources of our land, call forth its powers,
bulld up its Iinstitutions, promote all its great

Mr. LEMIEUX.

had received to move the Address in reply
to the Speech from the Throne. Before the
hon. gentleman finished, however, he made a
very earnest and very impassioned—and, of
course, a very unselfish—appeal to the Gov-
ernment to do for their supporters from the
provinee of British Columbia what the pre-
vious Government had done. I was inclined
to believe that the hon. gentleman consider-
ed the compliment paid him in asking him
to move this Address was much greater than
that of having conferred a seat in the Cabi-
net and a portfolio upen a member from his
province. I do not intend, however, to tra-
verse the speech made by the hon. gentle-
man further than to say this: he referred
to the change of sentiment that had caused
the province of British Columbia to send a
majority of supporters of the present Gov-
ernment. Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman re
presents in his own person that change. But
for the presence of the hon. gentleman in
this House the Government would have no
majority in British Columbia, so that it is
the hon. gentleman’s presence that consti-
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pression that the hon. gentleman did not:

owe his seat in this House to any change
in popular sentiment in British Columbia as
between the political parties, but to the un-
fortunate

circumstance that the Govern-’

ment of which I had the honour to be the-

head was represented in the election contest
by two supporters, two gentlemen who of-

fered themselves as Conservatives with the.

hon. gentleman against them ; with the re-
sult that the hon. member for Vancouver
sits here having polled a minority of 450
votes. So far as British Colummbia is con-

cerned, it appears that the Government do-

not owe their majority in this House to any
change of sentiment in the province of
British Columbia, but to the unfortunate

circumstance that we had too many candi--
dates in the field, that two strong supporters-

of the Government of which I had the hon-

our to be the head competed on that occa-:

sion for a seat in this House, and thus en-’

abled the hon. gentleman to sit here, repre-
senting, as he does, a minority of 450 of the.
‘the fishermen as an earnest and an indica-

votes polled.

Now. Sir, I may say with reference to the .

remarks made by the hon. member

for !

Gaspé (Mr. Lemieux), that I listened to them .

with great attention, and with deep regret
that I was not able to follow more care-
fully the expression of his sentimenrs in the

beautiful language in which they were con- |
veyed. But 1 may say that 1T was a litile:
surprised to learn from that hon. gentle-:

man that the farmers and the fishermen

bad high hopes of deriving great benefit. at )
;tained. I say my deep regret, bheciuse, Sir,

from the recent change of Governinent. I
was under the impression that the late Gov-

ernment, and the Liberal-Conservative party . . :
i a gentleman of the nationality of my bon.
! friend occupying

for the last eighteen years, had done a
great deal to promote the interests of the
fishermien and of the farmers of Canada;
and I was under the impression that there
was no portion of this Dominion in which

the advantage resulting from the efforts of

a Conservative Government had been more |

marked than in the province of Quebec.
may be wrong, but I believe that in con-
nection with the efforts made by the late
Government, and by the very able man who
was placed at the head of the dairy depart-
ment, great services were rendered to the
farmers of Canada, and in a very marked
degree to the farmers of the province of
Quebec. I may also remind the hon. gen-
tleman that the Conservative Government
even exposed themselves to the charge by
hon. gentlemen then sitting on this side of
the House, of becoming dairymen, and in
fact of lowering the dignity of a govern-
ment, by the efforts they made to develop
the various industries in which the farming
population were so deeply interested. Now,
Sir, it may also be within the memory of the
House that on a certain occasion a treaty
was submitted to this House by the late
Right Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald, the
Washington Treaty of 1871 ; and the House

21, :
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will recollect that under that treaty an
award was made in favour of ihe Govern-
ment of Canada. by which Can:xda obtain-
ed some five millions and a halt, a million
of which went to Newfoundland. It will
be remembered that that treaty made by
the Right Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald as
one of Her Majesty’'s High Comaissioners
at Washington, was most strenuously op-
posed in this House by the Liberal party.
Hon. gentlemer opposite then sitting on this
side of the House gave the most vehement
opposition to that treaty, which, howaver,
was carried to a successtul completicn, and
under which the sum of $+.500,000 was re-
ceived from the award of the Commission
at Halifax, as representing the increased
value of our fisheries over fthiose of the
United States of America. It will be re-
membered that the policy of the Liberal-
Conservative Government was {o treat that
money as the property of the fishermen, and
the interest which it represented. which bas
increased recently from $150,000 to $160,000
a year, has been annually distribited amoug

tion of the deep interest that the Liberal-
Conservative Government and party tooi in
that very important and interesting class of
people.

Now, Sir, I do not intend to say more upon
that subject at this moment: it while
tendering my personal congratalations to
my hon. friend who has attained the Ligh
position of First Minister of the Crown in
Canada, I desire to express 1y de2n regiet
at the mode in which that object was at-

no person would be more proud, 1o person
would be more pleased than mys»If, to sce

that distinguished posi-
tion. But so far as my knowledge goes, 1
believe it is the first time in the histcery of
parliamentary government in which any
gentleman has attained the iriu.aph which
that hon. gentleman has attained, wiihout
having succeeded in obtaining a majority
upon any of the great issues upon which

: the two parties went to the country.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Obh, oh.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 1rud tbat
statement creates a little ammsam.nt on that
side of the House, but perhaps, I may be
permitted to point out the reasons and the
grounds upon which I make the statenient
that that hon. gentleman did oot succeed
in obtaining a majority on any of the great
issues that were submitted by th> two
parties when we went to the country. The
hon. gentleman is aware that in 1878 a very
sharp issue was created between the two
great parties in this country. The Govern-
ment of which the hon. the First Minister
was then a member, and of which the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) was the Finance Minister, were
pressed very urgently by the Opposition of
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that day, during the latter portion of the !should adopt a policy of continental free
period that they governed this country, totrade, of having one tariff between the Uni-
-make a substantial change in the tariff of  ted States of America and Canada. The
the country; and the issue was placed %hon. gentleman is aware that the policy of
broadly and squarely before the pzople of . the Opposition,.the new policy of unrestrict-
Canada as to whether the free trade policy ‘ ed reciprocity, met with a like defeat. and
to which those hon. gentlemen had pledged - the policy of affording efficient protection to
themselves, and to which they determined : Canadian industries was still maintained by
to stand, or the protection of Canadian in-:the eleciors of Canada.

dustries to which the Opposition were com-: In order to reach the point at which I am
mitted, should be the policy of Canada.:aiming, that of showing the issue which
The hon. gentleman knows that the result: was submitted to the country at the recent
on that issue was not doubtful, and he: election, I shall be obliged to read to the
knows that on the accession to power of the : House a few brief extracts that will place
Government of the Right Hon. Sir Joun A. ! in a clear and unmistakable manner before
Macdonald, measures were promptly taken :the House the policy upon which hon. gen-
to carry into effect the policy which liad: tlemen opposite stood when they went to
been ratified by the people of Canada. The | the country on the last occasion. ‘The hon.
hon. gentleman knows very well that when - jjember for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
the tariff was brought down by the lite la-' wright), who. as I have stated before. was
mented Sir Leonard Tilley, who crystallized | the financial head of the Mackenzie Admin-
the policy of the Liberal-Conservative party ' istration and who has always been recog-
into an act of Parliament, the hon. gen-!pijzed in this House as the great financial
tlemen opposite said that at all events we guthority and exponent of the fiscal po-
had carried out our pledges to the couatry ;  licy of the Liberal party, stated the policy
they admitted that there had been no falter-  of the Liberal party as appears at page 714
ing in carrying out the policy on which we of the * Hansard” of 1893. I do kot intend
went to the country, in the Act which we!tq go through the voluminous extracts I
submitted. Now, the hon. gentleman is also : aould give from various speeches made by
aware that in 1882 that same issue was sub- ; hon. gentlemen opposite and the stron.g
mitted to the people of Canada. For years!terms in which that policy was placed before
the hon. gentlemen forming Her Majesty’s ' the country, but I simply desire to place cn
Opposition in this House stood by their:pecord a very few extracts in order that
guns, and the battle was fought over that there should be a very clear understanding
lqustion litn tl;e lelection ;)f 1882; “ng Wwith a . a5 {0 what the issue was on the recent occa-
ike result. A large majority was fouund toigj id :

Coneirm e vergice of 1878, which had been | SO0 The bon. gentleman sald
given in such decisive tones, and it remain- | The hon. gentleman desires to know our pol-
ed the policy of Canada. There was another | °%. I f"““ tg” :‘°n'15e€“%nen wll}at lfms begn t"“’
issue, that of the construction of the Cana- {;°s;°{]a§°,’;;en’sw“:,e§€,;, this. villainous pl!'.:tez(z
dian Pacific Railway, but as that has ceased | {jyq system, which hasy been grinding out the
now to be an issue, I do not propose to refer | yitals of the people of this country. I do mot
to it. Then in 1837 the same issue wWas |care in what particular way the reptile is .des-
taken between the two parties in this coun- | troyed. I do not care whether it is cut off by
try, those still standing by the principles of | the head or the tail, or in the middle. I do not
free trade. and those still maintaining the | care whether it i8 by free trade, positive or abso-
policy which the country had adopted in the lute, or by revenue tariff, or by continental free
protection of Canadian industries, and with | trade.
a like result. Again the people of Canada | Then at a later date, in 1894, as will be seen
declared themselves in a very clear and un- | by reference to page 336 of * Hansard’ of
equivocal manner in favour of the policy of | that year. the hon. member for South Ox-
the Liberal-Conservative party and Gov-|ford used the following language :—
ernment in protecting Canadian industries.
In 1891, after these three defeats, hon. gen-| These hon. gentlemen challenge us—these con-
tlemen opposite finding that it did not seem sistent mortals who are shocked at our incon-

sistency demand our policy, and in especial they
to be exactly a successful policy on which demand mine. Sir, they shaill have it. I an-

to go to the country, constructed a New| o unced it years ago ; my policy from first to
policy, and that was a policy of unrestrict- | 1ast, ever since this infamous system was put on
ed reciprocity with the United States. It|the statute-book, has been to do away with pro-
was a rather long jump certainly from the | tection—how, I did not care.

policy of free trade to the adoption of the

A A h i Well, Sir, I think that will place satisfac-
Il)x;%ltxegg fgg‘%:ggt; L0 :lt’saﬁxgt:fw,nw?&‘f torily on record the views and sentiments of

out going into that question, for I do not the financial authority of the Liberal party

wish unduly to occupy the time of the in this House.

House, the issue joined in 1891 was on the| I come now to the views expressed by an-
question as to whether we should continue other high authority on that side of the
the policy of the Liberal-Conservative Gov- House, the hon. member for Queen’s., P.E.L
ernment and party of fostering and protect- | (Mr. Davies). 1 may say that the policy of
ing Canadian industries, or whether we unrestricted reciprocity was not exactly a

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. .
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success and that the party finding that it
did not appear to be the road to power, felt
it necessary that that policy should receive
its quietus, and the funeral obsequies were
performed by the hon. member for Queen’s,
who went down to Middieton, in the county
of Annapolis, N.S,, in 1893, for that purpose.
In a speech delivered there the hon. gentle-
man said :

Well, gentlemon, I need say no more. What-
ever doubts or difficulties there may have been
about understanding our trade policy in times
past, there is none now. Our platform is clear
and definite. ® * * To-day the people
of Canada stand face to face with :such an issue,
and the next contest is to be one between free |
trade and protection. ®* * * The policy |
of the Liberal party, on the contrary, is the re-
form of the tariff by the elimination from it of
every vestige of protection.

There can be nothing more clear and de-:
finite than the frank statement which the
hon. zentleman made as to the policy of the
great party to which he belonged. Then at;
Sussex. N.B., on January 4, 1896, a very|
recent date, that hon. gentleman, who is:
the leader of the party in the maritime |
provinces and a very able leader, gave ex-
pression to the following sentiments :— ‘

1

A 17 or 20 per cent tariff was high enoughi
to give encouragement to - any manufacturer’ i
if it were not. the manufacturers should go'!

down. i

No intelligent elector could obtain from that:
statement any opinion except that it was:
the determination of the Liberal party. if’
they came into power, to give a tariff of 17
per cent or at the outside 20 per cent, and if!
manufacturers could not live under it they!
must die. In 1891 the leader of the Govern-;
ment in May of that year, as will be seen|
by reference to page 27 of “ Hansard,” still
clung with a good deal of longing, notwith-|
standing the defeat of the party at thej
polls, to unrestricted reciprocity, and he|
used the following language :— ’

While they commit the mistake of basing their |
trade policy, uniformity of allegiance and a i
mere sentiment, we of the Liberal party main-:
tain that the policy of this country must be !
bagsed not upon sentiment but upon business:
principles ; and, fresh as we come from thei
people, I say that the only policy which will;
benefit this countiry is unrestricted reciprocity
and continental freedom of trade. Sir Charles
Tupper says in an article published a few days
ago in the *‘ North American Review,” that
the delusion, as he calls it, of unrestricted re-
ciprocity was dead and buried. Dead and buried !
I am as good an authority on the subject as
is Sir Charles Tupper, aud I say that it is maore
alive than ever.

Well, the hon. gentleman changed his opin-
fon upon that subject at a later period, and
he found that the statement which I have
ventured to make, that unrestricted reci-
procity was dead and buried, proved to he
true. And if any doubt remained. the fun-
eral obsequies of that ill-fated bantling, per-

formed by th2 hon. member for Queen’s
(Mr. Davies) for ever set at rest the question
as to what the fate of unrestricted reciproc-
ity had ever been. The hon. the First Min-
ister, however, revised his view in reference
to that, and he returned to his first love
free trade. He said not very long ago:

The Liberal party believe in free trade on
broad lines, such as exists in Great Britain ; and
upon that platform, exemplified as I have told
you, the Liberal party will fight its next battle.

That was a tolerably conclusive statement
as to what the views of the First Minister
were as to the issue between the two great
parties at the recent election. Then, as late
as the 22nd of January, 1896, the hon. the
First Minister said :

I have read in the ‘ Gazette” the statement
that if you remove protection, raw material
would no longer be free. I say that if we were
to have a revenue tariff, raw material would be
free. Raw materials are not free to-day under
the protective systemm. There are certain raw
materials which are free. Wool is free ; thank
heaven they have not thought of taxing it. Cot-
ton is free, also, but is iron free ? Cotton is a
raw material, and wool is a raw material for
certain manufactures. but there are two articles

‘ which are raw material of every manufacturer,
i and these articles are coal and iron, and are

they free ? If you have a revenue tariff, the
object will be to develop the country, and all
raw material should be free uader such a

i tariff.

No statement could be clearer, no statement
could be stronger than that as to the de-
termination of the hon. gentlemeu—and this,
mark you, is down to a comparatively short
period before the battle was fought—that the
duty on coal and iron should be removed.
Again, at Sohmer Park, on the 18th Feb-
ruary, 1896, the hon. gentleman said :

They have a tax on iron, which is a raw ma-
terial of every industry. The tax on iron is $4
a ton, and at the present price of iron, that
means a tax of 63 per cent ad valorem. The tax
on coal, which is also a raw dmaterial of every
industry is 60 cents a ton. Although I have not
the latest quotations of coal, 1 am sure that
this tax is equivalent to 40 per cent. There is a
tax on coal oil of six cents a gallon, which, con-
sidering the price of coal ofl in the United
States, is equivalent to a tax of 100 per cent, to
which must be added the tax of 40 cents on the
barrels containing the oil. Can the industries
which are thus taxed for the raw materials they
use produce advantageously ? You have piano
tactories in Montreal ; the duties on imported
planos is 25 per cent. Can the piano manufac-
turer support foreign competition when he is
taxed to the extent of 40, 60 and 160 per cent on
the raw materials that he uses, and only gets a
protection of 25 per cent on his manufactured
products ? The same is true of your wagon
factories ; it iIs true of the mass of industries.
Protection is a fine thing only for a few monop-
olies. It mars .the growth of all our great
pational industries. Now, 1 have beenr asked,
what are you going to do do? I have just told you
what we are going to do. We are going to have.
a tariff for revenue, and we are going to abolish
completely all the duties on raw materials.
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Now, Sir, as stated by the highest author-
ities in the great party opposite, that is the
issue upon which the two parties went to
the country. We have never changed.
From 1878 we have consistently maintained
the vital importance to Canada of protect-
ing Canadian industries, and we Dbelieve
that the poliey ratified on four different
occasions by the electors of the country in
an emphatic manner, was ratified because
under that policy the country had prosper-
ed, as it had failed to prosper under the con-
trary policy of free trade pursued by hon.
gentlemen opposite. I say, Sir, that on that
issue we went to the country.
versus protection, as stated by the hon,
member for Queen’s (Mr. Davies). a revenue
tariff and the freeing of raw material. such

as coal and iron from the duties on them, .

as statad by the First Minister. Well, some
rather curious things have occurregd. nid |1
do not believe that the hon. gcntieman (Mi.
Lauricr) will himself say to-day that he has

obtained his majority from the electors of

this country on that great issue clearly and
succinctly stated and put before the people
of Canada.

conclusion that the hon.
his party on a previous occasion.

contest of 1SS7.
face to face with the electors of the coun-

try., made a somewhat remarkable speech.§
in which he practically; stated, that if fhe:

Liberal party attained power, their policy

would not be to disturb the great manufac- .
turing industries of this country, and he!
frankly admitted that he had arrived at the .
conclusion that it was necessary, practically
to adopt the tariff as it existed. Now, Sir.:
as is well known, that hon. gentleman was

not supported by the hon. member for South

Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) . in that:
view of the case, and when we met in Par-:
liament. Mr. Blake shorily afterwards re-:

Free trade!

Soive facts to which 1T will
draw attention. I think, warrant me in the:
gentleman (OMr.
Laurier) found. as did the great leader of:
In the
the Hon. Edward Blake.:

signed his position as leader of his party.:
and subscquently ceased to be a member!
of Parliament. Very much the same state:
of things has occurred during the present!

duties on different goods. The tariff reform
had been a necessity for more than one year. It
would be beneficial to every one, including manu-
facturers, and would not injure them as the
Conservative party makes it appear. It would
lessen the taxes and it could be called a kind of
protection.

i Well, Sir, that, I think was climbing very
I vigorously on to our platform, and adopting
; the issue upon which we were standing. and
| forsaking the issue upon which hon. geutle-
; men opposite said they would go to the
i country. The “Star’ of the same date
: gives this report of the same speech :

. The spceaker was in accord with his ieader on
:the tarif question. The Liberal party was not
seeking to make any radical change in the
tariff, but simply wished for a readjustment of
the duties on a more equitable basis—a tariff
which would assist the manufacturers, and, at
- the same time would not press too heavily on
tl.e consumer.

That does not exactly square with the views
expressed by the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). That de-
sire to assist the manufacturers does not
exactly square with the policy of removing
every vestige of protection., to which the
hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr.
Davies), had committed himself. But I may
remark that the hon. First Minister. who
was present when Mr. Madore made this
rspeech at Westmount, stated in the course
of his address :

i  The issues now beafore the electors had been
. well defined by Mr. Madore.

So that this view of making no radical
- echange in the tariff, but rather improving
the condition of affairs in the country, was
- heartily endorsed by the hon. First Minister,
: who was there to ask the electors to accept
the policy stated by Mr. Madore as the
policy of the Liberal party.

Then, Sir, in Maisonneuve, the hon. First
Minister supported Alderman Préfontaine.
At that time Alderman Préfontaine deliver-
ed his views in the presence of the First
Minister, who endorsed his candidature and

t asked the people to elect him. This is what

constest. I believe I am warranted in saying? Alderman Préfontaine said :

that the hon. gentleman opposite has receiv-| He (the speaker) was nst a free trader, neither
ed no mandate from the people of this coun-; was the party ; but he wished it understood
try to break down the protection that is; thﬂ:: hf; ;V%s :nbfa\’outl; of pi‘otgctit-nh for thi
now given to our industries, and to adopt a | hational Industrées. y protection ue meant
policy of free trade or a revenue tariff poi-; {’:f’:jﬁf;‘;n i’;’t’;r‘gslt:hsses’ not ouly for the manu
X . | fa> .

icy. At a public meeting held at West-: . ) .
mount on the 19th of May, 1896, as report- | Now, Sir, I think 'have said enough—it is not
ed in the Montreal “ Witness” : | necessary that I should detain the House
| longer—in regard to the point I have made,

Mr. Madore impressed upon his hearers that | and that is, that on the great issue submit-
he was utterly in accordance with Mr. Laurier’s l ted to the electors of Canada on the 23rd
policy. He was with him in tariff reform and | of June, the hon. gemtleman has received

also in his policy with regard to the reform in ' 3
the general administration of public affairs, also ! no mandate frorlxlli theh peg)ple. coqudenng
on the question of Manitoba schools. * ¢ «|the extent to which he had qualified the
Speaking of the reform of the tariff, of which he . VIEWS in regard to free trade and protection

was decidedly in favour, he said it did not mean | Uttered on previous occasions by the two
a radical ‘change, but it was purely and simply . hon. gentlemen who sit now on his right and

]

a legislation on a better scale with regard to the jon his left.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
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Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman made a
speech at St. John's. Quebec, which does
not materially differ from that delivered by
His Excellency ; and in that speech he said :

We do not intend to introduce any importaat
legislation. The consideration of tariff changes
will be adjourned until the session of January
or February, and from now until that time my
collcague, Mr. Fielding, will interview the differ-
ent business men in the country, and will pre-
pare a tariff which will b2 of a nature to satisfy
all established industries, and to lighten the bur-
den of taxation.

Protection is not at present to be torn up
root and branch ; the industries which have
grown up under the policy of the last 18
years are not to be ruthlessly destroyed ; but
the hon. Minister of Finance is to interview
the business men of the country and ascer-
tain what tariff can be adopted that will,
as Mr. Madore has said, improve the con-
dition of the manufacturers rather than de-
stroy their industries. I do not intend to
pursue that matter further than to say that.
regarding as 1 do the absolute necessity of
maintaining protection to the industries of
Canada in order to insure the progress and
prosperity of the couniry, far from express-
ing any regret at the changed views and
sentiments of the hon. First Minister, which
undoubtedly represent the policy of the
party. I congratulate the hon. gentleman
most heartily and most warmly upon the
enlightened views which he has at last been
able to adopt, and upon the safety and
security which the industries of this coun-
try will enjoy in consequence of that
change. But I maintain, as I said before.
that on that issue the lLion. gentleman has
not gone to the country ; and I do not hesi-
tate to'say that if he had gone to the coun-
try upon that issue as it had been presented
down to a recent period, and as it was indi-
cated by the speeches of the hon. member
for Queen's, P.E.I., and the hon. member
for South Oxford—had he gone to the coun-
try upon that issue, unconnected with that
unfortunate question which was interposed.
and which produced such a striking and
marked effect upon the result of the recent
election, the hon. gentieman, instead of sit-
ting where he now sits, would be sitting

here. In my judgment, it is impossible to !

see this change of base in the presence of
the electors of Canada without arriving at
the conclusion that hon. gentlemen opposite,
whatever they may think of the wisdom or
the unwisdom of the policy of protection,

know that it is deeply seated in the minds

and feelings of the great body of the elec-
tors of this country ; and their opposition
to that policy would have secured their de-
feat just as it had done on the four pre-
vious occasions when it was submitted to
the country.

But, Sir, there was another question, and

one of very great importance, which was:
submitted as an issue in the election, and I

will briefly draw the attention of hon. gen-

tlemen to that question. That was the
question of remedial legislation. The
House is perfectly well aware that the Gov-
ernnient of my predecessor. Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, had adopted the policy of remedial
legislation. They had adopted the policy
of accepting the decision of the Judicial
Committee of the Queen’s Privy Council as
throwing upon them the duty of introducing
into this Parliament the means of restor-
ing the privileges that had been taken away
by the Act of 1890 from the French Catho-
lic minority in Manitoba. Hon. gentlemen
are perfectly well aware that when 1 was
invited to become the leader of the party in
the House of Commons, I placed before the
House that question as one of the very
gravest possible importance ; and believiug.
as I did, that it involved very grave and im-
portant consequences, and that the duiy
was undoubtedly thrown upon the Govera-
ment of the ‘day of sustaining the position
taken by the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council in England, I did not hesitate to
stake the life of the Government upon that
policy. I need not detain the House further
than to say that when the Bill was intro-
duced for the purpose of giving eifect to
that policy. the hon. First Minister moved
the six months' hoist, and took his stand—
as firmly, as distinctly and as unequivocally
as any hon. gentleman ever took a position,
in my judgment—upon the unwisdom of in-
terfering with the autonomy of the province
of Manitoba. He took the position of main-
taining that, as the majority of the people
of Manitoba and of the representatives of
Manitoba had taken away those privileges,
they must not be restored by an Act of this
Parliament. but that conciliation must be
used. apd in fact the majority must be in-
duced to modify their views in such a way
as to restore the privileges of which the
minority had been deprived. That was the
position taken by the hon. gentleman here
and was also that taken by him in the pro-
vince of Ontario. as I shall show the House,
On the 12th June, 1896, the “ Globe " news-
paper reports the hon. First Minister as hav-
ing said : ‘

He (Mr. Laurier) desired to secure the sentt-
ment, not of his own people of Quebec but of
the English-sp2aking people of Ontario. (Cheers).
He was there to say not that he would give either
a small or large amount of relief to the minor-
ity, but that, assisted by his friend, Sir Oliver
Mowat,” he would settle the question, not by
appeal to any class, but by appeal to the sense
of justice which was implanted in every one by
the Creator. He was a Roman Catholic, and a
French Canadian, and therefore might have
strong sympathy for the minority. But as he
himself would not be coerced by anybody, so he
would hot consent to force coercion upon any-
body. -

Can any language be clearer or stronger
than this emphatic declaration by the First
Minister that he would not resort to an Act
of Parliament of the Dominion to override
the majority of the legislature of Manitoba.
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The cry raised throughout the country was ‘ This is the point to which I wish to ask the
‘“ hands off Manitoba” and ‘ no coercion.”  hon. gentleman’s attention.
It was denied that this Parliament had the: It was the privilege of the minority to agitate

right to pass an Act which would override| ;4 agitate until the majority wére convinced.

the deliberate policy of the Manitoba legis- |

ment in relation to that question. I am not!Jjority failed to do justice to the minority,

dealing with the subject with that object, ' Parliament would interveme. There is no
but ingorder to show ojn what issue we vjvent" suggestion that it was the duty of Parlia-

before the country. That was the issue
clearly and emphatically put. The Govern-

ment of which T had the honour to be the:
head, declared in a public manifesto, issued

by myself. that a cardinal plank in their

platform was the restoration of the privi-:
leges which had been taken away from the-

Catholic minority of Manitoba and they

appealed to the country for support on that'
As the hon. gentleman knows, there:

issue.

was po more clearly defined issue ever put:
before any ceuntry than that which was!
put openly by the Government of which I
had the honour to be the head. The late
Government believed that it was the bounden
duty under the circumstances, of the Gov--

ernment of Canada to respect the judicial

decision of the Queen’s Privy Council. They .
believed it had become their duty, under’

that decision, to pass an Act which, so far

as we were able to do it, would restore the-
privileges of which the minority had been'
The lon. gentleman joined issue
with the Government on that question. He'

deprived.

declared that there should be no coercion
and that whatever was accomplished must

be done by persuading the majority to undo:
what they had done. At Chatham, the hon.:

gentieman said emphatically :

Mr. Laurier dealt fully with the school ques-
tion.

There is a sharp issue joined. We held that’
it was a provincial question down to the.

time when the legislature of Manitoba in-
vaded the rights of the minority, but that

it then ceased to be purely a provineial.

question, and the duty devolved upon this
Parliament to redress the wrongs which had
been inflicted. The hon. gentleman, how-

ever, said it was essentially a provincial

question.

But because, at Gttawa, there was a Government
which had not the courage to do right, it was
dragged into the federa! arena.

That could only mean one thing, namely.:
that the Government of Canada had failed’
in its duty to this country in not vetoing!:
the Act of 1890. The hon. gentleman will.

see at once that if that be the case, it only

renders the duty still more imperative of
Until at Ottawa’

remedying the wrong.
there were men prepared to show the cour-

age to do right, the school question would:

never be settled. That is a good deal like
the Delphic oracle. it will admit of half a
dozen constructions.

It was the privilege—
Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

It was. he declared. a provincial question. !

:ment and in the power of Parliament to re-
“store the privileges which had been taken
:away from the minority.

I will refer to another leading member of
Mr. Mackenzie's Administration, a gentle-
man whom I am glad to see occupying the
position of Secretary of State at this mo-
ment, the Hon. Mr. Scott. Mr. Scoft in a
: public speech, delivered here in the city of
Ottawa, and reported in the Montreal “Star”
-of 29th May, 1896, said :

If that question could be laid aside for two or
three years it would settle itself, and people
would see and do what was falr, but they could
not allow questions of race and creed to arise.
Mr. Laurier’s was the only possible solution of
- the question. Manitoba was returning members
pledged against remedial legislation, so that
claims that a Bill should be passed next session
-was a fraud. It required delicate handling,
gentleness, ccnciliation and fair reasoning, nct
. coerclon and talks of standing on rights. The
minority would realize that anything could only
be granted by the good-will of the majority.

- This is the point to which 1 wish to draw
the attention of the House.

The minority would realize that anything only
could be granted by the good-will of the major-
Lty
; There is the position to which Mr. Scott
‘committed himself before the electorate of

i Ontario in the most emphatic manner in his
declaration that nothing should be done, that
there was no mears by which this question
could be settled, and he spoke as with au-
thority from the hon. First Minister, whose
opinions he endorsed. The hon. First Min-
ister. who is quoted by Mr. Scott, was com-
mitted. so far as his colieague could commit
him. The fact of Mr. Scott having been
taken into the Government is, to a certain
‘extent, an endorsement of the declarations
- which that bon. gentleman made, that there
should be no coercion, that there should be
~no action by this Parliament to override the
legislature of Manitoba.

I think I have made clear the issue be-
tween the hon. gentleman and the Govern-
ment of the day on this question, taking the
hon. gentleman’s position as he put it
‘ throughout the province of Ontario during
'the recent election. But 1 now come to a
rather curious part of this question, and
; that is that while the hon. gentleman ob-
tained his support—not a majority I am
. happy to say—while he obtained the support
 which he did receive in the province of On-
' tario on the distinct pledge and declaration
i that he would never interfere, by any Act
| of this Parliament, but that only means of
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conciliation should be used, yet when he
found himself face to face with his own
constituents in the province of Quebec, he
propounded a new and entirely different
doctrine from that on which the issue had
been fairly and squarely joined on the floor
of this Parliament and before this country.
And I will call the attention of this House
for a few moments to the speech that the
hon. gentleman made to his own constitu-
‘ents at St. Rochs. I am reading from a
translation of an article that appeared in
* Le Soir ” which, I understand is an organ
of very high authority with the hon. gentle-
man. The transiation, which is a strictly
literal one, of what was published in * Le
Soir ' of May 12, 1896, gives the statement
the hon. gentleman made at St. Rochs :

If the people of Canada put me in power, as I
am convinced they will, I will settle that ques-
tion to the satisfaction of all interested parties. :
I will have with me Sir Oliver Mowat, who, with :
his popularity at stake, has always been, in On- 5
tario, the champion of the Catholic minority and’
of separate schools. I will place him at the !
head of a commission which will look into all |
interests in jeopardy, and I assure you that I
will succeed in according justice to those who !
are now suffering. Is not the very respected '
name of Mowat a guarantee of the success of !
this scheme ? And lastly,— 3

And I invite the hon. gentleman’s attention

to this emphatic statement.

—should those means of conciliation fail, I shail
have recourse to constitutional means, and these
I will use fully and in their entirety.

What more could be said. Says ** Le Soir ":

Could any one bind oneself in a more solemn
and straightforwarl manner ?

He could not. And thus we see that the
hon. gentleman who made a most emphatic
appeal to this House against coercion.
against overriding by this Parliament the
act of a majority in the province of Mani-
toba, who went from platform to platform
in the provinca of Ontario maintaining the

same policy of non-interference, of avoiding '
anything like coercion and depending upon '
conciliation alone in order to obtain redress:
of those grievances, when standing in the:

presence of the electors of the province of

Quebec placed himself not only on the same'!
platform as the Government he opposed,:

but, in gambling parlance, he went one bet-
ter than the late Government, and stated

not only that he would adopt the same,

means as they adopted, that he would fall
back upon the law and constitution of the
country and by Act of this Parliament give
the redress that Manitoba, if it proved ob-

durate, would not give—but that he would;

do it in its entirety. It 18 known very well
that one of the charges the hon. gentleman
made, and one of the charges most emphati-
cally stated by a gentleman now a member
of his Cabinet was that the measure pro-
posed by the late Government fell altogether
short of what was necessary in the inter-

ests of the miority. The leader of the pre-
sent Government gave his pledge that he
would use the constituticnal remedy in its
entirety and would go far beyond what the
Liberal-Conservative party had proposed in
this House to do. Now, I do not hesitate to
say that a majority thus obtained, by the
avoldance of a sharp issue clearly defined
between two great parties when before the
electorate of the country, is not a majority
obtained by fair or legitimate and justifi-
able means. And, as I have shown, the
hon. gentleman having obtained almost
all his support he has outside the province
of Quebec upon the policy of non-Interfer-
ence with the legislature of Manitoba, can-
not turn round and obtain the support of
the province of Quebec by a declaration that
he will not only do that to which he has
objected on the floor of this House and on
the various platforms of Ontario. but that

: he will go much further than has been pro-

posed by any other party in giving that re-
dress and by the ssme constitutional means.
1 submit, therefore, that on that question
the hon. gentleman is not at the head of a
majority, but of a minority. Speaking on
the authority of the First Minister, Mr.
Monet, his candidate in Uaprairie and
Napierville, according to * La Patrie,” of
I April 20th last, pledged himself to vote for
i no Remedial Bill unless it gives more ad-
| vantages to the minority than were accord-
:ed in the famous Remedial Bill of last ses-
. sion. So the hon. gentleman sought the
: support of Quebec on a soiemn and unequi-
vocal pledge to carry out the policy of the
. Government to which he was opposed, and
i to go further in that direction than they
{ proposed to go. And without that change
of front in the face of the enemy, or of the
| electorate of this country, the hon. gentle-
‘man would still be sitting on this side of
. the House and not where he is. Now, Sir,
i I will make a short quotation from a speech
i which the hon. gentleman ventured to make
‘at St. John’s, in the province of Quebec,
since the elections—a ministerial utterance.
In that I find that he reverts again to his
former position :

I have declared on' the floor of the House of
Commons, I have declared in Ontario, I have de-
clared in Quebec——

1
portion—-—

venture to question the accuracy of that

—that the only means by which to settle this
question was not by coercion, but by concilia-
tion.

Sinca the elections are over, the hon. gen-
tleman says he has declared on the floor
of the House and in Ontario—about that
there is no question, and in regard to it I
agree with him—that he had emphatically
declared that the only means—not & means,
but the only means—by which this question
could be settled was by ccnciliation and not
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by the action of this Parliament. Now,
Sir, I think I have given the House suffi-
ciently good grounds for the opinion which
I have expressed—that on the two great
issues between the parties in this counrtry.
the hon. gentleman is sitting here not by
virtue of having had his policy maintained
either on one question or the other, but that
so far as the country is concerned, the hon.
gentleman is in a minority. But. Sir. 1
must now draw the henl. gentleman’s atten-
tion to a charge made by him against my-
self, and one which had a great deal to do
with the results in the recent election—that
I had endeavoured to raise a race and re-
ligious cry in this country. Sir, I stand in
the presence of this House and before the

[COMMONS]

the province of Ontario and on the floor of
this House, as day is unlike night. Well,
Sir, I will now come to the grounds upon
which the hon. gentleman charged me with
having appealed to the electorate of this
country to oppose him by reason of his
being a Frenchman and a Catholic. I say,
Sir, that I should feel myself utterly de-
graded if I were capable of doing either the
one or the other. I will briefly give the
House the grounds upon which the hon.
gentleman wmade that charge. one of the
gravest, one of the most important charges
that it is possible for one public man to
make against another ; and I put it to his
own seunse of candour and justice as to
whether he has not misrepresented me in

people of this country ; I stand here with ay the most palpable manner. The hon. gentle-
record of over forty-one years of publici man, speaking at Terrebonne, on the 13th

life, and I say in a most clear and
unhesitating manner
I entered public life to
ro man has been able fairly to charge
me with endeavouring (o set race
against race or religion against religion.
On the contrary, my whole life bears tesii-
mony, everyg act of it, that such is not the
cuse. I could cite proofs innumerable. if 1
did not fear to weary the House, to show
that my great aim as a public man has been
to promote the utmost harmony. the utmost
confidence and the most kindly co-operatiou
between those of different races and of
different religions. I recognize fully and ia
the most unequivocal manner that in this
country, divided as we are into two great
races and differing largely on the questions
of religion, it would be impossible to look
forward with any hope or any contidcence to
the future of Canada if questions of race
and questions of religion were permitted to
enter into the decision of the electorate of
the country. I have always set my face
against it, and I shall always continue to
do so. Now, Sir, on the occasion of the
welcome which the hon. gentleman received
in the city of Ottawa, he is reported in the
Montreal * Gazette” as saying :

You well know that when Sir Charles Tupper
was appealing to the prejudices of my fellow-
countrymen and co-religionists, while he was
trying his best to arouse passions which we
know when aroused, are uncontrollable ; when
he was doing that the Liberal party in the pro-
vince of Quebec never appealed to passion, and
that the Liberal party obtained victory upon the
same grounds in Quebec as in the province of
Ontario and every part of the Dominion, Lib-
erals we were in Ontario, in Nova Scotia and
in Quebec as well.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. An hon. gentle-
man says ‘ hear, hear.” I think he has
forgotten the fact that I have given the
House the most clear and unmistakable
evigence, from the lips of the First Minister
fmsciY, that his policy as propounded in
the province of Quebec on this great ques-
tion, was as uniike his policy propounded in

8ir CHARLES TUPPER.

the

that from the hour:
present. @

of May last, is reported as follows :—

Mr. Laurier naxt quoted from Sir Charles
Tupper’'s speech in Winnipeg, the following :
S To my Conservative friends who have turned
their backs upon me, I want to make another
appeal, and it is this : I want to know where is
the man with any brains in his head, here
is the man who has any capacity for exercising
intelligent reasoning who would justify himself,
or could justify himself to his countrymen, if
he oppressed a feeble minority, and that for the
purpose of bringing into power a Roman Catho-
lic French Premier, who declares he will do
more ? Do you think he would stultify him-
self 2 Perhaps I hear a person say, that Mr,
Laurier has done much to deter the passage of
the Remedial Bill. Quite so, but I want to ask
that person the reason Mr. Laurier gave for it.
It was that the Bill was useless, that it was a
half-hearted measure, that it was good for noth-
ing, that it could do nothing for the Roman
Catholies, and that he would have a much
sironger Bill.”

The First Minister then went on to say :

I protest against the language of Sir Charles
Tupper, who says to the Protestants of Manitoba,
‘“ Are you going to put at the head of the Gov-
ernment a French Canadian, a Catholic, for,
gentlemen, if the Liberal party triumphs the
Prime Minister will be a French Canadian and
a Catholic.”” 1 protest against the language of
Sir Charles Tupper, who speaks thus in Mani-
toba. He will speak on Friday in Sohmer Park,
ig Montreal, and he will not dare to speak like
that.

Now, Sir, I ask the hon. gentleman whether
that is not a complete misrepresentation of
the quotation as I read it to the House.
What did I say, Sir ? I made no appeal to
the electorate of Canada to reject the hon.
gentleman because he was a Erenchman or
a Catholic. So far from that being the case,
there has not been a word in any speech I
ever uttered, here or elsewhere. that will
bear that construction for a single micment.
The appeal I made was not to Protestants,
it was to my own friends. To my own
friends I saild: Will you turn your back
upon me, will you desert the party to which
you belong for the purpose of bringing into
power a Frenchman and a Roman Catholie
as Prime Minister ?
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Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am afraid the
hon. gentlemen opposite are not very acute; Quebec, May 7th.—In the course or a speech
logicans, they fail to see my argument. Iilast._night Mr. Laurier said in reference to the
was not appeanng to the electors, I was not: Manitoba schools, the Government had finally
appealing to Protestants, but I was appeal- introduced a Bill which was such a miserable
ing to my own friends who were proposing thing: that though called]alRemedlal Bill, the
to desert me on the question of this Remedial! [, ‘};‘S,!ecgﬁn‘;‘i‘:"‘“a‘ legislation was not within
Bill, and to vote against me because I was My friend Mr. Ross, Minister of Education in
prepared to support remedial legislation inlthe Government of Sir Oliver Mowat, (great
the House of Commons on this issue ; and I: cheering), i with me here on the platform and
said : Will you not stultify yourselves if, in:agrees with me, (Mr. Ross, hear, hear), that
go doing, you strike me down, if you strike ! there should ‘be re!ig!:)us tea‘chlng i:x the

gat St. Roch, to which I have referred. 1t
| was as follows :—

down the Government and party to which i Schools.
you belong, for the purpose and with the
result of bringing into power a I‘rench Ro-
man Catholic Premier who declares that he

| Mr. Mowat would have approached the Protest-
i ant people of Manitoba, not with threat, as was
 done by Bowell, but would have addressed him-
.self to Christlan conscienze and told them to

will do more ? I say I am in the judgment' give to the minority the privileges of conscience
of the House, I am in the judgment of every i they claimed for themselves. and if the people

man in this country who knows anything of |
reason or logic, when I say that no such con-'
struction can be given to my words as that.
they were an attack either upon the nation-
ality or the religion of the hon. gentleman in .
conncction with the high office which he
now holds. I say that is perfectly clear and
perfectly palpable, and therefore-the hon.:
gentleman has no warrant whatever for tae .
statement. I repel with the utmost indigna- |
tion the insinuation that I could be capable:
of referring to the nationality or the creed:
of any hon. gentleman in regard to any posi--
tion he might hold in this House or in this.
country. In my judgment 1 say such con-:
duct would be utterly intolerable. I should:
regard confederation as a complete failure
if the high position of Premier of this coun-.
try were not equally as open and as acces-
sible to a French Canadian as to any man
of any other nationality. Those are my
views, views that I have always expressed
here and elsewhere. I could give evidence
to the hon. gentleman of the most unmis-
takable character that on an ocecasion not
very remote when the prospective position .
of Premier was pressed upon me I refused

it and declined to take the course suggested,

because I thought it would not be undesir-

able that a French Canadian should occupy
the : position of Tirst Minister in this

country.

It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the
Chalir.

After Recess.

of Manitoba remainced obdurate there were al-
ways reserved the powers of the constitution

“to fall back upon.

On the following day. 9th May. the morning
of the day on which I addressed the people
at Winnipeg, the “ Free Press” said under
the head of * Mr. Laurier’'s Announcement :"”

Whatever the reason, the impression created

in the minds of those oppos=d to separate schools

. here was that Mr. Laurier and the Liberal party

represented the forces opposed to coercion in
toto., and that from tham under no circum-
stances might a remedial Bill be expected. This
impression must now go, and instead of it will
conte a better understanding of the attitude of
the parties toward the question.

I give that as the report in the * Free Press’

.newspaper of the speech delivered om tlie
-evening of the Tth by the First Minister,

and the conclusion at which the very able
editor of that journal arrived, and they
show that the policy of the IFirst Minister
and that of the Liberal-Conservative Gov-
ernment were one and the same so far as
that matter was concerned. I have endea-
voured to show that the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Laurier) did not on the recent occasion
triumph in regard to either of the great
issues that were submitted to the people ;
and in confirmation of my statement of that
fact and of my opinion that the hon. gentle-
man owes his position in this House to-day
as First Minister of Canada, not to the fact
that the policy which the hon. gentleman
propounded on either of the great issues.

"submitted to the people was adopted or rati-

fied by the electors of Canada, but that the

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, 1.
have but little to add to the point I was:
making in regard to the criticism upon the:
speech whick I delivered at Winnipeg. But|
I may say this, Sir, that on the imorning of :
the day on which I made that speech the
‘“ Free Press” newspaper, which certainly:
up to that time had been a supporter of hon.:
gentlemen opposite of a rather pronounced |
character, published a telegram containing !
the speech of the hon. First Minister made |

hon. gentleman's triumph was a triumph of
race, I read the following extract from ‘ Le
Pionnier de Sherbrooke,” of 20th Jun=2,
1896 :—

Mr. Laurier’'s candidates in this province have
gained votes by saying that the Remedial Bill
prasented on the 2nd of March last, did not
grant enocugh to the oppressed minority, and
that if the Liberal leader were returned to power
he would grant a measure that would be much
more efficacious.



It is on the faith of this promise that thou-
sands of electors have been induced to mark
their ballots in favour of the Liberal cause.

We shall await Mr. Laurier’'s action on this
head of his programme, and if he makes sincere
efforts to put a stop to the persecution from
which our friends have been suffering for the
last six years, we shall give him in that not

only our sympathies, but also our most cordial4

support.

So much for the fact that the hon. gentle-
man. having changed his attitude altogether
on this great question in the presence of the
electors of the province of Quebec, an-
nounced that he was ready to go further
than the Government had done. , ,

*L'Union des Cantons de L’Est,” Mr. Lau-!
rier's own organ. published at Arthabaska-
ville, concludes its editorial comment as:
follows :— |

Patriots of the province of Quebec, thanks '(
You have done your duty and have shown
the country that you have heart and {n-!
telligence. Mercier must have shuddered in the !
eternal peace of the grave at seeing his exe- |
cutioners of 1892 crushed by public wrath in:
his own dear province. Papineau, Dorion and'
the old leaders must be proud to-day at the up-'
rising of their race in Parliament and in the
councils of the nation. :

“ La Gazette de Berthier ” says ** that it
was Mr. Laurier's name which acted like a:
torrent that carried the day.” This tribute to:
the hon. gentleman’s personal popularity is:
one in which T entirely concur. I have no
doubt at all that it was to a very large ex-:
tent the question of race which decided the
issue in the late election, and not, as I havoe
said, the adoption by the electors of this.
country of the policy which the hon. gentle
man had propounded in regard to either ot
the two great issues that were submitted to.
the people. But notwithstanding the result.-
the fact remains that upwards of 19,000 of
the electors of Canada polled their votes for
the Liberal-Conservative party over and:
above all that voted in support of the Lib-
eral party. So the hon. gentleman will find.
that while he has a majority in Parliament,-
obtained by the very extraordinary means
to which I have referred, the fact remains
that the great party which I had the honour
to lead during the late contest polled over
19,000 votes more than was polled by the
party whose members now have the plea-
sure of sitting on the Treasury benches. 1
will not detain the House, unless the point’
is questioned, by giving the details, which I
am prepared to submit to the House. Out-
side of the province of Quebec, an alteration
of five votes would give the Liberal-Conser-
vative party a majority in every province:
of the Dominion ; and as it stands, outside
of the province of Quebec, a decided ma-
Jority of the members was returned to sup-.
port the party whick I had the honour to.
lead. I may be asked what about Quebec 7.
All I can say Is that Quebec was a great
«disappointment to me. I frankly admit that
I was entirely unprepared for the course

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
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" pression. that whatever
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pursued by the electors of that province. It
was stated in the discussions on the hust-
ings during the late campaign by hon. mem-
bers of this House that I had made a com-
pact, a bargain with the bishops of the pro-
vince of Quebec to give me their support in
ireturn for the course which I had pursued
in this House in respect to the question of

i reniedial legislation. I am here to say in the
| presence of this House that a more unfound-
‘ed statement never emanated from the
{ mouth of any hon. gentleman. I am here
i to say that from the moment I came from

]iEngland last winter down to this hour, I

i have never had the pleasure of meeting a
single bishop of the province of Quebec
or of having any communication with
them, either directly or indirectly.

herefore, Sir, I am not in a position to re-
proach the hierarchy, or any person else in
the province of Quebec, for the course they
pursued. But, Sir, I may say this: I thiak
it unfortunate—and I am now speaking
apart altogether from the question of the

! effect upon the position of political parties—

I think it a very unfortunate thing that a
Government, that a party who from : sense
of duty, a sense of what they owed to the

. constitution of the country. a sense of what

they owed to the peace and happiness and
prosperity. as they believed, of ihe coun-

' try ; I think it unfortunate that they should
‘ take their lives in their hands to carry out

a policy which was stated to be one to
which the province of Quebec atta hed the
most vital importance, and that under these
circumstances a course should have lLeen
pursued that is calculated to lead to the im-
sacritfices a great
party may make in carrying out a policy
which is specially dear to any section ¢f tie
Dominion, these sacrifices should be disre-
garded and entirely overlooked. As I said
before, I have no ground of complaint. te-
cause I had no pledge, no assuran-ce, nor

“anything of the kind. The course that I pur-

sued on this question, the course that the
Government of which I was a 'member pur-
sued, the course that the late Govarument
of which I had the honour to be th2 head
pursued, was a ‘course dictated by the sin-
cerest convictions of duty and of what they
owed to the country. And. Sir, I am firee
to confess that I entirely over-rated the im-
portance of this question. 1 say, Sir, that in
the light of what has occurred, I am in a
position to frankly admit that I greatly
over-rated the importance of this quastion
of remedial legislation. I entered upon i:. as
I say, under the conviction that the Govern-
ment of Canada were bound by every prin-
ciple of right and justice. and of statesman-
ship, to carry out a policy which they be-
lieved to be for the maintenance of the law
and the constitution of the country as ex-
pounded by the highest judicial tribunal of
the Empire. It was in that spirit that the
late Government entered upon the discharge
of their duty. It svas in that spirit that
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they did their utmost, and that they did all : give satisfaction to all parties. 1 can assure
that men could do to carry it out. I may . the hon. gentleman not only that he l.as my
say more, Sir. In addition to the conviction most cordial wishes for a happy. and carly,
I had that it was right and proper, and that : and fair settlement of this important
it was the absolute duty of the Goverument question, but that anything that 1 ¢an con-
to maintain the law and the constitution  tribute to that end will be at all times most
as thus expounded, I did believe that it was : cheerfully done. I say that, Sir. as 10 my
8 question of much more far-reaching im-;views on the course that should be pursu=d,
portance than I now find it is. I had the ; and, as to the course that was ovursued my
conviction, I entertained the opinion, and I!view remains unchanged. My desire to see
entertained it sincerely, that the Roman | equal justice dealt out regardless of 1:ice or
Catholics of Canada attached the most vital ! creed remains as strong now s ever.
importance to the question of religious edu- | While T have the honour of a zeat in this

cation for their children. I entertained the
belief. and I entertained it sinzerely, that it
would be a cause of deep resentment on the
part of the great body of the Roman (Catho-
lics of this country. if the Parliamn2at of
Canada refused to carry out the law and the
constitution of the country as expounded by
the highest tribunal of the Empire. iHaving
these views, I attached. as I say, the ut-
most possible importance to this «question,
and I regarded it as a still more impoerative
duty on the part of the Government of the
day to avoid anything that would leave the
fmpression upon the minds of a great bhady
of the population of Canada,
justice was not meted out to every man in
Canada, by the Parliament of Canada, irres-
pective of race or creed. Under these
circumstances, as I say, I find that I attach-
ed much greater importance to this guestion
than the result of experience has shown to
belong to it. I find that there has unt heen
that deep importance attached to this
question, by a very large portion of
that denomination, that I had previcusly
supposed. I make that admission frankly
to the House. and I cannot but feel that it
is not unlikely that it will be much 1aore
difficult in the future than it was in the
past—and it was difficult enough as gentle-
men in this House all know in the nast—it
will be much more difficult in futuve to in-
duce gentlemen to sacrifice their own judg-
ment tc some extent, and the feelings of
their constituents to some extent. 1o main-
tain a policy, which when subjected to the
test of actual experience, is not fouud to
have the importance attached to it that was
previously supposed.

Now. 8ir, T do not intend to say more npon
that subject on the present occasion, but I
will say this : that in the future as in the
past the cardinal prineciple with the <reat
party to which I have the honour to belong
will be : equal justice to all without respect
to race or creed. I am glad to know that
the yesponsibility of this question—an im-
portant question, although not so graveiy im-
portant as I had supposed—I am glad to
knew that the respornsibility rests no longer
upen my shoulders, but upon those of the
hon. gentleman who is now the First Min-
ister of the Crown. I can only say, that I
trust and sincerely hope, that he will be
most successful in obtaining such a settle-
ment of this question as will do justice, and

that equal |

' House, or even after I should cease to he a
i member of this House, I have no hositation

in saying, that the same principle will al-
Pways obtain with me, and I shall «lways e
' found true to that principle which l'es at the

} very foundation of Canada’s prosparity, pro-
 gress and advancement. That principle is;

i that there should be the conviction establish-
l'ed in the minds of all persons irresnoerive of
| race or creed, that there is but one law. and

; one measure of right and justice to be meted
i out to those whose interests are at any time
i imperilled.

I may say in regard to the very crravic
speech of the mover of the Address {Mr.
: McInnes) that there was some little anology
for the gentleman, and that is. that the
First Minister had called upon him 10 make

i bricks without straw. As a matter of [uct,

to move an answer to an Address which con-
tains nothing is rather calculated to tax the
powers of even an experienced member of
this House, not to speak of one who has had
no previous experience. The Speech from
the Throne is more remarkable for what it
does not contain than for what it does con-
tain. I cannot help wondering why this Par-
liament was called together at all. Why are
we here ? For what object are we here ?
It is not certainly for the statement that is
put in the mouth of His Excellency the Gov-
ernor General, who says :

The necessity of making provision for the
public service has compelled me to summon vou
together at this somewhat inconvenient season.
Why, Sir, in view of the fact that the first
act of this Government has been what I re-
gard as a gross violation of the law., that
the first act of this ‘Government, as exhibit-
ed by the papers laid on the Table of the
House to-day is not only a gross vlolation
of the law, but shows that Parliament is
not required at all in this country. Their
very first act, on coming to power. shows
that hon. gentlemen opposite entertain very
different views from those which they en-
tertained and pressed upon this House
when on this side of the House. They have
now discovered a new law and a new gos-
pel. Let me invite the attention of hon.
gentlemen opposite for & moment to the
question of providing for the public service,
which it appears obliges His Excellency the
Governor General, at very great inconven-
lence, to call this Parliament together.

Why, Sir, the enormous sum of money pro-
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. |
vided for the public service by the Governor
General’s warrant, shows that it is a mere
matter of form to call Parliament together
to vote public money—that it is entirely.
apart and outside of any necessity. The:
papers laid on the Table to-day disclose the.
fact that these hon. gentlemen, who held
yesterday that it was a gross violation of:
the law for Governor General's warrants to-
provide money for such purposes as are:
provided for by this Government under this-
warrant, are no sooner placed in a position
to advise His Excellency the Governor Gen-:
eral than they advise him to commit this.
violation of the law which they had con-;
demned, and which the Act on the Statute- |
book shows to be altogether unjustifiable. 1 !

Foster) begged and implored this House to
provide for the public service—to provide
even a small amount that would carry the
public service on until Parlinment could be
summoned ? But, Sir, with their eyes open,
and with perfect deliberation, these hon.
gentlemen, controlling at the time a swmall
minority of this House, and abusing the
position of power in which they were
placed by the near expiration of the life of
Parliament, refused to permit this House,
although a large majority were begging
and imploring them to do so, to make pro-
vision for the public service. Was it an
unexpected contingency, when the hon. gen-
tl_men, with their eyes open, and knowing
what would occur when the public service

will remind the hon. gentleman opposite: could not be provided for, deliberately re-
that a gentleman who has' always been re-; fused to make that provision, and then
garded as a very high authority in this!came down to the Governor Genéral and
House on questions of this kind—I mean the ; asked him to adopt a course which they
hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Rich-|themselves have declared, and properly de-
ard Cartwright), the former Finance Min-. clared, to be a gross abuse and violation of
ister—will be found in * Hansard,” of 1891, the law, for the purpose of covering, not an
vol. 3, page 4540, to have used the follow-! unforeseen contingency, but a condition of

ing language —

. The language of the Act is quite plain and
I will read it for the information of the House :
If when Parliament is not in session any ac-
cident happens to any public work or building
which requires an immediate outlay for the re-
pair thereof ; or any other occasion arises when
an, expenditure not foreseen or provided for by
Parliament is urgently and immediately re-
quired for the public good, then on report of the
Minister of Finance and the Receiver General,
that there is no parliamentary provision, and of
the Minister having charge of the service in ques-
tion that the necessity is urgent, the Governor
in Council may order a special warrant to be pre-
pared for the purpose of supplying this.

It is scarcely necessary for me to point out
that the obvious meaning of this clause is, that
when any ‘occasion arises when any expenditure
which cannot fairly be foreseen by the depart-
ment or provided for by Parliament, is urgently
and immediately required ; then and then only,
is it intended that such a warrant should issue.
Now, Sir, I say it is an evasion of the prin-
ciple intended and of the meaning of this Act,
for the Goveranment, or a department of the
Government, first of all to neglect their duty,
first of all to neglect to take proper precautions
to inform themselves of what money would be
required and to apply to Parliament ; and then
afterwards, to plead their own deliberate neglect
of duty as an excuse for having recourse to
this exteaordinary provision, and obtaining use
of ¢he Governor General’'s warrant.

And the hon. gentleman, on the strength of
that declaration, moved a resolution which
concluded by saying :

That under such circumstances the issue of a
Governor General’s warrant for the said sums
was & gross abuse of the power vested in the
Governor iz Council under the said Act.

Now, Sir, I want to ask the hon. gentleman
what was the position in this case ? Was
the occasion unforeseen ? Does the hon.
gentleman forget that my hon. friend on
my left, the late Minister of Finance (MTr.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

ithings which they. by wilful obstruction,
i forced upon this House ? It bodes un-
: favourably, Sir, for the future of Canada.
it is a bad start for a new Governmcnt to
commence with a gross violation of the
law, with an abuse of the power they pos-
sess, with trampling under their feet the
very principles which they themnselves have
laid dewn in this Parliament as funda-
mental principles. The hon. First Minister
had occasion to speak on this subject in
the city of Toronmic on a recent occasion,
when he denounced it as un-English, un-
parliamentary snd improper on the part of
a Government to spend a single dollar of
public money that was not voted by Par-
liament ; aund yet, Sir, the hon. gentleman,
instead of adopting a course in uaccordance
with his own declaration, first brought
about the contingency by the most palpable
and determined obstruction which any
party were ever guilty of cn the floor of this
Parliament—a course which, I trust, will
never be paralleled agein; and then, Sir,
the moment it was found to be convenient
for his own purposes and the purposes of
his Administration, he advised the Govern-
or General tv perform an act in violation of
the statnte, and one which has been cor-
rectly denovunced by the hon. member for
South Oxford as a gross abuse of the statute
and a gross impropriety. Under these cir-
cumstances, I need not quote authorities. [
have here the authority, which we all re-
gard as a very distinguished one, of Dr.
Bourinot, who says on this subject :

Special warrants may issue, when Parliament
is not in session, and any expenditure not fore-
seen or provided ‘for by Parliament is urgently
and immediately required for the public good ;
and a statement of all such warrants is laid be-
fore the House, not later than the third day
of the next session. - ,

I will not detain the House further on the
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|
present occasion on this question, as we|sda could pursue which is more calenlated
shall have an opportunity of discussing it to defeat the very objects he himself has in
more at length on a future occasion ; but I; view than to take into his confidence the
ask again if we can expend a million under | reporter of an American newspaper, and

Governor General’s warrants for the public!
service, what need of calling this House to- |
gether at all ? Is it anything but a farce:
to summon this Parliament from the At-:
lantic to the Pacific, to come together here:
in midsummer, to be told that they sie;
brought here for the purpose of voting sup-|
plies, when all that is necessary is for the!
Government to obtain the signature of the'!
Governor General to a warrant to furnish |
them with any amount of money for the:
public supplies that they may require ?;
I have said already that I do not intend to
press that matter further at the present
moment, but I may say that this speech is-
rather remaarkable for what is not in it
than for what is in it. The hon. gentle:aan;
is unwilling to take the Hoyse into his con-.
fidence. He is very reticent indeed. He in-;
tends to take seven or eight months to as-:
certain what his policy is. to find out what;
he proposes to do and submit to Parlia-:
ment. |

I wish the hon. gentleman had been!
equally reticent and cautious in submiiting:
his policy to a foreign country. I have:
spent many years on the floor ot this House, !
but I confess I have never, on any occa-!
sion felt the unbounded amazement that I
did when the hon. the First Minister declar-:
ed in this House that the report read by my |
hon. friend from North Lanark (Mr. Hag-|
gart), from the Toronto * Globe,” was an;
authentic statement. In my judgment, it
would have been better for the hon. gentle-
man to have taken his colleagues into his
confidence. But no doubt he must bave
done so. I suppose he musc have had their
authority before he propounded. the foreign
policy. of Canada in relation ro a rorcign
country, and confided it to a newspaner of
a foreign country. I believe, Sir, you would
search the records of statesmanship in any
country in vain to find any parallel for an
act so utterly unjustifiable. Why. just
imagine, the hon. gentleman is here, he has
brought the Parliament of Canada together
from one end of the Dominion to the other,
and he tells us that he has nothing to say
to us. Al T want, he says, is money. He
has no confidence to give us, he has no
policy to propound or submit. Although he
has had eighteen years on this side of the
Hous2 to formulate a policy and arrive at
an opinion of what ix in the interests of this
country, he has nct a word to say to the
assembled Parliament of his country as to
what policy he proposes to pursue on iny
single question touching the interests of this
great country. But what do we find in this
interview ? Why, 1 can only describe it
—and I do not wish to use too strong a
term—as an act of unmitigated folly. I
cannot imagine in the interests of Canada

any course which the First Minister of Can-

make known to the world the policy of Can-
ada through such a channel. Does not
every cne know that in diplomacy it is ot
the utmost importance to proceed cautious-
ly ? Does not every one kunow that in
diplomacy you must follow in the most tact-
ful and displomatid manner, the views and
sentiments of the parties with whom you
are about to negotiate, and that to wear
your heart on your sleeve and state ta the
seventy million people across the border
what you propose to ask them to do, and
under what great, necessity you are to ob-
tain what you ask, is simply to give your
whole case away. If the hon. gentleman
had sought how best to defeat any object
he had in view with regard to questions of
that kind, he could not have taken a more
effective means of accomplishing his pur-
pose. But I have a graver objection than
that to make. I hold that it is in the last
degree unpatriotic on the part of any Cana-
dian to commit himself to the statement to
which the hon. gentleman did commit him-
self regarding a great party in this coun-
try. The hon. gentleman has charged the
Liberal-Conservative party with being hos-
tile to the United States of america. He
declares that the Liberal-Conservative
party, which has been in power for the last
eighteen years, has not treated the people
of the United States in a proper and neigh-
bourly manner. Why, Sir, the statement
would be bad enough if it were true, but it
is not true. T state most unhesitatingly
that every historical fact which bears upon
the question proves that there is not a
tittle of foundation for this statement. Sir,
the Liberal-Conservative party of Canada
have, for the last eighteen years, on every
occasion, done all that mewn could do, and
all that a Government could do, to show the
people of the United States that they were
anxious to live upon the most neighbourly
and friendly terms possible with the people
of that country. I am aware that the hon.
gentleman had the good fortune to obtain
the support of the whole press of the Unit-
ed States in the late contest. I will not say
that he obtained any other support, but, so
far as the press of the United States is con-
cerned, the hon. gentleman was able, by one
means or another, to indoctrinate the peo-
ple of that country with the impression that
the Liberal party of Canada was more
friendly to them than the Liberal-Conserva-
tive party, and that the American people
were more likely to obtain the accomplish-
ment of their own hopes and wishes from
the Liberal party than from the Liberal-
Conservative party. Not only is that not
the case, not only have the Liberal-Conser-
vative party, on every oceasion, shown the
utmost desire to maintain the most friendly
possible relations with the United States,
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but the hon. gentlemen opposite are men.
who, whenever the question arose between'
Canada and the United States of freer in--

tercourse, always endeavoured to obstruct
the carrying out of those arrangements that

were found to be calculated to promote cor-:

diality and good feeling between the two
countries.
men again of the treaty of 1871

ada meeting that unfriendly act on the part

of the United States—an act which certain-

ly was within the control and jurisdiction
of the United States—in a hostile spirit,
took exactly the opposite course. At the

very moment when that treaty terminated
by the United States, we could have pre--

vented them from 1iaking fish ‘within the

three-mile limit, but we, instead, allowed:
their fishermen to go on throughout the:

whole season unmolested just as if the

United States had not refused to carry out

their part of it. That certainly was not an
unfriendly act. What more ? The hon.
gentleman knows that from 1834 down to

the present, all Canadian Governments—not,
only the Liberal-Conservative Government,

but the Government of which the hon. gen-

tleman himself was a member—have done
everything in their power to bring about,
friendly relations, and obtain such a treaty .
as would promote the best of fellowship be-:
tween the two countries, and serve the in-.
But the hon. gentleman:
knows that all these advances have been.

terests of Dboth.

met by the United States—I will not say in
an unfriendly manner—but by a refusal
which they were perfectly justified in mak-
ing within their own rights. They have
always said : We do not intend to make any
treaty with you. The hon. gentleman
knows that the Government of the late Mr.
Mackenzie sent one of the most distinguish-

ed members of the party supporting it, the
to:

Hon. George Brown, to Washington,
negotiate a treaty. And he knows that
that hon. gentleman was obliged to return
unsuccessful because he could not ob-
tain any treaty with the United States which
he could ask .the Parliament of Canada to
ratify or which he himself would be williag
should go into operation. The lon. gentle-
man knows that in 1871, at a time when
there was a very great deal of feeliag be-
tween the United States and Great 3ritain
with regard to the Alabama question it was
regarded by the Imperial Goverement as im-
portant—and it was a matter in which we
ourselves had a very deep interest—to settle
these vexed questions between the two
countries. The hon. gentleman knows that
the late Right Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald
was appointed a joint High Commlssioner
with the present Marquis of Ripon and the
jate Lora Iddesley and a number of other
gentlemen to negotiate a treaty with the
United States. They went to Washington

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

Let me remind the hon. gentle-:
I need:
hardly teill you, Sir. that when the treaty of
1854 was abrogated by the United States in
1856, instead of the Government of Can-:

i

and after several months of negotiation suc-
ceeded in making a treaty. That treaty
was made subject to the ratification of the
Parliament of Canada. In England of
course, as the hon. gentleman knows, Par-
lianment is not required to ratify a treaty at
~all ; the Government has supreme power to
arrange a treaty and give it complete
effect without reference to Parliament at
all. But in view of the importance of
the treaty and in deference 10 the
wishes and the independent position that
Canada occupies, the treaty was 1made
subject to the ratification of this Par-

liament. Well, Sir, what happened ? Why,
these very gentlemen opposite, the First
Minister who now endeavours to show

that the Liberal-Conservative party ot this
country have been unfriendly to the United
States, instead of saying : This is a great
Imperial question, this is a matter in which
the mother-country is deeply interested—so
deeply interested that she was prepared to
pay an enormous sum of money to the
United States to obtain a settlement of the
question—and therefore we will support it :
instead of this they attacked and denounc=d
Sir John A. Macdonald for having as they
said, sacrificed the dearest interest and
rights of Canada. They spent day after day
in this House denouncing that f{reaty and
doing all that men could do to show that It
was a base surrender on the part of the
Liberal-Conservative Gevernment and party
to the United States. And had it depended
on their views or their influence that treaty
.would have had no existence and these
i difficulties would have continued. But the
: Liberal-Conservative party in this House
' was strong enough to carry the treaty in de-
{ fiance of the efforts of hon. gentlemen oppo-
i site on that occasion. And now, in the light
i of experience, what does the hon. gentleman
' say ? Why, Sir, it is ludicrous in the view
| of the course the Liberal party took on that
. occasion to find that now the hon. gentle-
man’s ambition is to renew the treaty of
1871, the very treaty that he denounced as
a base surrender to the United States of
Canadian rights and Canadian interests.
This treaty, it now appears, is an object
and the highest ambition of the hon. gentle-
man to get renewed. And well it might be.
I can well understand it in 'the light of ex-
perience. I do not believe there is an intelli-
gent Canadian within the bounds of this Do-
minion, that does not feel the same way,
that does not know the course ihe Liberal-
Conservative party took on that occasion
was right, and the course hon. gentlemen
took was wrong. If any ever entertained a
doubt of it, they have that doubt removed
by the declaration conveyed to this Ameri-
can reporter and to the press of a foreign
country that the hon. gentleman wishes to
renew the treaty of 1871. But, Sir. there is
another statement here to which I take the
strongest possible exception, and I am as-
tounded that any gentleman knowing the
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facts should have lent himself to such a
statement : :

Some years ago, when considerable friction
had been created by the North Atlantic fishery
troubles; I took an opportunity to say that the
question should be adjusted in a friendly man-
ner, becoming an enlightened and friendly peo-
ple, by the simple process to give and take, and
I do not see nmow why an arrangement should
not be made.

Why, Sir, does the hon. gentleman not know
that long after 1871 the present distinguish-
ed ambassador in London, Mr. Bayard, ad-
dressed a letter to myself couched in the
most friendly terms and intimating that he
thought the time had arrived when we
might deal satisfactorily with the Atlantic
Fishery trouble. And what happened ? This
happened—that the present Secretary of
State for the Colonies, the Right Hon. Joseph
Chamberlain, Sir Lionel Sackville-West, now
Lord Sackville, and myself were appointed
plenipotentiaries by Her Majesty to nego-
tiate the Treaty of Washington of 1888.
The hon. gentleman knows that when the
United States terminated the treaty of 1871
—again by their own motion and in opposi-
tion to the desire of everybody in Canada
that it should be continued—we had no alter-
native but to fall back upon the treaty of
1818. He knows also that, having been ac-
customed under the treaty of 1854 and undar
the treaty of 1871 to frequent our waters,
great . irritation was ‘caused among the
fishermen of the United States, and that the
press of the United States, both Republican
and Democratic teemed with abuse of
Canada for the unfriendly course pursued by
our Government for the protection of our
undoubted rights under the treaty of 1818,
The plenipotentiaries sat down around a
table and discussed this question for three
months, with the result that we reached a
treaty which practically conceded every
point of practice that Canada had pursued
in regard to the United States. It was sign-
ed by the plenipotentiaries of both countries,
and it was sent to the Senate by President
Cleveland with the declaration that it was
a fair and honourable settlement of the
question and should be accepted by the
Senate. And the hon. gentleman knows that
the reason the treaty was not accepted was
because the Republican party were in a
position to prevent any settlement being
reached, because. it required a two-thirds
vote in the Senate to ratify the treaty. Now,
Sir, that it is not all. When this treaty was
passed the British plenipotentiaries subinit-
ted for the consideration of the representa-
tives of the United States a modus vivendi
to go into operation pending ratificstion of
the treaty. Under that modus vivendi means
were provided by which the American
fishermen could at once enjoy to a large
extent the advantages which the treaty
afforded upon the payment of a tonnage fee.
That modus vivendi is in operation to-day,
‘and not only that, Sir, but President Cleve-

3

land publicly tendered his hearty thanks to
the British Commissioners for submitting it,
and his Republican successor, President
Harrison, included in his inaugural address
to Congress a statement of the fact that un-
der that modus vivendi all friction had been-
removed between the two countries. Is
that an indication of unfriendly aection ?
Here is an action of the Government of
Canada outside the treaty which has vir-
tually settled all that irritation on account
of the Atlantic lisheries, and has received
the hearty commendation of the Presi.lents
of both the great parties in the TUnited
States, both of Mr. Cleveland and his suc-
cessor ; but to read this, one would suppose
that the only man in Canada who had ever
taken any interest in removing this irrita-
tion, was the hon. the First Minister. The
hon. gentleman, I suppose, knows that from
1888, from the tiine that treaty was signed
by the plenipotentiaries of the two countries,
and under that modus vivendi, down to this
hour, there has never been a complaint. on.
the part of the Government of the United
States against Canada for anything in ra=la-
ticn to that question. I think before tle
hon. gentleman opens his heart to a reporter
of the press of a foreign country in a way
that he will not do to Parliament, he should
take the frouble to learn 'a little more of
this question. Now, Sir, there is another
question of considerable magnitude and one
which, after the commission had reporte-i,
I suppose might be brought under the notice
of the Parliament and people of Canada.
Not so, Sir ; before any decision is reached
on the part of any Canadian commission, or
any joint commission, the hon. gentleman
confides his policy to the press of a foreign
country, and expresses his readiness to en-
gage in the deepening of our canals to the
extent of 21 feet. Why, Sir, it is enough to
take away one’s breath to find this economic
Government prepared to undertake an ex-
pense, no person knows whether it will be
fifty millions or one hundred millions, pro-
bably much nearer the latter sum, as our
portion of it. But that is not all. He pro-
poses not only to rush into this wild expen-
diture without any authority of Parliament.
or any consultation in his own country, but
he makes a proposal that the canals of Can-
ada, that the great waterway of the St.
Lawrence, to which the people of :Canada
attach the most vital importance, and upon
which the life or death of Canada may some
day depend—he proposes to confide that
enormous waterway that nature has placed
in the hands of Canada, to the joint control
of this country and seventy millions of peo-
ple in the United States of ‘America. It is
enough to take one’s breath away to find
the First Minister rushing into a declaration
of policy of this kind, which is calculated.
in my judgment, to create a great deal of
difficulty by arousing hopes that may never
be realized. But supposing that was his
policy, there i8 no way by which he could
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defeat it so effectually as to say, in thus un-
burthening his heart to the press of a for-
eign country, that Canada is practically de-
pendent upon the great republie to the south
of us, and is prepared to do anything, to go
upon our knees at any moment, to grant
any concession that may be necessary.

Now, Sir, I have another objection to this
matter,
among all these questions he proposes that

the bonding system shall be taken up. What

public to the south of us ? Does he not
know that the election of President Cleve-
land, with the declaration that protection
was to be struck down and that free trade
was to be the policy of the United States
of America, paralyzed every industry in that
country ? Does he not know the frightful
financial and commercial disasters that en-

The hon. gentleman says that!sued from that hour. until that country was

brought into a condition that every person
must deplore, a condition that we of alil

does the hon. gentleman mean ? Does he: others have reason to deplore, because, sit-
not know that the bonding system enjoyed:uated as we are, separated by an invisible
by Canada to-day is under a solemn treaty ! boundary line for so long a distance, it is
made between Great Britain and the United | impossible for that country to undergo a
States  of  Ameriea. Occasionally, some | great financial and commercial crisis with-
people in the United States, who are very ; out its being severely felt throughout Can-
anxious to create trouble with Canada. who | ada, and such was the case. But, Sir. under
do not hesitate to do everything in their|the @egis of the National Policy, Canada
power to hand us over to the United States, | withstood—

bhave been kind enough to suggest to the: An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.

United States Government to stop the bond- |
ing privilege as a means of bringing Canada; Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will give the
- to her knees, just as they have been kind' hon. gentleman an authority, not Canadian
enough to suggest that the United States have : but American. Let me tell hixz whst an
it in their power to adopt a course that they ; eminent statistician of the United States of
saw would render the great railway lines: America said in regard to the position that
of this country, the Grand Trunk Railway Canada held, at the same time that this
and the Canadian Pacific Railway. bankrupt ; wave of depression, which did affect us, was
in a very short time. That is a policy that I crushing the great republic to the south of
can understand emanating from the Farrars, . us, and causing hundreds of thousands of
from the Wymans, and from the Glens ; but. people to suffer for the want of bread, and
I cannot understand the First Minister of ' carrying misery and desolation into the
Canada committing himself to a declaration homes of millions of people of that country,
that is tantamount to saying that the bond-: for the reason that commerce was paralyzed,
ing privilege is one that we have yet to:the industries of the country were paralyzed,
settle. Sir, it is a privilege that has been because they did not know wbat was
conceded after the most solemn declarationsito be the fiscal policy of the country.
by .the plenipotentiaries of both counivies, ' Sir, under these circumstances, 1 will give
and has been ratified by a treaty under, hon. gentlemen, who seem so mnrch amused
which we now enjoy it. I do not intend to' &t the position which Cabpsda occupied,
take up the time of the House longer in. affected 25 it was to a ceasiderable extent.
reference to this matter, but I felt that it but which, under thec zegis of the National
was absolutely necessary that the earliest: Policy it was enabled to withstand even to
oppo®unity should be taken of showing the:the overflowing of injurious results that
consequences of this extremely reckless and: naturally fell upon the country from its
imprudent course which the hon. gentleman  proximity to the United States, a statement
seems disposed to. pursue. ! which appeared in the “ Forum,” early in
Now, I have only ohe word more to say 1824, from Mr. D. A. Wells, the well-
and that is in regard to the postponement of | known American economist. He said :
the consideration of the fiscal policy of this' .
country for the next eight or nine months. IB the Dominion of Canada, separated terri-
I may say, Sir, that a more fatal policy for ' torially from us on the north by an imaginary
. et ’ . A : line, there has been no panic, no unusual de-
Canada’'I do not believe could be conceived. ' mand for money, no stoppage of industries, no
Free trade would be bad enough, a revenue; restriction of trade, no increased rate of interest:
tariff would be bad encugh, a declaration;in short, nothing beyond the ordinary course of
that the industries of Canada were to be! events, except so far as these events may have
struck down at a blow would be bad enough; been infiuenced by contiguity to what may be
but, Sir, uncertainty is worse. I say that| termed a financial cyclone, whose pathway of
while it was not necessary, under the view : destruction was contiguous to, but not within,
which those hon. gentlemen take, to call | C3hadian territory.

Parliament for the -sake of getting supplies,
it is necessary, and it is in the most vital
interest of the people of Canada, that they
should know what is to be the policy of the
Government of this country. Does the hon.
gentleman not know what was the cause
of that frighiful disaster that has wrought
ruin to millions of people in the great re-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

: This opinion as to the condition of the two

countries is not from a Canadian, but from
a high American source. Does the hon.
gentleman want to bring about in Canada
the same disastrous conditions in every sec-
tion of this Dominion from which the Unit-
ed States is now suffering ? If he does, he
is pursuing the best way to accomplish his
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purpose. All trade reports indicated an im-g want to know under which king we shall
proved commercial condition in Canada ; in ! serve. We want to know whether the
fact, every evidence pointed to the fact, in: policy of the Minister of Justice at the
the most clear and unmistakable uianner,, other end of the building or the policy of
that Canada was merging from the wave:the Prime Minister is to prevail. We want
of depression that has overspread the covn-:to know whether t(hose great industries
try for some little time. But what will be! which have growa up, and which occupy
the effect of this announcement ? The | an important position in the maritime pro-
capitalists who have been waliting to know | vinces are to be sacrificed or not, and the
what was to be the fiscal policy of Canada, ; fact that hon. gentlemen opposite are un-
as to which party was to triumph, in order ; able to make their arrangements until
to decide whether they would invest capital | nine months ahead is one of & most serious
and employ labour, north or south of the!character. A great many manufacturers of
boundary . line, a(;cording as to whether; this country, men who have large amounts
Canadian industries were to continue to:of capital invested, naturally want to know
enjoy protection, or whether there was to: whether their industries are to live or die.
be free trade, will be paralyzed in their ac-:and I therefore say that, in my Judgment,
tion, and, indeed, there is not a business:the Prime Minister would have been quite
man in this Dominion who is not vitally. warranted in calling Parliament for so im-
interested in knowing as early as possible  portant a purpose as disclosing frankly and
what is to be the fate of this country. Un-: fully to the people what they had to hope
der these circumstances, 1 fear that while; for or what they had to fear, instead of
there was no ground, under the policy of: bringing us together for what—with these
hon. gentlemen opposite, for calling Parlia- | Governor General's warrants on the table—
ment together, because they have proved: appears to have been very inadequate
quite equal to getting supplies without any : cause. All I can say is this. I trust the
of our weak assistance, there was and there f hon. gentleman will go forward on the line
is reason why the Government should;on which he has taken suck advanced steps
state its trade policy at the earliest day.! during the eampaign. I hope the hon. gen-
aye, before this House rises. It is due, not: tleman will throw behind him all that wild
to hon. gentlemen on this side of the House, ;| freq trade rhodomontane in which he was
but it is due to the people of Canada, it is! in the habit of indulging and amusing the
due to every eaterprise in our country that: countty, and that he will advance In the
they should know at the earliest hour pos-; direction of giving the industries of Can-
sible what is to be the fate of this country, ada that protection which- is necessary to
and govern themselves accordingly. Any : allow them to live and flourish. If the hon.
decision is better, in my judgment, than no: gentleruan, will do that, I can assure him
decision, Decause it was a state of undeci-: that instead of receiving the opposition of
sion that produced such widespread disaster | hon. members on this side of the House, he
so graphically depicted by the pen of Mr. | w!il find us prepared to gd heart and hand
" Wells, in the United States, and which no/ witi: him in any measure that is calculated
Canadian who has.the interest of the coun-: to maintain the progress and prosperity of
try at heart, desires to see in this Dowmin-: the country in connection with which we
ion. TUnder these circumstances, I would: believe necessary protection to our great in-
even at this late hour implore the hon. gen-: dustries is absolutely indispensible.

tleman and his colleagues, in tne interest!

of the country, to let our industries know :

something as to what is to be their fate.
Take the great coal mining industry of

Nova. Scotia, which has grown up under;

the fostering protection of the policy of the
Liberal-Couservative party. It is a ques-
tion of life and death with those engaged
in it whether hon. gentlemen opposite in-
tend to do in this instance what they have
pledged themselves solemuly to do. They
have pledged themselves solemnly to msake
coal free, and to make iron free. I won-
der how they are going to obtain, the con-
sent of the Minister of Justice to that pol-
icy. Hon. gentlemen opposite are aware
that my iron policy, as it is called, was
branded in very opprobrious terms by hon.
gentlemen opposite, as a system of mons-
trous proicction, as one of monstrous
bounties. But the Prime Minister of On-
tario did not think T had gone far enough,
and he took money out of the tressury of
the province to increase the bounty. We

3%

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier).
. Mr. Speaker, I have assuredly no tault to
. find with the speech to which we have just
i had the pleasure of listening, nor is it my
intention to offer any criticism upoxn it. On
the whole, it was a moderate speech, and -
i if we remember the source from which it
came, I think it was a very moderate
speech. indeed. True, Sir, there was
throughout it, from the first to the last
syllable, a tone of disappointment and bit-
terness ; but with this I find no fault, and
indulge in no criticism. I waive it in def-
erence to the feelings of &« man who, having
abandoned.a high and honourable position
in the service of the country for the more
noble and higher ambition of restoring the
wrecked fortunes of his party, and having
failed in the task, has not yet recovered from
the surprise and the shock, that, like Ceesar,
he came and saw, but, unlike Caesar, he did
not conquer. It is manifest from the tone
of the speech of the hon. gentleman that he
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has not yet rightly apprebended the full:yet what are the causes which have brought
significance of the verdict which was pro-:on this change of government, I may tell
nounced by the people of the country on'him. There are three causes. The hon.
25rd June last. It is quite evident from the; gentleman and his parity were defeated be-
speech delivered that the Lon. gentleman:cause their fiscal policy, which by a strange
up to this day does not know what are the misnomer has been termed the National
causes which have produced that upheaval. Policy, had not fulfilled the expectations of
that earthquake which shook the whole of i the people, and although that policy had not
Canada, from the island of Vancouver to;fuifilled the expectations of the people, still
Prince Edward Island on 23rd June fast—'the hon. gentleman adhered to it. The hon.
an earthquake which was very similar to gentleman and his party have been defeated
some earthquakes which we read about in'because the administration of public affairs
the olden times, and in which the sinners:yunder his Government had been extrava-
were buried alive, and the just were spared | gant and corrupt. The hon. gentleman and
and saved. “his party have been defeated because upon

Now, Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman (Sir: g grave and important question.—a question
Charles Tupper) told us in the opening part. which for its solution required great tender-
of his address, that the Liberal party had:ness and care of treatment—instead of ap-
not obtained a majority on any of the issues' pealing to the honest intelligence of the
submitted to the people of this country. I.people, instead of appealing to the convie-
fail to understand what was the object of  tions and to the consciences of the people.
the argument of the hon. gentleman. He:the hon. gentleman and his party appealed
says we have not obtained a majority on:to sectional prejudices and to religious feel-
any of the issues which were submitted to. inzs. He was defeated. because by his po-
the people cf this country. Well, Sir, I care licy on this question he created amongst the
not to go very minutely into that argument,  better classes of his party a distrust, which
but I look at the result only, and whatever!rent his party into factions which are now
may be the cause the result is : there is the  jrreconcilable. Sir. these are the reasons
hon. gentleman in opposition, and here are. why the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tup-
we at the head of the Government of Can-:per) did not succeed. And in view of the
ada. The hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tup-. tactics which were adopted by the hon.
per) stated more. He said that although his: gentleman and his party to succeed, in view
party were in the minority in this House,!of the methods which were resorted to by
yet that they had obtained at the polls, no:them, I say : blessed and thrice blessed is
less than 19,000 votes more than the party:the day when these tactics were defeated.
which is victorious. Again I refuse to g0, when these methods were rebuked, and
very minutely into those calculations of the f when these appeals to sectional feelings
hon. gentleman, but all I have to say is, that | were trampled under foot by the people to
if the victorious party polled a minority of | whom they were addressed. I am doing no
the votes in the country, what has become : injustice to my hon. friend (Sir Charles Tup-
of the Gerrymander Acts of hon. gentlemen : per) when I say, that his speech to-day was
opposite ? They certainly were never 'in- pather a doleful and mournful one. But
tended for that purpose, and if that be their| there was a single ray of sunshine in it.
result I am sure we shall have the support, There was a ray of sunshine in it when he
of my hon. friend when we repeal these|came to speak of my hon. friends, the mover
Acts, as repeal them we shall. Nor do Iiand seconder of the Address. He paid them
consider that my hon. friend was any more, just and well deserved compliments, which
happy in his reference to tne hon. gentleman I am happy to re-echo, but he discriminated
who moved the Address, when he said that|comewhat betweer the mover and the see-

although the hon. gentleman (Mr. Mclnnes)
had a seat in this House he had a minority
of the votes in his ccustituency. True there
were three candidates in the field, one Lib-
eral and two Conservatives. There were
two different kinds of Conservatives, how-
ever, in the constituency of Vancouver, as
in many other constituencies in this country.
There were Couservatives who were Minijs-
terialists and who were prepared to swallow
everything in connection with the Ministe-
rial policy, but there were also Conserva-
tives, who though remaining Conserva-
tives, and yieiding nothing of the conviction
of their lives, were, however, no longer
ready to follow the Government of the
hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper). That
is the reason why my hon. friend (Mr. Mc-
Innes) is here. But, Sir, if the hon. gentle-
man (Sir Charles Tupper) does not know

Mr. LAURIER.

ronder. He said that the mover had been
altogether too aggressive for his taste. Well.
I thought that this would have been a rea-
son why my hon. friend (Sir Charles Tupper)
would have paid a greater compliment to
the mover of the Address (Mr. Mclnnes).
However, he chose not to do it. As to the
speech of the hon. gentleman from Van-
couver, I have to say that he pleaded the
cause of his native province in a manner in
which I have never heard it pleaded in this
House before. He did it in a way which
will commend itself to the Government, and
I am sure it will not be forgotten by them
at the proper moment. Now as to my hon.
friend (Mr. Lemieux), the seconder of the
Address. His reputation for eloquence had
preceded him to this House, and much as
we expected from him still more has he
given us, and with regard to both himself




3

[AUGUST 24, 1896]

4

and the mover I am sure that members on
both sides will be happy to find that such
valuable additions have been made to the
debating talent of this Parliament.

Now, my hon. friend (Sir Charles Tupper)
has gone somewhat minutely, and more
minutely than I care to follow him, into an
interview which I gave some time ago to
an American journalist. The only criticism—
not the only but the principal criticism—
which the hon. gentleman had to offer to
that interview was, that I had been too
candid and too sincere, and he said that it
would never do for any kind of a diplomatist
to carry his heart on his sleeve as I have
done. If that meant anything, it simply
meant that my hon. friend (Sir C€Charles
Tupper) agrees with Tallevrand who said :
that speech has been given to man to con-
ceal hig thoughts. The hon. gentleman (Siv
Charles Tupper) is of thav opinion evidently,
and we know from his past record that he
is as good as his word, and that he preaches
both by precept and example. We remeni-.
ber very well that in the campaign of 1891,
the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper)
stated to the people of Canada that the
Government of Canada received an invita--
tion from Mr. Blaine the American Secre-
tary of State, to a conference at Washing-
ton with a view of renewing the reciprocity
treaty of 1854. The hon. gentleman (Sir
Charles Tupper) made that statement on all
the hustings of Canada and he invited the
support of the Canadian people because of
it. 'He told them, that if Parliament had
been dissolved it was simply to answer the
invitation which had been given by Mr.
Blaine, then Secretary of State for the Uni-:
ted States, asking co-operation and a con-:
ference to renew negotiations, in order to
have a reccnsideration of the treaty of 1854.
Well, Sir, the truth was, as the hon. gentle-
man knows, that no such invitation had
ever been given by Mr. Blaine. The hon.’
gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper) did not.
carry his heart on his sleeve. He was not:
candid with the people. He was not sincere
with the people, but the hon. gentleman
knows right well that a few months after-
wards ke had to eat humble pie in the office
of Mr. Blaine in order to get an audience
from him. These are not my lines, however.
It may be & weakness of mine to carry my
heart on my sleeve. It may be a weakness
of mine to be candid, but I believe it to be
the best diplomacy of all to be honest in
speech and honest in action as well.

Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles
Tupper) also rebuked me for what I said:
as to the control of the canals after they
had been deepened. Was the hon. gentle--
man (Sir Charles Tupper) sincere and can-
did, and did he carry his heart on his sleeve
when he made that criticism ? If he had:
been candid and sincere, and if he had car-:
ried his heart on his sleeve as he should:
have done, he might have said to the House, :
that when I made that statement to this:

Americar journalist, I was simply carrying
out the policy of the late Government, be-
cause, Sir, these is to-day a joint interna-
tional commission, a commission appointed
by the Canadian Government to act in con-
junction with the American government, to
examine that very question of the deepening
of the canals and the control of the same.
Here is an Order in Council which was pas-
sed by the late Government of Sir Maec-
kenzie Bowell on the 30th of November,
1895 :—

On a report dated 22nd November, 1895, from
the Minister of Railways and Canals, submitting
that by petition to Your Excellency in Council,
the President and members of the International
Deep Waterways Association have set forth
that the Congress of the United States has en-
acted as follows :

The President of the United States is author-
ized to appoint, immediately after the passage
of this Act, three persons who shall have power
to meet and confer with any similar committee
which may be appointed by the Government of
Great Britain or of the Dominion of Canada,
ard who shall make inquiry and report whether
it is feasible to build such canals as shall en-
able vessels engaged in ocean commerce to pass
to and fro between the Great Lakes and the
Atlantic Ocean, with an adequate and control-
lable supply of water for continual use ; where
such canals can be most conveniently located,
the probable cost of the same, with estimate in

. Getail ; and if any part of the same should be

buiit in the territory of Canada, what regula-
tions or treaty arrangements will be necessary

" between the United States and Great Britain to

preserve the free use of such canal to the people
of this country at all times.

And, Sir, upon that the Canadian Govern-
ment appointed three commissioners—Mr.
Howland, Mr. Keefer, and Mr. Monro, to
confer with the American Commissioners
in order to see what reports, regulations or
treaty srrangements would be necessary
between the United States and Great
Britain to preserve the free use of such
canals to the pecople of the Uaited States at
all times. I must say, however, of that in-
terview, that I have nothingz to take back
from the statement I mado that the :ela-
tions of the two countries had not been
saisfactory ; for I am bound to say that
under the treatment accorded to American
fishermen in 1886, 1887 and 188Y by the late
Canadiarn Government the velations of the
two countries were brought to such a pitch
that one time the two countries were
actually upon the verge of commercial war.
Commercial war, Sir. I have a high
authority for that statement; and who is
my authority ? The hon. leader of the Op-
position, who made that statemsat upon the
floor of this very Hous2 in the scssion of
1888.

The hon. gentleman said tbat the Speech
from the Throne afforded hut a very mcagre
bill of fare; but it is in season, and I do
not suppose that my hon. friend would have
any stomach for a very heavy meal at this
moment. Moreover, the circulastances are
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such that we cannot have at ihis time any-
thing like the usual session of Parliament.
We are not in a condition toy do so. Even
the examination of the Public Accounts, the
hon. gentleman knovws, cannot 2o on at the:
present time. He knows very well that it
would not be for us anything that would"’
break our hearts, if we were in a position
to bring to the scrutiny of this House the
Public Accounts of last year when the.
public expenditures were coutrolled by hon.
gentlemen opposite. But, Sir, we cannot do
it; we have to defer that pleasure to-
another session. We have called the session .
for one reason and for omne reason alone,
that is, to obtain from this Parlianient the
supplies for carrying on the business of the
country—the supplies which the late Parlia--
ment, under the leadership of hon. goentle-
men opposite. who had then the responsi- .
bility of public affairs, did not vote. This
is the only reason why we have called this .
session of Parliament.

-In this connection the hon. gentieman
made some pleasant allusion, or bitter al-.
lusion if he prefers, o the issue of the
special warrant. Well, all I have to say at;
this moment is that I will follow the ex--
ample he gave at a later period in his;
speech, and will not discuss this question
now, because we shall have an opportuaity :
of discussing it by itselt on a future oc-'
cesion.

Another criticism which the hon. gentle-
man indulged in was, that though we were
elected on the policy of tariff reform, we
were not prepared to-day to lay on the:
Table of the House any measure of tariff re-
form ; and he says that the uncertainty of :
delay is worse than what he calls free'
trade. Sir. the issue between the two;
parties in the last election was whether the
National Policy shguld be preserved intact, |
as it was, or whether there should be tariff :
reform, and the pelicy of tarif reform suc-!
ceeded. Now, the hon. gentleman says, go:
on and carry out your promise, and bring .

“one article or two

; other classes ;
-country, under a tariff such as we have. all

!

of things, while dangerous to natural iife,
"might also be dangerous to commercial life,
-and, therefore, though we are determined
:to reform the tariff,

we have to do it
cautiously and after deep and anxious
consideration. We have to proceed slow-
ly. There are. I admit, certain items
which we might reforin immediately. The
hon. gentleman has instanced coal. But
any reform in the tariff, to be eifective, must
be general. To retorm the tariff upon any
articles alone, :night
afford some relief to some classes; but it
might perhaps jeopardize the interests of
because in any civilized

interests are dependent upon each other, and
to disturb the condition of one you disturb
the condition of all. Therefore, we have
Leen forced to the conclusion that if we are
to reform the tariff, as we 1ust, we must
do it in a single measure, to be submitted

-to Parliament at one and the same time.

But, Sir, let me go back a few years. I am
not bound to take shelter under the ex-
amples of hon. gentlemen opposite ; but let
me call the attention of the hon. leader of
the Opposition: to this fact. Iie has stated
that in the election of 1878 the issues be-
tween the two parties were clear cut. So
they were. There was a revenune tariff
policy on one side, and protection on the

“other side. On that occasion the policy of

protection prevailed. What 100k place ?
Did the hon. gentleman who succeeded at
that time and his colleagues proceed at once
to plunge the country into the throes ot a
reform of the tariff ? The hou. gentlemnan
knows that it took considerable time to con-
sider the reform which they were to bring
forward, even though the issucs were

“clearly cut. The election took place oa the

17th of September. the Govermment of Mr.
Mackenzie resigned on the 9th of October,
Parliament was not called until the 13th of
February, and it was not until the 1¢th of
March that the tariff measure was brought

down at once your measure of tariff reform. : before the House. Here is an exa:ple from
All T have to say is that it 1s my extreme ' a source which I am not fond of following.
sorrow, and the extreme sorrow of my col-: but which still gives in this matter an ex-
leagues as well, that it is not possible for ! ample of caution which we are bound to
us at this moment to bring forward such a | follow and will follow.

measure of tariff reform as we would like! But the hon. gentleman devoted by far
to have. But there is the obvious and mani- | the greater and most important part of his
fest reason for it. Of all the evils that a ;speech to the Manitoba school question, and
protective tariff brings on the people, per-|the whole tendency of his argument to-day

haps the greatest is that though the people |
have universally and unanimously deter-
mined to have a reform of that tariff, yet
such conditions have been brought sbhout
under it that no such reform can he effaot-
ed without exposing the country o some
commercial disturbance. We 1must try to
avoid this. One of the effects of 5 protec-
tive tariff, as the hon. gentleman well
knows, is to create a high pressure atmos-
phere, in which all kinds of industry, trade
and commerce have to live and operate ;
and a sudden disturbance of that conilition

Mr. LAURIER.

was to try and put us in contradiction with
ourselves. He s2id that we had one policy
here and another there. I take issue with
him upon that. The hon. gentleman wants
to kuow what is the policy of the Govern-
ment upon this question. If I were to ex-
tend to. him the same treatment which was
meted cut to us when on the other side, I
would ask what is the policy of the Oppo-
sition. 3Now, we heard during the last ses-
sion from the lips of the hon. gentleman,
not once or twice but a dozen times, a de-
claration which is very different from what
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we have heard from him to-day. We heard’
from him then the declaration that in this
matter the sovereignty of Parliament was
abridged, that Parliament was not a free
agent, but was forced to lay violent hands
upon the school legislation of Manitoba and
restore the Roman Catholic separate schools.
Nay more, we heard also the hon. gentle-
man state, in deep and solemn tones, that he
was ready to die, if his death were neces-
sary. to procure for the minority the justice
to which they were entitled. Such was the
language we heard from him last session,
but it would appear that all that is now a
thing of the past. It would appear that this
policy of stern adherence to the constitution,
this magnanimous policy of devotion to the
minority is no more. There is an election
going on to-day in the good riding of North
Grey, and there we have the authority of
the whip of the party (Mr. Taylor) that he
was sent by the hon. gentleman himself,
as a missionary, to tell the staunch Tories
of that riding that remedial legislation is no
longer part and parcel of the programme of
the Conservative party. Now, it appears,
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of North Grey to tell them that this is no
longer the policy of the Conscrvative party.
and that the Conservative party no longer
intend to lay violent hands upon the legis-
lation of Manitoba. When the hon. gentle-
man appeals, by the mouth of the whip of
his party, against French domination and
Quebec rule what does he mean? His
meaning is the same as it ever was—a dou-
ble game and a double policy. When you,
Mr. Speaker, took your seat, the only critl-
cism which the hon. gentleman had to offer
to your nomination was that you had not
the honour and the privilege of belonging to
the French race. Sir, your nomination is an
instance of the French domination which
we intend to have, and which will be no-
thing more and nothing less than to select
good men for every position. whether they
be English, French, German, Irish or Scotch.
But this is not the language which we hear
to-day in the riding of North Grey. The
language which is heard in that riding is an
appeal to what sectional feeling there may
be in ‘the hearts of its electors by raising
the cry of French domination and Quebec

Parliament is again a free agent. now the . rule. Now, I do not care to carry this fur-
sovereignty of this Parliament is not abrid- ther. The hon. gentlemaa wants to know
ged, and this Parliament 1s no longer obliged  what is the policy of the Government and
by the letter of the law and the judgment of : he has a right to know it, and I will tell
the Privy Council to lay violent hands upon  him. We have always taken the ground

the legislation of Manitoba. and is no longer
obliged to restore to the minority their sepa-
rate schools. The bhon. gentleman is no
longer ready to lay down his life. even
though to die wele necessary in order to
cbtain justice for the minority. Here are
the words which the chief whip of the party
pronounced yesterday at Owen Sound in the
north riding of Grey :

Mr. Taylor said that the circumstances of this
campaign were different from the last, as the
Remedial Bill was no lenger a part of the Con-
sarvative policy. Sir Charles Tupper had sent
word by him to this effect to the electors of
North Grey ; that good feeling had now been re-
stored between Sir Charles and N. Clarke Wal-
lJace and the other anti-remedial Conservatives.
He said it was an insult to the intelligence of
North Grey for Mr. Laurier to attempt to palm
off in this riding a Minister who was defeated
at home, and who did not own a cent here. A
vote for Mr. Paterson would mean a vote for
the domination of Quebec.

What is the meaning of this ? What did
the hen. gentleman mean when on the floor
of this House, not yet five or six months
ago, he told the pecple of this country that
Parliament was hound—bound by the terms
of the law—to interfere in this matter, bound
to lay violent hands upon the legislation of
Manitoba, bound to restore separate schools,
and bound to die, if necessary. for the main--
tenance of the constitution. What was his
meaning ? What was his object ? Was he
simply playing a game in order to obtain
the twenty. votes of a majority in the pro-
vince of Quebec which he expected ? And.
now, what is his meaning to-day when he:
sent the whip of his party to the good riding

that this question of the Manitoba schools
has been bungled. from first to last, by hon.
gentlemen opposite. They first exhausted
every subterfuge, which they had under the
law in order not to act, and when they de-
termined to act. they acted on perfectly un-
tenable grounds. We have a most peculiar
constitution, and in that peculiar constitu-
tion there is a feature which seems to be
altogether at variance with its very spirit.
Of all the clauses which cemented these
provinces together. the one perhaps which
was the most potent and effective was that
which expressed the desire of all classes of
the community that every section of the
community represented by a province should
be independent and supreme within the
sphere of the powers allotted to it. Bur,
strange to say. aithough the subject of edu-
cation is one of the powers referred to the
provinces, yet there is a right of appeal
civen by the constitution to any minority
whenever in any province there was existing
a system of separate schools. If the mi-
nority in such province is dissatisfied it is
given an appeal to this Parliament. This is
altogether in contradiction to the spirit of
the constitution. but let that pass. When
the appeal is given let us consider for the
moment to whom it was given. First of all,
it is manifest that if an appeal was given,
the right of the province v Iegislate upon the
subject is thereby acknowledged, and this is
a subject which is no longer in dispute.
The appeal is given, not to a court. If it
were, the court would only have to inquire
whether or not the legislature had acted
within its rights. The appeal, however, is
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given, not to the courts, but to the Federal
Government and Parliament.
therefore, a judicial but a political appeal,
end as such is to be exercised not only for

the benefit of the minority but for the good .

and welfare of the Canadian people as a
whole. This is the true interpretation of tha
constitution, and the hon. gentleman is sur-

prised at the attitude which I have taken.

upon this question. Let me tell him, as he
well knows that there is no party to

this controversy, not even the govern-
ment of Manitoba, which ever denied
that the power of appeal existed in

this Parliament, which ever denied that we
hi#d the power to interfere and lay vielent
hands upon the legislation of Manitoba.
Bur. Sir, though we have that power, all
reasonable men. all those who love their
country. insist that it shall not be exercis-
ed violently, but that it shall be used only
as a last resort when every other means
had failed to obtain that degree of justice
due to the complaining minority, The hom.
gentleman kncws right well that this‘is the
view maintained by the Manitoba govern-
ment themselves. Let me quote to him tha
very language of the Attorney General of
Manitoba in answer to the communiecation
of the Dominion Government :

The remedy sougzht to be applied is fraught
with great danger to the principle of provincial
autonomy. An ind2p>ndent consideration of the
subject. as well as the recognized constitutional
practice in analagcus cases,

sort : and after the clearest pessible case has
been made out. it is obvious that so drastic pro-
c2-ting as the coercion of a province in order
to impose upon it a policy

declared wishes of the people can only be justi- .

fiad by clear and unmistakable proof of flagrant

wrong-doing on the part of the provincial au--

thority.
You have there the admission by the Zov-

ernment of Manitoba themselves that they
never denied the jurisdiction of this Par-

liament. but what they denied was the

right of this Government to interfere in the

way proposed without investigating the sub-

ject in a proper and friendly spirit as they
had more than once asked should be done. .
The first duty of the Dominion Government
when this appeal of the minority was:

brought before them six long years ago was

at once to apply to the government of Mani- :
toba. to treat with them and to endeavour .
to settle the question amicably. Sir, they

failed to do -that. But when we came into
power the very first thing we did was that
which should have heen done by gentlemen

opposite—we applied at once to the govern-
ment of Manitoba. The government of:
Manitoba respoended. They sent here their
We conferred. ANl I can
say at the present time is that I have every .
reason to hepe, every reason to believe, that:
when again this Parliament assembles. this
question will have been settled satisfac- .
torily to all parties concerned. Sir, when!
I say that this question will have been set-:

Attorney General.

Mr. LAURIER.

it is not, "

clearly indicates .
that it shculd only be made use of as a last re-:

repugnant to the:

tled satisfactorilly to all let me make one
exception. I know full well that any settle-
ment we can make, however just, however
fair, however meritorious it may be, it is
condemned in advance by those eXtreme
men who are ready to exact their pound
of fiesh even though they are cutting it out
of the very heart of their country, those
men who, whether they belong to one sec-
tion of the Conservatives or the other are
to-day sharpening their knives, in order to
obtain from the bleeding corpse of their
country, not justice but the satisfaction of
revenge., These men 1 do not expect ever
to satisfy. But I expect we shail be able
to satisfy all reasonable men, all right-
minded men, all those who, whatever may
be their views upon this question, are pre-
pared for the sake of peace, harmony and
good-fellowship. to make some sacrifice upon
the altar of their common country even of
opinion and preference. And 1 hope that
when we appeal to the sense of fair-play of
justice and generosity in behalf of a united
Canada. it will meet with a clear and un-
mistakable response from all classes. But
I should despair of the future of my coun-
try, not merely as to the settlement of this
question but as to the settlement of every
other question which may come up if the
tactics followed by the hon. gentleman op-
posite and his friends were to prevail in
- this country, if those who blow hot and
cold who to-day are vociferously clamour-
ing against the policy which they support-
:ed no later than the month of Jure were
i to prevail.

Sir, the hon. gentleman dealt a few
momerits ago with a subject which I was
‘ not survrised that he should tackle, because
it is one which I am sure must have caused
him some uneasiness and even pain as a
‘ Carvadian for some time. because he cannot
but regret. I hope, at all events, that he
does regret the language which he made use
of on former occasions. The hon. gentle-
man has at last taken issue with me because
I reproached him that upon that question
he had made an appeal to feelings of race
and religious prejudice. Well, Sir, I accept
the challenge, and I repeat to-day in his
presence the. charge which I preferred
against him throughout the provinces 1
visited during the late election. Here in
the great assizes of the nation, before the
assembled representatives of the people, 1
arraign the hon. gentleman and his friends
‘ for that in the late election they did their
utmost te arouse the religious prejudices not
only of the people of Quebec but those of the
Protestant and English speaking provinces
as well. Let us join issue at once. The
hon. gentleman quoted the speech he de-
livered at Winnipeg. Let me quote it again.
—TI think the very words that he read :

To my Conservative friends who have turned
their backs upon me I want to make another
appeal, and it is this: I want to know where
is the man with any brains in his head, where
is the man who has any capacity for exercising
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_intelligent reasoning capacity, who would justify
himself, or would justify himself to his country,
it he oppressed a feeble minority, &nd that for
the purpose of bringing into power a Roman
Catholic French Premier, who declares he will
do more.

“ A Roman Catholic French Premier.” The
bon. gentleman was speaking in the city of
Winnipeg, to an English-speaking audience.
He was addressing his friends, as he said—
his English-speaking friends in Winnipeg in
the province of Manitoba where the grea:
bulk of the people are opposed to interven-
tion in this matter. If he wanted to make
a point against me by saying I bad promis-
ed to do more than his Bill provided, why,
in the name of common sense, was he so
particular to tell them that if they turned
him out of power they would bring into
office a ** French Canadian Roman Catholic
Premier.” There was inuendo in that. He
disclaims having had any inteation of ap-
pealing to sectional or race or religious pre-
judice. A few days afterwards the hon.
gentleman was at Port Arthur and this is
the language he made use of there:

I am speaking now not to Liberals—it is no use
speaking to them, but to Conservatives, and ask
can vou vote to turn out the present Govern-

ment and put in a French Roman Catholic

Premier.

If that was not an appeal to race and reli-
gion, what is the use of language ? But the
hon. gentleman went to the province of Que-
bec. Does the hon. gentleman pretend that

he used in the province of Quebec the same |
language that he used in Winnipeg or Port |

Arthur ? Here I have the speech he made
in Montreal, at Sohmer Park, before a
French-speaking audience. I quote from the
report of the Montreal ‘ Gazette” :

I am prepared to say that what I said at Win-
nipeg was this:
Now, mark the words. The hon. gentleman
was explaining to a French Canadian and
Roman Catholic audience what he stated at
Xginnipeg, which language I have just quot-
ed.

1 made an appeal to the Liberal Conservative
electors who were under the impression that the
Deminion Government was forcing separate
schools upon the province of Manitoba. 1 saiq,
‘“Is there a man of intelligence here who does
not see that the Government are only carrying
out the judgment of the Judicial Committee of
the Queen’s Privy Council, a judgment which
declares that the privileges which belonged to
the Roman Catholic minority have been taken

away, and that it is the duty of the Parliament :

of Canada to restore those privileges.” I took
the ground that every Liberal Conservative was
in konour bound to stand by his party in en-
deavouring to restore the privileges of which
a feeble Roman Catholic minority had been rob-
bed, instead of striking down that party for the
purpose of bringing into power a French Roman
Catholic Premier who himself had declared that
he had opposed the Bill because—

He promised more ? No, but because—
—it was too weak to accomplish its object.
Here is the language of the hon. gentlman

in Winnipeg. Speaking to English Protest-
ants his language is : Are you going to turn
us out and Dbring into power a French
Roman Catholie I'remier who promises that
he will do more Y But in Quebec he says:
Are you going to turn us out of power and
put into office a French Canadilan Roman
Catholic Premier who declares the Bill is
too weak, and that he will bring in a
stronger Bill * There is the language of the
hon. gentleman—an appeal to prejudice on
both occasions, an appeal to the French
Cauadians because I had opposed this Bill
on the ground that it was too weak ; and
an appeal to the Protestant and English-
speaking electors of Manitoba because 1
had opposed the Bill on the ground that I
desired to bring in a stronger one. Sir, on
each occasion the hon. gentleman was do-
ing his very best in order to arouse local
prejudices in each province. Now, to-day.
'to crown all, the hon. gentleman is sending
i the whip of the party into an Important
! constituency to tell the people that they are
{ not to vote for Mr. Paterson because a vote
i for Mr. I'aterson would be a vote In favour
iof Quebec rule and French domination.
French domination! S8ir, this is the time
and the day to clear up that issue. This is
the time and the day, I insist upon it. Let
i us deal with this question now.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I wish the
hon. gentleman to understand that I dis-
claim having sent any person to make any
such statement.

The PRIME MINISTER. Sir, to-morrow
is polling day ; it is only too pad ®hat this
declaration of the hon. gentleman was not
made eight days ago. French domination !
No person- has a right to speak of ¥rench
domination. It is true that we carried the
province of Quebec ; but there is no ques-
tion of French demination, or English dom-
i ination, or Irish domination, or Scotch dom-
' ination, or German domination. We stand
' on British Canadian citizenship. What mat-
ters it, Sir. whether the majority support-
ing the Government come from one pro-
vince or another if the policy of the Gov-
erniment rests upon the broad principles of
truth, justice and honour ? What matters
! it whether the majority comes from one pro-
vince or another if the arguments we used
in one province were those we used ixj all
the provinces ¥  Sir, the men who to-day
occupy these benches are fully conscious
that upon this and upon other matters they
| have before them difficult and anxious ques-
| tions to deal with and to settle. not by ap-
pealing to one class, not by appealing to one
section ; but upon all questions and on all
occasions, by appealing to all classes, and to
all sections, with the view and with the end,
with the supreme view and with the supreme
end of making Canada a couniry, not a
country only, but one country as Well

Mr. FOSTER. Unaccustomed as we are
to our respective places, and being new in




83 [COMMONS] ‘ s4

the session, and wishing to commence, as I| The PRIME MINISTER. The hon. gen-
am sure we all wish to do on both sides of | tleman, I am sure, has rightly expressed the
the House, with due moderation. I think the ; feelings entertained on both sides of the

time of the evening is so far advanced that
I may be allowed to move that the debate
be adjourned.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier). 1
presume that my bon. friend is exhausted
by his efforts down in the county of
Queen’s and Sunbury, and that he is not.
perhaps, ready to go on with the speech that
he intended to make this evening. Although
the hour is still early and rather preinature
for adjournment, I suppose we shall have
to agree to his request ; but I would like to

tell my hon. friend that we intend to have, !
if possible, a short session. bur, at the rate |

we are proceeding, it is going to be a very
lengthy session. '
Mr. FOSTER. I will not be long.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT—DEATH OF SENATOR
MACPHERSON AND MR,
CLARKE, M.P.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier)
moved the adjournment of the House.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Before that
motion is carried. the painful duty devolves
upon me of calling the attention of the
House to the loss by death of a very promi-

nent Canadian. I refer to the late Sir David |

Macpherson., Sir David Macpherson, as the
House well knows, occupied a very con-
spicuous .position for many years In Can-
ada. As a contractor, as a gentleman con-
nected with large financial institutions, as
representative of a large constituency in the

old legislative council of Canada. and sub-;

sequently as a senator of the Dominion. as
president of that body, and as a mem-
ber of the Government of Canada, hav-
ing held for .some time the position
of Minister of the Interior, the late
Sir David Macpherson became well and
widely known in every portion of Canada.
It was my good fortune. fromn the time I
first became acquainted with this portion of
Canada, to enjoy the personal acquaintance
and confidence of that hon. gentleman : and
I believe my opinion will be confirmed by
hon. gentlemen on both sides of the House
who had the pleasure of his acquaintance,
when I say that he was in every way, not
only a most estimable man, but ‘ore who.
possessing great ability, took a very deep
and keen interest in everything calculated
to advance the interests of Canada. I feel
that his death marks the passing away of
one of the comparatively few remaining
senators who sat in the old legislative coun-
cil of Canada. I am quite sure that I am
expressing the sentiments of hon. gentlemen
on both siges of the House when 1 say that
I feel the death of that hon. gentleman is
greatly to be deplored by the people of Can-
ads.

Mr. FOSTER.

| House, which are called forth by the lament-
iable event which has just taken place. Sir
: David Macpherson, as we know, was one
‘of the most important personalities in our
i country for more than forty years. His
' great business ability, his experience as a
i legislator, as a man of the world, as a con-

i tractor, and as a merchant gave him a place
 accorded to but few men during their life-

‘time. His removal of course comes at the
i end of the natural term of life, and in that
- ceircumstance takes away a good deal of the
; bitterness which death always carries.

i Death has dealt severely with us during
- the present Parliament. This is the second
i death we have had to deplore since the last
i election. Apart from Senator Macpherson,
i we have to regret the death of a colleague,
" Mr. Clarke, whom I had not the pieasure of
i knowing personally, but whose acquaintance
i I made during the last few months. We did

i not know him, but those who are associated

! with him feel sure that if we had had the

i privilege of his company as a colleague he
. would have proved one of the most excellent
: members of this House. But such are the
! incidents of life. His death is still more de-
‘ plorable because he was in the prime of life.
Death respects neither sex nor person, and
though we know this, and though it is a
i truth that has been recognized since the
: commencement of the world, still whenever
it is recalled to us it renews the same pang
and we deplorg the event.

Motion agreed to. and House adjourned at
10.20 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Tuespay, 25th August, 1896.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’cloek.

PRAYERS.

REPORT—DEBATES COMMITTEE.

Mr. CHOQUETTE presented the first re-
port of the Select Standing Committee ap-
pointe:l to supervise the official reports of
the Debates of the House, as follows :

The Select Standing Committee appointed to
supervise the official reports of the Debates of
this House during the present session beg leave
to submit the following as their first report .—

Your comm:ittee recommend that their quorum
be reduced from eight to five members.

All of which is respectfully submitted.

P. A. CHOQUETTE,
Chairman.
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Mr. CHOQUETTE moved :
That this House does concur in the first re- |
port of the Select Standing Committee appointed :
to supervise the officiali report of the Debates of ;
this House. X

Motion agreed to. ;

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY-%
LOYALTY RESOLUTIONS. i

The PRIME MINISTER Oir. Laurier),
presented a Message from His Excellency |
the Goveraor General. g

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as fol-
lows (— N

ABERDEEN.

The Governor General transmits to the House !
of Commons, the annexed copy of a despatch:
from the Right Honourable the Secretary of
State for the Colonies, dated 26th March, 1896,
ackr.owledging the receipt of a Resolution of the:
House of Commeons, expressing the unalterable:
lcyalty and devotion of the House to the Brit-
ish Throne and Constitution. !

Government House,
Ottawa, 21st August, 1896.

1425 J.

PRIVY COUNCIL, CANADA. ;
Mr. Chamberiain to Lord Aherdeen.
Downing Street, 26th March, 1896.

Canada.
No. 106.

My Lord,—I bhave the honour to acknowledge :
the receipt of your despaich, No. 62, of the 2lst |
February, in which you forwarded a copy of the.
House of Commons Debates containing a resolu-
tion expressing the unalterable loyalty and de-!:
votion of the House to the British Throne and:
Constitution. :

It has been a source of great satisfaction to.
Her Majesty to receive this assurance of Cana-!
dian loyalty, and to know that in its efforts to!
maintain the legitimate interests of the British |
Empire, Her Majesty’s Government can always
rely upon the support and approval of the Cana-
dian people.

I have, &c.
(Sgd.) CHAMBERLAIN.
Governor General.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY —

INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier)
presented a Message from His Execellency
the Govertior General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as fol- |

lows :(—

ABERDEEN.

. The Governor General transmits to the House
of Commons, the annexed copy of despatch
from the Right Honourable the Secretary of
State for the Colonies, dated 5th of May, 1896,
acknowledging the receipt of a resolution of the
House of Commons, relative to the settlement

by arbitration of disputes between Great Britain
and the United States.

Government House,
Ottawa, 21st August, 1896.

P.C. 1508 J.

PRIVY COUNCIL, CANADA.
Mr. Chamberinin to Lord Aberdeen

Downing Street, 5th May, 1896.

" Copy.

Canada.
No. 150.
My Lord,—I have the honsur to acknowledge

]

' the receipt of vour despatch, No. 108, of the
* 9th of April, inclosing copy of a resolution of
“the Dominion House of Commons relative to
: the settlement by arbitration of disputes be-

tween the United States and Great Britain.
Her Majesty’s Government have learnt wiih
much satisfaction the terms of this resolution,

‘ which they believe expresses the sentiments

generally entertained on the subiect, both in
this country and the United States.

I have, &c.,

(Sgd.) CHAMBERLAIN.
Governor General, &c., &c., &c.

RESIGNATION OF MR. McCARTHY,
M.P. FOR BRANDON.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I had the
honour of being returned for two constitu-
encies, namely, the constituency of the North
Riding of Simcoe. and that of the electoral
district of Brandon. Under the circumstan-
ces, I am called upon to: elect for which
constituency I shall sit, and as no petition
has Dbeen preserted against me, either re-
specting my return for North Simcoe or re-
specting my return for Brandon, I am now
at liberty to elect, and I do so, Sir, by re-
signing my seat for the electoral distriet
of Brandon.

Mr. SPEAKER. As the hon. member
states tha: no petition has been presented
against his return for either of the two con-
Estitueneies for which he was elected, the
:fact of his resignation will be entered in
{ the Jouraals.

| ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS EXCEL-
L LENCY'S SPEECH.

The House resumed the adjourned debate
,on the first paragraph of the proposed mo-
tion of Mr. 'McInnes for an Address to His
; Excellency the Governor General in answer
; to his Speech at the opening of the Session.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to
address myself for a few moments to-day to
scme of the remarks which were made by
hon. gentlemen from the Government side
of the House on the Address in reply to
His IExcellency’s Speech from the Throne.
In doing so I shall take up very briefly one
or two only of the points which remain
unatouched in the address of the mover, the
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hon. member for Vancouver (Mr. McInnes).

!also the absence oi an oid, true and tried

After returning his thanks to the leader of .
the Government for at last recognizing the .
claims of his native province by calling:
upon him to move the reply to the Address,:
and after having put in an additional plea
to that rather full recognition, that it might
be well also to recognize the claim of thut:

distant province to a portfolio in the pre-
sent Cabinet, the hon.

effecty of the N:itional Policy and of the

gentleman went
on to give one very peculiar evidence of the

administration of the ILiberal-Conservative .
- towards the portals of the Government

Government during the last eighteen years.

He said there were in that province, and in:

fact in all the provinces, evidences of a very

great depression in the fact that numbers:
of people, many of them pecople cf culture'
and refinement, were piling in applications:
“ing out in his aggressive and fiery way.
“a way which pleased my moderate friend

for positions under the new Government.
and t¢ such a degree that the lives of

the members, and particularly of the Cabi--
net Ministars, were baceming a burden unto -
thems~lves. Well. Sir, I give my hon. friend

credit for originality in firding out one more

evidenc: of the effect of the policy of the!

Liberal-Conservative
ment.

party

and Govern-:
If he will allow me, I think I can.

find anothar cause to which to assign the:

circumstance, and belonging to another

category. . Sir, I should say that it was evi-:
dence of a wide and consuming hunger

amongzst the old adherents and
followers of the present Government, who,

life-long !
‘ from South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)

for eighteen years, have been in the cold:
shades of Opposition, yet looking longingly :
and regretfully at the public treasury, and;

the officers and employees whko have been |

fulfilling the duties thereof, and drawing
their salaries. It may also be locked upon
as evidence of a full erib at which a Libe-
ral hand was to stand ready and deal out
to those old, tried and true, and cultured
followers the little gifts and the large gifts
that might come to hard, and which are
for the time being at their disposal. But
that it is evidence of a depression, I have
not the least doubt, a depression which has
long existed amongst the Liberal office-seek-
ers, a depression which now settles upon
the members of the Cabinet and members
of the Liberal party who have recommenda-
tions to make, and a depression which will,
by and by, settle upon nineteen-twentieths of
the eager applicants for office, who will find
that, even under Liberal rule, the erib is not
sufficient to provide for them all. Yes,
even the cultivated and the cultured are
making their applications, for I notice that
this depression manifests itself even amongst | n
the old members and lately elected mem-
bers to this House. We mourn the absence
to-day of our genial, and talented, and cul-
tured friend, the former member from
Queen’s (Mr. Forbes), who has had
his longings satisfied and his desires
met by being appointed to the office
of a preventive employee at the muni-
filcent salary of $100 a year. We mourn

Mr. FOSTER.

friend of the Liberal party, and a colleague
of my own from the province of New Bruns
wick, who, after having for eighteen years
followed the fortunes of the Liberal party.
has at last had his longings satisfied and
his desires met by being appointed to the
munificently salaried position of postmaster
of Marsh Hill, in the province of Ontario,
at the salary of §10 a year. These are. so
to speak, the first fruits out of that long
list of depressed oifice-seekers who have
been wending their slow and tedious way

buildings at Ottawa during the last eighteen
years, and many of whom are destined
riever to enjoy the benefits for which they
have been longing. When the hon. gentle-
man who moved this Address was launch-.

who is now leader of the Government., I
wondered whether this fiery zeal, and this
hot manner of expression were products of
the wild and free West, or whether they
were cultivated under glass, so to speak.
I diligently followed the tone of his re-
marks and the set of his phrases, until I
got into a quandary between the two. I

. believed, from his language, that he had

been sitting at the feet of some political
Gamaliel, and I thought at first it must
have been at the feet of my hon. friend

when he coined the strong and well marked
phrase of *‘ hypocritical rot.” But, by and
by, when hé commenced to talk of * the
ungodly use of ungodly influences,” I con-
cluded that he had been sitting at the feet
of my hon. friend from Queen’s, P.E.I. (Mr.
Davies), who used a somewhat similar ex-
pression in reference to the National Pol-
icy, and declared on one occasion in this
House that it was ‘“a system accursed or
God and man.” Well, Sir, I recommend
my young friend, who did so well in his
maiden effort, to avoid, as the *“ Globe™
would say, the apostles and prophets of
disaster, and confine himself to more mode-
rate expressions, which, I think, would con-
vey to the majority of his auditors a sense
of greater power in the arguments which
he may address to the House from time
to time. I now come to the speech
made by my hon. friend the leader of the
Government, and I must say that the hon.
leader’s speech, his first ambitious speech
after taking the reins of Government and
meeting the high court of Parliament, did
not impress me as being of a remarkably
statesmanlike type. It seems to e that the
hon. gentleman studiogely avoided meeting
every one of the positions, of the strong,
moderate and well-fortiied positions that
were taken by my hon. friend the leader
of the Opposition—positions that were made
in no ecavilling sbirit. that were directed
to no trifling objeets, but which touched
three or four points of the greatest import-
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ance, and which challenged the most &erx-]
ous and the strongest reply that the hon..

gentleman could make. We shal: see as we:

£o through, itew Ly item of the hon. gentle-:
man’s epooch whether he has met them as!
we would have wished the leader of a great

anéd strong Government. by its own profes-:
sions and claims, including all the taleats
and all the virtues, should have et them.
He complained of the bitter spirit in which
my hon. friend couched his language. Now,

Sir, there have been times when 1 think!
even I could trace just a little amount of:
acid, of acrimony, of bitterness in the at-:
tacks which my hon. friend has, from tinie-
to time, delivered upon the i.iberal position.
but I must say that during the two hours he
spoke yesterday I looked in vain for a trace
of bitterness. It did not exist in my hon.
friend’s speech. The reason for it the hon.
gentleman gave. Here, he said, is a gentle-
man who left a high and lucrative position,

who might have been to-day enjoying the
sweets of office. He came over with an ambi-:
tion to lead his party to victory in a great:
electoral contest. and to lead his party after
victory, if vietory should perch upon his ban-
ner. But he failed, and defeat came instead
of victory. and therefore the hon. gentleman :
tries to find the bitterness of defeat in the:
words my hon. friend used. My hon. friend
cannot grasp the situation ; he knows that
men on his side would have felt that bitter- .
ness under like circumstances. But men on:
the hon. gentlgman's side were too canny.
and they calculated the possibilities too
closely to have left high and luecrative'
offices and risked all upon the cast of the
electoral die. The whilom Premier of the.
province of Ontario, when approached by’
all those arts of flattery which the hon.:
leader of the Government possesses in so:
high a degree, to take the perilous jump in-
to the vortex of], a contested election with his:
party banner and his party chances within.
his grasp, was too canny to so act. He pre-:
ferred to keep the office he held as Premier
of the great province of Ontaric. with his
comfortable salary, with his still inore com-:
fortable patronage—of which the hon. gen--
tleman is said to have made such good use:
. in years that have passed—and determined

that he would not place his political life in .

the balance and throw all into an electoral:
contest. Then there is an hon. gentleman sit- '
ting to the left of the First Minister, who-
was Premier of the province of Nova Scotia,
and who, in 1893, by the unanimous consent:
of all those who toiled in that hot month of"
June or July in the convention at Ottawa,
was marked out and designated as a mm-f
ister of the Cabinet that was to come. He:
did not undertake ‘to put his life into the:
balance, but he held comfortably on to his;
comfortable oflice and stayed there until ther
results of the elections were told and then
when he saw onr which side of the fence the

- either,

~dishes had the thickest eream.

“on incredulous ears on this side

- the upper side.

of to-day. And there is stiil another. not yet
either to the right or left of the hon. leader
t of the Government

An hon. MEMBER.
morrow.

Mr. FOSTER. He to-day is nighting for
his very life in a constituency in the pro-

He will De nere to-

_vince of New Brunswick. He was one of

the two noble friends, the fratres marked
out by the divine fire as coming members
in the Ministry that was some ume to be.
which should include all the virtues apd all
the talents. That hon. gentleman did not
propose to throw his life into the Dbalance,
but he kept comfortably on. 2t his
comfortable salary, and with his comfeort-
able patronage until he saw which of the
and then he
landed down by the side of the richest. and
he is to-day fighting, as I have said. for his
life in a coatest which he hewails, and
which hon. gentlemen opposite would tather
had not come on. No. the hon. gentleman
and the hon. gentleman’s colleagu~s. what-
ever you may say against them or for them.

“will never be open to the mmputation that

they are not canny, that they take their
lives in their hands and that they risk all
for their party forstunes and in ineir party’s

. behalf. The hon. leader of the Govern:nent

was good enough to inform this Tiouse. and
[ am sure the information came quite unex-
pectedly on the House, and fell, I am afraia.
of the

- Speaker, that an earthquake had o:curred

in Canada, and as the result of th2 earth-
quake the hon. gentlemhan and his party
were landed to the right of Mr. Speaker, and
further that it shook all Cawnada. and that
the saints were shaken up and the sinners
were shaken down. Well, my hon. friend if
he is going to use scripture for his similies,
must read scripture thoroughly. and he will
find out of it that it is not proof of the in-
nocence of a man or & varty that for the
time being he or it happens to come out on
There is a verse, 1 think,
something like this: *“ Or those eighteen
upon whom the tower of Siloam fell and
slew them, think ye that they were sinners

‘above all men that dwelt in Jerusalem ?”

And the answer to that question was:
* No ; but unless ye also repent ye shall all
likewise perish.” Now, Sir, did this earth-
quake take place ? That earthquake. in the

‘sense of the hon. gentleman’s vendition cf

it. it did not take place in the tight little
province of Prince Edward Island. If it
did, it shook themn out on the other side, for
in the island the party opposite have lost
rather than gained. Wasethe earthquake
i very severe in the province of Nova Scotia ?

An hon. MEMBIJR. Rather. o

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentlemaan could
not come out of the contest with a majority,

straw was piled, he made his little jump and | notwithstanding the close combination of
landed as Finance Minister in the Cabinet|provincial and Dominion authority and pat-
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ronage. giving the lie to one of the best ol'd!
tenets of the Liberal party. but from which
they have entirely departed. Even from
that province they could not bring a major-
ity with all their powers. their added,
double-jointed powers. Did the cartlrjuike
prove very severe in the province of New
Brunswick ? I trow not. The hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Laurier) got four supporters out
of the fourteen members from that province.
Did the earthquake prove very seveve In
the province of Ontario ? Where is my hon.
friend's majority in that, the preinter pro-
vince of this Dominion ? Where Is their
majority from that province where all their
efforts and all their patronage were massed .
with the one object of destroying the Lib-
eral-Conservative partv ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
both governinents.

Mr. FOSTER.
governments. Did the earthquake act very :
severely in the province of Manitoba ? Let
Winnipeg answer. Take the Dominion
generally, and the earthquake which my
hon. friend (Mr. Laurier) speaks of turns
out to be not an earthquake but something
very different. There is a suggestion of
great force and power in an earthquake.
There are hidden and pent up forces which
after gathering for centuries burst all
bounds and rend the earth asunder, and
do their mighty work. But there is another
way by which such events are hastened
sometimes, and that is by the insinuating,
quiet, unseen, disintegrating effect of the
subtle fluid of water. which undermines
and eats away quietly by night and by
day, until by and by the landslide takes
place, and the accumulations of debris of
rocks and of stones. sometimes destroy, and
always astonish the innocent people who
unsuspecting had been living upon the sur-
face of the earth. 1f anything occurred, my
hon. friend. I think will agree with me, that
it was such an insidious landslide which
took place in the province of Quebec. My
hon. friend (Mr. Laurier), however, may have
this to comfort him with reference to that,
and it will not be the best of comfort. The
hon. member (Mr. McInnes) who moved the
reply to the Address yesterday, sits here,
not because of an earthquake; not even
because of a landslide, but because of a
division—as my hon. friend himself said—
in the Conservative forces which were op-
posed to the Liberal forces in that con-
stituency. The Liberal-Conservative party
has convictions, and its men have convic-
tions. and somgtimes these convictions are
strong enough to go even against party dis-
cipline and that influence which contributes
to the solidarity of a party. My hon. friend
(Mr. Laurier) and his party cannot lay
claim to such a quality as that. However
they may differ upon certain subjects, when
the time comes that everything is at stake
and the prize has to be won or not, convic-

Mr. FOSTER.

The efforts of

Yes, the efforts of both |

'seats will revert to their
‘rormal condition

tions fall and the hon. gentlemen opposite
mass themselves together, with their eyes
only and solely upon the prize which is to
be won. But, if my hon. friend (ir.
Laurier) thinks that he will get any com-

i fort out of the fact that there have been

divisions in the Liberal-Conservative party,
I am afraid, Sir, that he will be disappoint-
ed. There are two men who have seats in
this House to-day from the city of St
John, N.B.. and who would not have been
here but for this divided conviction and
opinion amongst Conservatives, in that city.

: And, Sir, when that constituency is opened,

as opened it will be by the courts, those two
gentlemen will find that the Liberal-Con-
servative party which was divided in its
convictions sufficiently to defeat its candi-
dates at that election ; they will find the
Conservative party united and these two
proper and

sentiment

under the

| of Liberal-Conservatism in the city of St.
: John. From the city of Ottawa there sit

twa gentlemen who would not be sitting
here if it had not been for the unfortunate
division of the forces of the Liberal-Con-
servative party. The same thing can be
said of the city of Hamilton; the same
thing can be said with reference to the seat
in Vancouver ; and the same thing can be
said with reference to Nanaimo. My hon.
friend (Mr. Laurier) must remember that
the woe will be upon him and his party.
when in the coming time the Liberal-Con-
servative party. strong in its united power,

+ 3 3 .
strong in its forces welded together, will

successfully face the Liberal party after
this temporary victory has passed, and
when the Liberal party come down to deal
with deeds and not with words.

My hon. friend (Mr. Laurier) when he was
challenged by a moderate and strong state-
ment—moderate in the way in which it was
put and strong in the proof which was
placed behind it—when he was' met with
the statement, that he had not a majority
in this Parliament, from the country, on the
great dividing lines between the two
parties ; my hon. friend (Mr. Laurier) de-
voted under two minutes of time to combat-
ting that strong position. And he answered
it in what way ? He said : Well, you may
go on with your elaborate discussion, you
may place the points just as strongly as you
plegse, yYou may produce all the arguments
which you can, my answer to you is this:
we are here and you are there, and that
satisfies' us. Well, Sir, I want to tell my
hon. friend (Mr. Laurier) that that answe?
may satisfy him, but it does not =zatisfy a
reasonable man, and it will not satisfy this
House, and it will not satisfy the sober
second thought of the country. The gambler
who cheats at cards and gathers in the
stakes, when you confront him with his
sharp practices, may answer you: well, T
am here and you are there, and I have the
stakes and that =satisfies me. But it toes
not satisfy the code of honour which ex-
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ists amongst players, and my. hon. friend | words into legislation, into deeds ; and the
(Mr. Laurier) may use that argument with "test of the hon. gentleman will come when
reference to the political situation, but as!' ke has to leave the region in which he has
1 have said, it will not satisfy the sober:so long airily floated, and has to come
gsecond thought of the people of this coun- ! down to the hard matter-of-fact work ot
try who will see the indictment, who will | translating his opinions, his convictions and
note the answer, and who will not note it his thoughts, into the legislation aund the
to the advantage or strength of my hon. 1 administration of the country. The hon.
friends opposite. My hon. friend (Mr. gentleman has given.an admirable instance
Laurier) has stated that the leader of the :of the way in which he appears to say some-
Opposition (Sir Charles Tupper) is a disciple ; thing and yet says nothing, in a paragraph
of Tallevrand who gave it as his dictum . of the Address which is before me. It says:
that speech was made for the purpose Cf rpe operation of the tariff will be made the
concealing one's thoughts. Well, Sir, if there: sybject of careful inquiry during the recess—
is a gentleman in this House, who I think | N it

cannot be charged with concealing Lis, *\O%W it comes—

thoughts. to whom the credit must be given | —Wwith a view to the preparation of such a mea-
—whether he be deemed to be on the 1rixht | Sure as may,—

side of a question or on the wrong side— [ And we are on the tiptoe of expectation to
to whom the credit must be given of stat-: know what kind of a measure it is, when
ing boldly and strongly his position. and | he slants off into this expression :

taking the consequences of his statement;: .. - doing injustice to any interest, ma
;?:ésgiggeg]r%ge;st t(})l;pggﬁiognen(té?;n%ﬁ ;Zl]:ag : terially lighten the burdens of the people.
Tupper). And. if there is one man who |There you are. Talleyrand himself would
typifies that doctrine of Talleyrand, and acts | be nowhere with that sentence. 1t would so
on it in his political life. and has always, far outshine his great powers that he would
done so ever, it is my hon. friend the leadar | conduct the rivalry no further. Why, Sir,

of the Opposition.
Some hon. __MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
An hon. MEMBER. Try it again.

Mr, FOSTER. I mean the leader of the
Government, the former leader of the Op-
position. My hon. friends opposite have oc-
casion once in a while to laugh at a istake
that one may make in language. 'They are
quite welcome to that slight enjoy.aent. It
may for the moment—-

Mr. GIBSON. Of weakness.
Mr. FOSTER. Well, of whatever you

that is a mere matter of opinion. The free
trader could say : From my point of view, a
tariff put in force on my principles would
do injustice to no interest, and materially
lighten the burdens of the country. The un-
. restricted reciprocity advocate. in which ca-
' tegory nearly every hon. gentleman on that
: side of the House has come at some time or
“other in his life, might say : From my point
'of view unrestricted reciprocity, embodied
lin the legislation of the country, will not
imaterially affect any great interests to its
H

injury, and will materially lighten the bur-
‘dens of all. And so every shade of tariff
“and fiscal belief could come under the hon.

please. It may for the moment induce :1‘;gentleman’s phrasing, and be justified, no
little jollity and disperse the coming clouds: matter which might afterwards be framed
of depression, of which my hon. frieud fron: : into the matter aid make-up of the tariff.
Vancouver (Mr. Meclnnes) spoke yesterday,! My hon. friend said, in justification of the
but it does not affect the argument, and itivery light repast which he had placed on
does not obscure the point which I am trying : the public table, that we had no stomaci
to make. Now, a man who conceals his|for a heavy meal. Well, Sir, after hard
thoughts by his words comes under one of ; work I find one’s appetite is sometimes apt
three catagories. He either has no convie-! to be pretty keen, and it is a great disap-
tions to state, or he has convictions but ¢x-! pointment to hon. gentlemen on this side
presses them poorly, or he possesses convic-! of the House to have the appearance of a
tions and does not want to state them clear- ' table put before them,’a beautiful mirage, as
ly. I leavs my hon. friend the leader of the!it were, and, when you come up to it, to find
Government, and I leave the House to judge : neither potatoes, nor salad, nor meat, nor
to which of these categories he belongs. Bui|any other thing that would satisfy one’s
1 make this statement, that no public man hunger.

in Canada has for the same period been able An hon. MEMBER. There is

to float so long upon words, and simply Tarte.

words, out of which no definite and true
meaning could be taken, and upon which
almost any construction cculd be placed, as
my hon. friend who formerly led the Oppo-
sition and to-day leads the Government in;
this House. But I want to say to my hon. |
friend that another period has begun in his
life, and hereafter he must translate his

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, but the * tarte ” is not
upon the table. Now, Sir, what is the rea-
son the hon. gentleman gives for having no
viands upon the table ?

Mr. GIBSON. He is a prohibitionist.

Mr. FOSTER. Well, Sir, that remark is
not very apropos, so far as the subject is
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concerned, but it is as mear as my hon
friend gets to it generally. The only reason
that the leader of the Government has given
why there are no viands upon the table is
that all ‘he wants is supply. He puts this
declaration in the mouth of the Governor
General :

The necessity of making provision for the pub-

lic service has compelled me to summon you
together at this somewhat inconvenient season.

Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman was perfectly

at liberty not to ask for anything but sup-!

ply, and to say so in the Speech he put into:
. supply then, was there any reason really

the mouth of the Governor General ;: but I
submit that when my hon. friend proposed
to state that, he should at least have given

the real reason. and not put a wrong reason :

in the mouth of the Governor General. Why, ' recklessly.

Sir. if it had been a truthful expression it
would have read. I think, something like
this : ¢ The stupid and unreasonable obstruc-
tion pursued by the Liberal party at the late
session of Parliament having resulted in a
refusal of all supplies for the fiscal year
1896-97 at a time when they might have
been voted with comfort to the House and
economy to the country, has compelled me

vent a supply. They gave as a reason that
the Remedial Bill intervened ; but. Sir, if
you search the records you will find that
ample time was spent in the obstruction to
going into supply to grant the ordinary sup-
ply for three months, for six months, for a
year, and therefore no necessity whatever
existed for the calling of this session.
Why it is called to-day and why supplies must
be voted is due entirely to the unreasonable
obstruction of hon. gentlemen opposite whv
were then in opposition. But even suppos-
ing they were unreasonable and obstructed

for calling us together now to get supplies ?
None ; not the least. The hon. gentlemen
cntered upon a course of policy boldly and
Why did they not pursue it ?
If they had been as brave as they were
reckless to pursue it, they need mnot have
called Parliament together until January,
they need not have called Paliament to-
gether until next July, they need not
have called it together at all. These
hon. gentlemen, after having been asked
to vote a foreseen and regular expendi-
ture. and after they had deliberately re-

to call you together at this inconvenientfused, when they fell into the pit
season and at great public expense.,” That;that they had dug for others, had
would have been a truthful reason to have recourse - to the, authorization of Gov-

given, and to have put in the mouth of His|ernor General’s warrants, and have been

Excellency the Governor General. The sup-
ply that is being asked for is the supply for
the fiscal year 1896-97. The time to make
that supply was in the session of 1893-96.
That time came about last year. There was
ample time in which to make the supply :

there was information ready for every item]

that was asked. There was a pressing ne-
cessity for every session must make
and ought to make. unless very grave iea-
sons intervene—a sufficient and ample supply
for .the services of the succeeding year.
There was the recommendation of His Ex-
cellency the Governor General. Why, then,
was the supply not granted ? No extraor-
dinary supply was asked Yor. It was only
the simple, ordinary supply for the regular
and ordinary services of the country. A
supply was asked for one year. When the
gentlemen in opposition opposed the grant-
ing of a full supply, the proposition was
made that supply for six months should be
given. That would have avoided altogether
the necessity of an extra session, and would
have allowed the House to convene at about
its usual time without the great inconveni-
ence and the great expense attendant upon
this session. When that was refused, the
proposition was made to the hon. gentlemain
to give a three months supply, which would
-tide over the season of the hot weather, and
ailow Parliament to meet late in the au-
tumn, when one session would have done
for the services of the two years, instead
of two sessions, which are now mecessary.
Why was this not done ? Simply because
the hon. gentlemen then in opposition to the
Government thought fit to obstruct and pre-

Mr. FOSTER.

appropriating moneys for the public service
of this country without the sanction of law
and without the sanction of Parligment.
What do I find ? I find that in the month
of July a Governor General's warrant was
asked for, and given without hesitation, for
one million dollars. For what? To meet
an unforeseen expenditure 7 Was it because
some cataclysm had destroyed the public
works of the country and made it necessary
to implement them at once before Parliament
could be called ? No, Sir, but to pay the
salaries and wages and working expenses of
the departments of the Government—to meet
foreseen expenses, stated expenses, which
they themselves refused to vote. 'These care-
ful, prudent, law-abiding men, did more than
that. They took the Governor General’s

‘warrant freely given for one :million dollars.

They could spend but $600,000 of it. These
are the close financiers, these are the ad-
mirable estimators of what they require.
Somebody acting as Minister of Finance.
on his word as Minister of Finance, and
buoyed up by his coadjutors, made a solemn
declaration to the Governor General that the
Government were in absolute necessity for
a million dollars in order to meet the de-
partmental expenses for the month of July.
They got the miliion dollars and spent $600,-
000 of it, and had to put back $400,000 per-
force at the end of July into the public treas-
ury because they did not need it. These
gentlemen, not satisfiled with that experi-
ence, got another ‘Governor General’s war-
rant in the month of August, one day
before Parliament inet, as freely grant-
ed, for another million dollars to meet de-
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partmental expenses. Well, I put this logic-
ally to semsible men. If you can by Gov-
ernor General’'s warrant appropriate two
million dollars for departmental saiaries.
why can you not appropriate twelve million
dollars for the same purpose ? What is the
use of calling Parliament together in Au-
gust to go through the form of appropria-
tion ? If you can appropriate two million
dollars for departm2ntal expenses, salacieg
of employees, expenditure as stated regular
and foreseen as anything can be, why can
you not appropriate a million dollars for
public works ? Why can you not appropri-
ate half a million dollars for marine ? Why
can you not go through the whole list and
make -the whole $36,000,000 appropriation.
and not go through the farce of calling
Parliament together at all ? But how the
welkin would have resounded with the de-
nunciations of this bold outrage, this un-
principled invasion of the constitution, this
destruction of the very foundation of par-
liamentary government, if we had been
elected to power and had done this. Maybe
we would not have got a Governor General’s
warrant. But if we had, all the Grit news-
papers of the country would to this day have
been ringing the changes on this unparal-
leled conduct of an unprincipled Tory Gov-
ernment. Talk about wobblers. I see before
me the boss wobbler of them all. In 1891,
my genial and moderate friend from South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) who sits
in front of me, had the honour of fulminat-
ing on this side of the House against the
iniquity of Governor General’s warrants.
He brought up his motion, he attested to it
by his speech, he was joined by his brother
Liberals, and smoke and fire were visible
in this Parliament for the two or taree
hours that the fulmination was going omn.
But the Governor General’s warrant which
was given then was but an infant in swad-
dling clothes compared with these giants of
July and August. The Governor General's
warrant then was a mild-mannered one for
an expenditure which had not been fore-
seen, and which had not been {foreseen
through the fault probably of a superior
officer, but not of the Minister or the Gov-
ernment. But the fact remained that it had
not been foreseen. It was for Intercolonial
Railway. purposes, and the chief officer jus-
tified neglect by declaring that owing to the
time the accounts came in, he did not know
it would be wanted, and consequently the
supply was not asked. .

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-
BPRIES (Mr. Davies). Oh, oh.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend rIrom
Queen’s is given to being very sceptical. e
‘puts on, not the regulation look of afiliction,
which one of the voters of Queen’s-Sunbury
sald the Liberals will have to put on after
five o’clock to-night, but he puts on an air
of .infinite contempt and scepticism with
regard to any statement that may be made

4
REVISED

by an opponent. I know what I state, and
I am willing, when the proper time comes,
to argue that question from the facts of the
case. I say that never was a Governor
General’s warrant asked for by a Liberal-
Conservative Government of the nature of
these last two warrants. My hon. friend
from South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
laid down the law. after he had read the
Act. He said you can give a Governor
General’s warrant when some public work
is damaged or d=2stroyed by some event
which could not have been foreseen and for
which there is therefore no appropriation,
and when it is requisite in the public in-
terest that it should be rebuilt or repaired
without delay. You can, he said, on acea-
sions of great emergency, not foreseen or
provided for. have recourse to Governor
General’s warrants ; but for what was fore-
seen and recommended and asked for and
then refused by Parliamont, the fiat of Par-
liament is against ‘you, and a GGovaeruor
General’s warrant ought not to be used and
cannot be used, under the law and the con-
stitution, which govern responsible and par-
liamentary government. But our hon.
friends easily forget in power the state-
ments and the positions they took when out
of power. I believe the Toronto ** Globe ™
unfortunately had a homily, not long after
the elections, on the difficulty which a rarty
experiences when it comes into powar. in
keeping up to their promises and profassions
out of office. My hon. friend from South
Oxford has unfortunately read that insinuat-
ing editorial and fallen from grace. 1 desire
to say this, that if these hon. gentlemen
who represent Liberalism, who are intro-
ducing a new’ era, who have commenced
to supplant the functions and duties of
Parliament, by Governor General’s warrant,
were as .brave as they are bold and

reckless, they would have kept on
appropriating for six months and
not have «called us together at all

I like a brave man. Boldness, if it is to be
successful with the people, must be accom-
panied with bravery. Once having com-
menced to assume the rights of Parliament
and appropriate by Governor General's war-
rants, why did these gentlemen not stick
to it, and why did they call us together to
go through a mere form ?

But, leaving that point for the moment—
these gentlemen are going to ask us to vote
supply. I notice that my hon. friend the
leader of the Government has published
far and wide his intention of introducinz a
new policy for the North-west. His prin-
cipal newspapers have followed up his irdi-
cation, and to-day the press and puhl’c mind
is full of the new policy, the new departure,
which, by the way, all say may cost a large
amount of money, but if it opens up the
North-west it is well worth the juoney they
say, and it must be pursued.” They will
place their Estimates on the Table and ask
us to vote them. Will they ask for snpply

EDITION.
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for the North-west ? ‘Will they asx us for| yoeman service, and who has be2n passed
supply for the Department of the Interior  over in favour of another unknown man in
and the immigration branch, which must | the field of Dominion politics,-leaving him
devise and carry out the policy, this new |to wander disconsolately upon the shorss of
policy for the North-west ? If they do, they : Lake Utopia looking for the fabled serpent
must show us a Minister and his policy be- | which is said to inhabit its deep waters.
fore they can expect to get an appropria-; But why have they not a man fro:n the
tion. Is Parliament going to 2 asked to: North-west ? They had a standard-bearer,
vote an immense sum of money for the:a right-hand supporter who stonil by the
North-west for immigration and vote iv to; side and upheld the arms of the hon. mem-
a man who is not known and for a policy | ber who formerly represented I.'Islet (Mr.
which has not been developed ? Why have | Tarte), a bold and fitting work-fellow who
not they a Minister of the Interior 7 They : fell as my hon. friend (Mr. Tarte) fell in the
are a strong party, they have taients in : battle of the 23rd of June. but who has not
abundance outside of their rozular party enjoyed the good fortune that my hon. friend
following in the Dominion Parliament and  has enjoyed of being so absolutely necessary
inside of it also. according to their own as- [to his leader and so intimately connected
sertion. Why all this delay as ‘o the Min- ' with the affairs of that leader that a new
ister of the Interior, who embodies or is to: constituency must be got for him willy-nilly—
embody this new departure. and this lavishi and though the people say : We do not want
expenditure ? Hon. gentlemen opposite ! him, the people’s judgment is nothing in
must not feel that they have bueen taken at . Liberal estimation. You must have him,

an advantage if. when "they ask us for sup-:
ply. this side of the House asks them for.
their Minister and their polizy bhelore it
grants them that supply. Why have mnot’
they a Miuister of Interior ? Is it that
there is no man in the old parham-ntary
following sufficient for the place? Well..
then. they can go outside. They have gone
outside before, Oh, so often! My lon.:
friend spoke of the feeling of bitterviess!
that exists by reason of disanpointinent on
this side of the House. But there is bit-
terness elsewhere. Away down in the
groves of Bothwell wanders disconsolate
and forlorn an aged philosopacr, wkho,
through good and evil report followed—aye,
who dominated—his party's policy. who was
the bosom friend of the hon. l=adar of the -
Government, and who to-day :iakes refuge

in his poetry and his philosophy from the
canker and the bitterness of disappoinre

hope. A young and callow fledgling takes
his place and fills the office that he should
have had and leaves him to wander alone
in Dbitterness and disappointment. And
down Dy the resounding waves of the Guys- .
boro’ shore there may this very day be a-
walking the ponderous form of one who:
thinks and thinks and thinks of the ingiati-
tude of a leader and a party, a leader who .
made him his colleague and yoke-fellow:
in travelling from one end of this connrry
to the other when fighting his battles, but
who. when it came to dispensing the sweets
of office, let him go idly by and passed on
to a man untried and unknown in the field .
of Dominion party politics. And, Sir. there.
may be another, in fact there may hLe two
others. There may be a gallant Colonel
down in the county which I myself cnce re-
presented and which he .represents now—:
and of which representation he is very:
proud indeed. There may be anothor dis-:
appointed man there in the bard-like and
prophetic-looking adherent of the party who
for twenty-five years has fought their battles
in and out of Parliament, who bhas donei

Mr. FOSTER.

- Why is there not a Minister of th2

. ventive office

says the Premier, for I want to make him
a member of my Ministry. The hon. mem-
ber for Winnipeg is tortured to-day with dis-
appointment, it may be with uncertainty—

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The !ate mem-
ber for Winnipeg (Mr. Joseph Martiu).

Mr. FOSTER. The late member for Win-
nipeg—true. And he wonders whether the
same reward for past services will be
meted out to him as was meted ont 10 the
former member for I’Islet {Mr. Tarte).
In-
terior ? Is there another deal on ? Is some-

i thing waiting to be ‘“fixed” bafore ihey
' cean choose the man, and is there a considera-

tion floating around to tempt ambition or
cupidity? 'There must be some reason. The
most important Minister in iue nev de-
parture that the leader of the (ioveramelnt

_is to make is the Minister of the Interior,

and yet no one is selected for that otice.
Why ? My hon. friend ‘is surely not at the
end of his resources. . Is not there another
postmastership equal to “hat of Marsh Hill
that might be given to so ne aspirinz man

. to make a vacancy for the !at2 meniber for

Winnipeg ? Could not you work up a pre-
somewhere . mwake a
vacancy ? Maybe you could do what the
Minister from the province of New Bruns-
wick (Mr. Blair) thought ¢f doinz and actu-
ally proposed to my hon. friend ¢Mr.
Laurier)—a most original idea. After the
election was over the choice for Minister
from New Brunswick fell upon Mr. Blair.
But Mr. Blair had a9 cop:tituency.

- But to get one, Mr. Blair had his own pe-
~culiar notions. He illustrated a part of all

the virtues of this Liberal Government. for
he tried to get a seat by the persuasion of
a member of a party opposite to himself.
and at his nomination in Queen’s, he told

: the assembled electorate that he might have

got it, but the price was too high. So, find-
ing these peculiar tactics unavailable, and
the price too high, the hon. gentieman had
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a proposition ready, a’' most original one— son which is no reason, a reason which
he declared it in a speech delivered three : never has been given betore and would not
days before the revised repert appeared In; be valid if it were given. But why have
the St. John *“ Telegraph.” And what was they no legislation ? They want the reports
this original idea ? He said that, not beinz: and the Public Accounts. What for ? Do they
successful at once in getting a seat, he might : need the Reports and the Public Accounts
go into the Senate for two or three months, ; ; in order, for instance, to put legislation up-
and he had arranged with a friend in the:on the statute-book which will give them
Senate to loan him his seac for three months. : power, in a legal and parliamentary way,
And so this bright and shining light in this to open negotiations with the Cabinet at
bright and shining Government, proposed Washington for a reciprocity treaty ? What
to go into the renting of a senator’s seat for: reports are necessary for that ? Why is not
three months in order to get a place in Par-' that introduced ? If authority is necessary,
liament, when he found it difficult to get in - why is not a legal measure taken in order
by way of the” Commons. Now, Sir, will: to bring that question to the front, and to
some one loan a seat to 'some one in the| l push it forward ? For the hon. leader of the
North-west so that we could have a Minister ; Government said, in 1890, in 1894, in 1895.
of the Interior here ? . aye, and in 1896, that when they came into
Well, my hon. friend goes on next, and! . power, on that day a commission should go
says that he has no measures ; and here to Washington in order to negotiate a treaty
again he gives reasons where he better h‘ld of reciprocity with the United States of
given none. for the reasons do not seem to America. Why has not that been put in
be sufficient. What are the reasons why no, motion ? Was it a condition absolutely ne-
measures are to be brought down, as put in: cessary te carrying that out, that the re-
the mouth of the Governor General ? The:} ports should be brought down ? But, Sir,
first reason is this: i there was something else that could have
'beer. done ; they might have brought in a

It is impossible to lay before you at this ses- | medsure for reducing the salary of the Gov-
sion the public accounts for the past year, or ernor General. My hon. friend, the Post-
indeed anv of the reports usually submitted to i master General of the new Cabinet (Mr.
Parliament. Under these circumstances, and in: : Mulock)—who is not now in his place, who
view of the fact that you will require to reas- is camping elsewhere—on two different oc-

semble early ir the ensuing year, it does notl . .
appear expedient to invite your attention to | casions introduced a Bill into this House,

any measures beyond the passage of the supplies. | argued for it, pushed it forward, and it was

supported by numerous Liberals in the
Thera are two reasons, one is that you can- | House—a Bill for reducing the salary of the
not put on the Table of the House the Re-; Governor General from $50,000 to $35,000.
port of the Public Accounts for the year! Has my hon. friend forgotten his zeal of
1893-96, and that therefore you cannot put|two years ago? Where is the  measure
any measures before the House. Sir, the| which one of the most important members
absence of the Public Accounts might be!in the Cabinet, should now. if he keeps his
a reason for not passing the Estimates l promises and professions of two and three
under certain circumstances; but it is noc! ' years ago. have in a forward state for the
reason for not passing these Estimates if | consideration of this House ? Or where is
these Estimates are simply those that should | that other measure that the Postmaster
have been passed in March and April last, | General. that my hon. friend from Queen’s,
Estimates which followed the accounts of | that other hon. gentlemen sitting in the
the preceding year, and which were put up- ! Ministerial benches, and behind the Minis-
on the Table. But, Sir, I put it to this!terial benches, declared was a measure of
House and to the country whether it is any ; imminent necessity, a measure to reduce the
reason for not bringing down legislation.|expenses of the departments of Government,
that the Public Accounts for 1893-96 are!and to curtail the departments of Govern-
not on the Table. The fact that the reports! ment ? Have they forgotten that? Aye,
of the departments are not on the Table of | to such an extent, Sir, that instead of pro-
the House, IS8 no reason, and never was. The | ceeding on the plane of curtailing the num-
only objection that was ever made from the| ber of Cabinet offices and curtailing the
Opposition side of the House on account of | salaries, they have added to the number of
the reports not being down, was that we|the full Cabinet Ministers, and they have
should not pass the Estimmates of a depart-|raised the salaries of those whe formerly
ment until we knew what the department| were Controllers, and did not have the full
had done for the preceding year, but it was |salary of Cabinet Ministers. Do I say they
not urged as a reason for deferring one|have raised it ? No, they have done worse.
single measure if there were any measures| It has been a commonly accepied theory
of importance. Why did not the Lon. gen-| that until you get the consent of Parliament
tleman treat this House and the country!you cannot appropriate money, and should
fairly, and say : We do not think it is ex-|not appropriate it even by promise ; but be-
pedient, under the circumstances, to have fore my hon. friend got the consent of Par-
any legislation this year, and we are not|liament, or put a measure before Parlia-
going to have any ;—but not giving a rea-| ment, he invited gentlemen<to go into his

415
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Cabinet, saying, 1 only give you $5.000 now ;
and a Controllership, but you shall have
$7,000 and a full Ministership if you will
come into my Cabinet. They have come in,
or are trying to come in. and this promise
must be implemented. Parliament has not
been consulted at all. Why is there not a
measure for carrying out this promise ? Does
my hon. friend propose to dc this by Gov-
ernor Gereral’'s warrant as well ? He might
just as well as pay the salaries of employees
and officers of the Government by Governor
General’'s warrants. Where, Sir, is that
measure which hon. gentlemen have been:
for ten years declaring was needed by this
country, a franchise measure ? No report
was necessary to be iaid on the Table in-
order to have that measure before the-
House. Why is it not here ? Where is that
ninth and last plank in the platform of the.
Liberal convention of 1893, which declared ;
that it was incumbent upon, and would be
the duty of, the Liberal party when they:
came into power, to test the feelings of:
Canada on prohibition by a plebiscite of all:
the provinces ? On the strength of that!
promise, resolutions were passed, confer-:
ences sent notes of congratulation; the,
Montreal “ Witness ™ was elevated almost;
to the seventh heaven, and an era of coming |
elucidation of one of the most vexed ques-|
tions in public life to-day, was heraldedi
with the advent of that party to power.;
They are in power. It does not require;
blue-books to be down to make provision for
a plebiscitee. Why is there not a measure:
before the House to carry out that great!
and last promise in the platform of the.
Liberal party ? Then, Sir, why is there not,
above all, a tariff measure ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

Mr. FOSTER. That laugh is very indilca-
tive. I tell you what it sounds to me like:
‘“ Ha, ha, ha, you were fools enough to think
that we were going to revise the tariff.”
If there is any translation for that laugh,
that is the translation in plain English.
Well, I acknowledge that you very likely
have fooled us, as you have fooled a great
many people in the Dominion. You went
about for eighteen years fulminating against
the iniquity of a.protective system, and de-
claring in favour of free trade, deelaring in
favour of 2 revenue tariff which should have
no vestige of protection in it. You nurtured
the young men in your party upon that sort
of pabulum. Your papers were floocded with
it from Vancouver to Cape Breton. On the
hustings, in your caucusses, and in
your club meetinge—everywhere you
indoctringted your people with that theory.
You are face to face with your promises
now. You sald that when you came into
power ycu would do so ard so. You are in
power. Will you execute the mandate ;
will you put inte execution what you pro-
mised, or is it that those promises 1nd faint

‘hearts have met together and so the pro-
Mr. FOSTER.

mises lag in fulfilment to-day ? I tell you,
Mr.. Speaker, that there could be nothing
stronger in the history of Parliament, there
has been nothing stronger than the doctrine

"laid down with explicitness by hon. gentle-

men on the other side of the House with re-
spect to the enormity of protectlon. its de-
leterious effects to the country and the im-
minent and wurgent necessity of getting it
out of the country as soon as possible. Shall
I refresh the hon. gentleman's memory ?
Yesterday, in answer to a question asked by
my bon. friend beside me, the leader of the
Government said he could not remember ex-
actly what he said ; he did not deny that
the statement quoted expressed his opin-
ion, as did the article in the Chicago * Re-
cord.” Let me refresh the hon. gentleman’s
memory. At Brantford in 1890, August 20,
the hon. gentleman said :

I propose that we should follow England’s
example and open our ports to the products of
the world.

At Winnipeg, in 1894, he said :

The task of the Liberals of the province of
Manitoba, the task of the Liberals of this pro-
vince in particular, has been to prove to the
world and to our countrymen the benefits which
are to be derived from the principles of free
trade. I came before you to-night to preach to
you this new gospel of freedom of trade.
1 denounce to you the policy of protec-
tion as bondage, yes, bondage, and I refer to
bondage in the same manner in which the
American slavery was bondage.

At Montreal he said :

Upon that question I need not tell you that
we stand at the very antipodes of the Conserva-
tive party. The Conservative party believe in
protection. All their hope is in protection.
The Liberal party believe in free trade on broad
lines such as exist in Great Britain, and their
immediate object is a revenue tariff—a tariff to
be derived from customs, but which wiil levy
no duties, except for the purposes of revenue.

I bhave told you that our object is to have a
customs tariff for revenue only.

Upon the question of protection there can be
no compromise.

We stand here against protection, and in fav-
our of a customs tariff based upon the principles
of revenue and nothing else.

The system of protection has been the bane
and curse of Canada.

The Liberal party believe in free trade on the
broad lines such as exist in Great Britain.

Atidantford, in 1894, the hon. gentleman
said :

Is thers any man to say that he would not be
content to open the Canadian market to the
American manufacturers if in return he ob-
tained access to the American market for his
products.. ‘

The hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
iIx!!ichard Cartwright) is represented as stat-
g . '

Our policy from firat to last has been to de-
stroy this villainous protective system by free
trade, revenue tariff, or continental free trade.
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And again: ‘ Ahprill. May, June or July of next year. Why
Sir, they demand our policy. Well, Sir, the : should the country wait .tor “tnese m.en’ﬁ
shall have our policy, and here I believe I speai I convenience ? Why is it being * bled white.
for my hon. friends beside me. Our policy is' 48 the favourite phrase goes—why are the
death to protection and war to the knife to cor- | People being ground in slavery, as the leader
ruption. 'of the Government declares ? Surely hon.

The MINISTE .| gentlemen opposite are bound, yes, bound
STER OF TRADE AND COM- I'y their past teaching and by every tenet of

MERCE (Sir Ri . i
(Sir Richard Cartwright) Hear, l honourable party politics to losc not a

hear. |
' single moment in putting their principles in-

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, because in the hon.|to operation and dealing the death blow to
gentleman’s opinion protection and corrup- protection. But the leader of the Govern-
tion are indissolubly bound together. ment has a reason now why we should 3zo
The MINISTER OF TRA AND. _islowly. He says a change would cause a
MERCE. Hear, hegr. RADE AND. COM bad disturbance in the country. Did he not
know that two, three or four years ago ?

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman says: The hon. gentleman who was leader of the
* hear, hear,” he adheres to that declaration. ! QOpposition, and is now leader of the Gov-
If the hon. gentleman does not put a knife: ernment, declares that to deal a death blow
into protection he is harbouring protection | to protection would cause a severe disturb-
and corruption. The hon. gentleman further! ance, and it will not be done now, but nmne
Says :  months hence. Not only so, but this blow

. ! A z 4t
We strike and will strike for libe must 1Ot be deat all O e e counin
‘ or rty and free- be done gradually ; meanwhile, the eountry

dom from this system of protective taxation. . . .
is to remain nine months in this horrible

Why does he not strike ? Why are these ich i i 'Or'S

S€ | gslavery, which is described as worse than
slaves left for nine long months to be down- | ¢ r{»'ormeﬂy prevailing in the southera
troiden by the monopolists of protection, | giates. The hon. gentleman says that vest-
and the hon. gentleman refuse to strike ?| o3 interests have grcwn up. He had to
The hon. gentleman says : wait until last night's discussion to find that

And T tell the hon. gentlemen that we will jout. He does not appear to bave krfown ail
not rest until the slavery thai they have im- | these years thati there were vestcd interests ;
posed upon us ias become a thing of the past, : and yet has not this crusade been begun anid
and until Canadians are as free as Canadians ; carried out with a full knowledge that there
ought to be, free to make the most they can were vested interests at stake, and with a

cf the opportunities God has given them. full determination to destroy these vested

And there the hon. gentleman rests ; there interests and cause a commercial disturbance
he is going to rest for nine months. The | which would ultimately prove as they de-
only difference is that he does not rest in! clared for the good of the country, as it
the same seat he declared he was about to | would cause the downfall of a bad system.
occupy. The hon. member for South Ox-| My hon. friend (Mr. Laurier) says : But you
ford said : cannot, for instance, take the duty off coal.

There is no Canadi He said, it must come off ; it is_ a raw ma-
e e e manufacturer Who meed terial, and seated right alongside of his

be afrai¢ to face the competiti f th 14. .
Our policy is death to prgteécng:. o Hhe wor }?riendi (11:%1'- gieldlilég),Tlllle gid not de:ly tha;
. : on coal mus
AtidP.embroke, i 1890, the hon. gentleman c?)snt:: gm -We:il,sa what vfas Igﬁe hon. gentle-
said man’s excuse for not taking it off. It was:
R A ’:lma“ ring and clique of combiners and pro- | that because if you touch one there it dele-
A be";:’“;g‘:;‘:&%‘&" f“'h° as I have told you, | teriously affects a great many other interests.
prey and plander of the peomte of Ceoana . ~| Will my hon. friend (Mr. Laurier) tell me
. : what will be deleteriously affected, outside
At Meaford the hon. gentleman said : of the coal industry, if coal is made free of
I stand by the declaration .| duty ? I do not :think he iwill find any
protection is nothing mor% :orhﬁzﬁ,m u&:f such industry. The makers of iron would
like to have coal free. They would not be

liberate legalized and organized robbery, and,
more than that, if you do not stamp it out it | deleteriously affected by it. The men who

is dthe very high road to polifical slavery and | run.mills would like to have coal froe, if
industrial slavery afterward. they can get it; for it would not deleteri-

Need I read more? Are not these state- | ously affect their industry. 1 say to the
ments as strong as the English language can | hon. gentlemen opposite : Cannot you do
make them ? 1Is not this the pabulum on|POW what you have been declaring year
which they have been feeding the party un- | after year ought to be done, and what you
til it has grown strong encugh to put them | have been specifying year after year shonld
in power. Now, why do they not carry out | D¢ done. There has not been a year from
their promises? Why wait for nine months? | 187 :down until now, that hon. gentl>m>n
This is August; they will wait, they say, ; leading the Opposition then, and now on the
until early in the year. They cannor get & | 1Teasury benches. have not gone ’nto de-
tarif measure through this House before | tails, and by resolution, every one of them
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voting for it in most cases, defined article
after article, that ought to be reduced in
duty, or that ought to have the duty entirely
taken off. If you were ready for that in
1879, ready for it in 1882, ready for it in
1885, ready for it in 1890, ready for it in
1894, why are you not ready for it mow ?
You were ready for it when you were in
opposition, but you are not ready for it now
when the responsibilities of office are on

you. You were dealing .in words then, you

have to act now, and there is every differ-
ence hetween words and acts. Do ray hen.

friends opposite wish me to specify. Why,

Sir. in 1879, Mr. Fiset—he is here in the
House now supporting the gentlemen who
are in the Government—and has that hon.
gentleman any reason why what he thought
ought to be done in 1879 should not be done
now right off-hand ? He moved :

That the 15 cents per bushel duty on wheat be
struck off, and that wheat be transferred to

the free list.

The leader of the government in the pro-
vince of Quebec, if I mistake not, was the

mover or the seconder of a resclution which |

declared for free wheat and free agricultural
products. If the mind of the hon. gentleman
was made up to this, and if he believed
it right years ago. and is disposed to be the
same enemy to protection to-day as he was
then, what is to prevent him taking the duty
off wheat ? What interest outside of the
wheat growing 'industry would be deleteri-
ously affected ? None. On the contrary, ac-
cording to his own theory, we would get
cheaper flour. The hon. gentleman’s reason
is no reason. but is a mere subterfuge.

Well, Sir, T find that Mr. Charlton, about
the same time moved—and that hon. gentle-
man is now a member of this House :

That wheat, coal and pig iron be placed upon
the free list.

And all the Liberals voted yea and said
“ Amen.” Sir, that was in 1879, and if in
1879, wheat. and coal, and pig iron, should

have been placed upon the free list, what is :
to prevent their being placed on the free list
now, and placed on it at once ? What, but .

the fact, that these gentlemen were in op-

position then and they are in power to-day. :

Mr. Vallée moved a little later:

That wheat-flour imported intc this country

be placed on the free list.

And all the Liberals voted for it. If they
were right then why do they not carry that
out now ? On the 30th March, 1882, Mr.
Laurier moved :

That the duties on cecal, coke, and breadstu(ts’;

' that he is in power, what he vociferously
: demanded in 1882 when he was out of
‘power. In 1886, Mr. Mitchell moved the
. same motion, and Mr. Laurier and all the
. Liberals voted * yea.” In 1893 a motion was
“moved :

That no sufficient reason has been adduced or
exists requiring iuvestigation, respecting the
" foregoing facts which are notorious, nor justify-
- ing delay in the passage of remedial legislation
which is imperative.

- The remedial legislation, to wit, being :

| A reduction of duties upon the necessaries of
' life.

'That was a motion moved by Mr. Mec-
~Carthy and voted for by Mr. Laurier and
 the Liberal party. But, now they say we
| want investigation. In 1893 there was no
. investigation needed according to them, and
:no delay was justifiable for the thing ought
' to be done and done at once. Well, Sir, the
:hon. member for Queen’s, P.E.l, (Mr.
' Davies) ncw in the Government, a few years
{ago moved :

That inasmuch as Great Britain admits the
. products of Canada into her ports free of duty,
: this House is of the opinion that the present

;scale of duties on goods mainly imported from
. Great Britain should be reduced.

' For that the Liberals all voted. They be-
i lieved that it was right then, that the time
: was ripe, that no delay was necessary and
 that it should be done off-hand. Why do
, they not carry it out to-day when they are
in power ? Any way, what becomes of my
. hon. friend's excuse that you must have in-
vestigation, and that if you do this it would
cause disturbance, and that you must be
 very careful as to when you proceed with
it. The trouble is, Sir, as I have said be-
fore, that their large promises have beea
too much for them. "Their heart is faint
within them when they come to the time
of action, and they are simply marking time
i‘to gain their breath, to get over the by-
: elections, offending nobody as far as pos-
: gible, and after that they will see what they
will do.

Now, if there is a change of heart, if the
‘ hon. gentlemen have experienced a change
. of heart, will not they be manly and honour-
able encugh to confess it ? It must be a
: change of heart, or else they stand open to

. the imputation of going back on their policy.
. If it isea change of heart they have ex-

| perienced, let them tell us anyway. I
:held that it 1is incontrovertible, that
lin the case of the great business

i interests of this country which have
been modelled for 18 years upon a
certain tariff and revenue system, im which

be repealed and that these articles be made free. !
i there is unbounded capital for Canada. and

Forty-seven Liberals voted for that, and :in which the labour of this country is vitally
120 Conservatives voted against it, and yet | interested ; I say this position is incontro-
my hon. friend (Mr. Laurier) after fourteen : vertible : that if you refuse to act at once,
years, and professing that he holds the same ; after having used these weapons and in-
opinion, and denouncing the bondage of  fused uncertainty and fear into the busi-
protection, is not ready to implement, now } ness interests of this country, if you refuse

Mr. FOSTER.
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|
to act, and yet make a delay of nine;statements went into different portions of
months ; the least thing that you could do. | the country—one facing in the line of mno
the thing that the country demands of you | coercion, that is, no remedial legislation
and which your duty should prompt you to ! here, come what might ; the other facing in
do, is, to indicate the principle upon which | the line of the rights of the minority in
you propose to revise the tarifi. A gentle- ; Manitoba being granted, by the province
man said to the leader of a government : I if it would grant them, through this Parlia-
am engaged in a manufacturing industry ; i ment if the province would not grant them.
1 manufacture this year for my sales! It was on these two diverse cries that my
of twelve or fifteen months hence: ' hon. friend conducted his campaign and
If you are going to revise the tariff and: gained something of his success. Now, Sir,
scale down the duties on my products, I will|so far as I am concerned. I am going to
not manufacture ; I want you at least to:await the pleasure of my hon. friend. He
tell me what principle you are going to:has made the statement for the information
adopt, so that I may accommodate my busi- | of the House, after having made it in the

ness and my eapital to it. What answer
has been given ? What answer would be
given. if that question were put to my hon.
friend ? If millions of capital put that ques-
tion to him, what would he answer ? His
duty is to tell those men and to advise that
capital whether he is going to revise the
tariff keeping a suflicient protection, or
whether he is going to revise it on the basis
of free trade and a tariff for revemie only.
It is simple robbery not to do thar. It is
unfair and unjust to the interests of lahour
and capital alike. Surely the hon. gentleman
does not go about whispering into private
ears : *“ Don’t you be afraid, I will not hurt
your industry.” Surely he will come to this

House, the high court of Parliament, the!
people’s representation, and take them into:
his confidence, and tell them what they are!
to teil their constituents, what they are to:
report back to the country. The hon. gen-
tleman cannot do less than that. [t is the)
duty of this Opposition to try and get that:
enunciaticn from this Government. I think
we would fail in our duties if we left the
precincts of this House and went ba<k to
our constituents without being able to tell
them at least the principle on which hon.
gentlemen propose to proceed. Now, Sir, |
the Manitoba school question has b-zen;
brought up. I have iiitle to say about
that at the present time. I have simply to
say this, that my hon. friend the leader of

newspapers, that a conference has been
held, and that the matter is practically set-
tled or under way of seftlement ; and the
Toronto * Globe,” the organ of my hon.
friend, speaking by authority yesterday,
affirms that it is practically settled on all
points. 1 thought we were to have an in-
vestigation. I thought there was to be a
great commission, with Sir Oliver Mowat
at its head and ever so many more with
him, to get information that neither the
Government nor the members of Parliament
nor anybody else possessed. but for which
they were thirsting, and without which it
was altogether and absolutely impossible
to come to any agreement. Yet, with no
commission, no investigation, no evidence
further than what we have had, the hon.
gentleman comes before the House and the
counfry now and says the matter is prac-
tically settled. Well, I have this statement
to make, that if the Manitoba school ques-
tion is practically settled by an agreement
between the Manitoba government and my
hon. friend’'s Government opposite, and set-
tled to the satisfaction of the minority, giv-
ing the minority their rights under the con-
stitution—if the question is settled in that
way, it will be settled to the eternal and
everlasting disgrace of party politics in this
Dominion of Canada. What do I mean by
that ? Not that I would be sorry to find it
settled : but if the Manitoba government

the Opposition gave what I consider to be a settle the question in affiliation with my
very strong and a very fair statement of: hon. friend opposite, they will settle it on
the canvasses upon that question, and of | the basis which they refused to the former
the Janus-like policy of my hon. friends: Government, thus publishing to the world

opposite upon it. The only reply to it which
my hon. friend gave was in standing dp, as
the leader of a Government and a states-
man, and raising the accusation and the cry
of race and creed prejudice against my hon.
friend the leader of the Opposition. Every-
body in this country who has followed the
course of the last contest knows exactly

that the two had been acting in secret con-
cert, and had kept up the contest for party
purposes. Time will tell, Sir, whether the
question will be settled in that way or not ;
and when the hon. gentleman brings down
the settlement it will be time enough to take
that matter up and discuss it further. Until
that time comes, I do not propose to have

the truth of the statements that were made ;: anything more to say upon it. Now, Sir, 1
aye, and gentlemen sitting very cldse to the | come to the final point which I wish to take

Premier know who raised the cry of race
‘and creed then. The Toronto “ Globe ” itself
knows who raised it, when it declares, as it
did not long ago. that the question was not
now as to whether a remedial Bill should
be passed or not, but whether the hierarchy
should rule this country or not. These two

up, that is. this new evangel of the new
Liberal Government comprising all the tal-
ents and all the virtues. They have begun ;
! let us see whether.they have begun well or
: not. They vaunt the principles of Liberalism.
My bon. friend is fond of repeating the
phrase until I suppose he believes it, that
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he is a Liberal of the old Liberal school, of
the old English school. He holds to Liberal
principles, he vaunts them, he makes them
his creed, he elevates them for his worship.
‘When this new Liberal Ministry, based on
these old, sound doctrines of Liberalism,
come in and commence their administration,
we on this side of the House must be ex-
cused if we ask them to live up to the high
plane of their professions and their ideals ;
and so, with a great deal of curiosity, we
watch their progress. What is it so far ?
The first thing they do is to go back on the
old Liberal principle of economy—economy
in governmental machinery—and raise the
salaries of two members of the Government,
and make them full-fledged Ministers of the
Crown without reducing the number in any
other direction. That is their first act. Their
second is to interfere with the processes of
the courts of law in whauv I believe to be a
most unjustifiable manner. The principle is
one which every one must admit, that the
Government, whatever power it may pos-
sess, must keep its hands off the courts of
law whilst the processes of law are going on.
Once a suit is instituted in a court, the
Government of this country must stand
back until the court has had its say ; and
when the court has given its decision, there
is the prerogative of the Government that
may be invoked for pardon or the less-
ening of the penalty. But, I repeat, that
while the suit is before the courts, no Gov-
ernment has the right to step in and steal
from the person who made the indict-
ment, the fruits of his indictment, under
the full and regular course of law. We
have to-day on the statutes of Parliament
what is known as the Independence of (Par-
liament Act. What is it for ? 1t is there
in order that every man who sits in this
House shall be independent of the Govern-
ment, as far as salary and emoluments are
concerned. If I hold an office from the
Crown, if I am receiving a salary from
the Crown, and am elected, that election is
void, so far-as giving me a seat in this
House is concerned. The Independence of
Parliament Act is for that purpose, and
no other. . But how have these hon. gen-
tlemen used it? When they wished to
dispossess a man of his seat and put an-
other in his place, they invoked a device
fastened upon that law, but not an organie
portion of it, and which was never meant to
be an organie portion of it. They invoked
the device of the Chiltern Hundreds, and
said : We will get you out of your seat by
giving you the appearance of an office. And
they gave an office to the member for
Queen’s, N.S,, in order to make a place for the
Minister of Finance. That is not so bad, but
Mr. King was elected in the province of New
Brunswick, on the 23rd of June, as the re-
presentative of Sunbury and Queen’s, for
the next term of Parliament. In due course,
an election petition was filed against him.
and the requirel deposit of a thousand dol-

Mr. FOSTER.

lars was made. The petitioner thus brought
the matter intc court, he thus demanded
that the evideace be heard and judgment
given, and that, should he prove his case,
the penalty provided be inflicted, namely.
that the seat be voided and the whole cost
of the prosecution fall against the man
whose seat was voided. While that suit
was before the courts, this Liberal Gov-
ernment stepped in and took Mr. King out
of court, and, so far as that penalty was
concerned, made him a free man.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Mr. Davies). No, look at the
law.

Mr. FOSTER. I am not a lawyer, but
I will leave it to the judgment of the House
which has carefully followed what I have
said. I say that, so far as the penalty is
concerned, namely, that the seat should be
voided and that the party whose seat was
voided, should pay the costs of the suit
caused by his corrupt and dishonourable
practices ; as far as that is concerned, the
Government have taken the case out of
court, and robbed the petitioner of his due,
under the Corrupt Practices Act. The post-
mastership of Marsh Hill at $100 a year
was given to Mr. King. and by that very
fact the processes of the court were stopped.
I leave it to the lawyers to argue what pro-
cesses still remain, what penalties of an-
other sort may be sued for, whether disqua-
lification may be asked for ; but if the pro-
cesses of the court have not heen interfered
with, what follows ? It follows that we
might yet pursue that petition. and if the
evidence be sufficient, void the seat; and
then where does the second man who fol-
lows in the meantime stand with reference
to thelaw? That is a question which I leave
to lawyers. It is a nice guestion, but my
view of it has been given. I say that nothing
like it has ever been done by any previous
Government in this country. I charge my
hon. friends with interference with courts
of law for party purposes, and I say that
the verdict of this country will, when the
people think the matter over, be against
hon. gentlemen opposite. If you can take
one man who has been petitioned against
out of the courts, you can take every one
of them. There are more post offices of
$10 per year, and one can be given to every
Liberal member protested against, and every
Liberal member can, by the same process,
be taken out of the court, and avoid all the
costs and disgrace that attaches to the loss
of his seat, and receive instead a Govern-
ment office. Every Liberal member pro-
tested against can thus avoid all the dishon-
our, and save his pocket and reputation by
having the Government interfere with the
law courts.

With regard to the Governor General’s
warrants, the course taken is a totally new
departure. It is a departure not contem-
plated by the constitution. It is a depart-
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ure against the right of the Commons to de-
cide beforehand what each appropriation
shall be and how it must be spent. My hon.
friend. at the inauguration of his Govern-
ment, is committing a grave mistake, which
will follow him and discredit his adminis-
tration all through. He may some time,
when, political exigency makes it uecessary
—and political exigencies may be very press-
ing with him some of these days—refuse
to call Parliament together for six months
or a year, and secure his appropriations by
means of Governor General's warrants. Sir.
from this time out, while my hon. friend
leads this Government, I shall never feel
safe that they will not take that same ad-
vantage to meet party exigencies and tide
themseives over a difficulty. If they can
dol it in one case, they can do it in an-
other.

Mr. LANDERKIN. You were never
safer in your life than nosw.

Mr. FOSTER. Well, when I look at my
ilOD. ffriend whe is speaking, I feel perfect-
v safe.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I will protect you.

Mr. FOSTER. I supposed that these hon.
gentlemen were in favour of protection ; the
hon. gentleman acknowledges it. But there
is another and graver point yet. A new
era has certainly been ushered in as re-
gards authoritative announcements of pol-
icy. 'We have before us the Speech from
the Throne, and we have in the public press
a speech from the man in front of the
Throne. The Speech from the Throne gives
us absolutely no information. The speech
outside the Throne takes up a line of in-
ternational policy of most extensive propor-
tions and of the .greatest gravity to this
country to-day and for all future years.
My hon. friend is following the bad ex-
ample of his colleague who sits behind him
(Mr. Tarte), who has inaugurated the in-
teresting procedure of going to his depart-
ment and looking through his papers in
order to get hold of certain facts, and then,
under the signature of *“J. Israel Tarte,”
sending them to & newspaper which he edits,
and which is looked upon as his own organ.
That he may do, but he will find it more
dangerous to himself and his colleagues
than te the Opposition. But the matter to
which I am now about to refer is of a
different colour entirely. Here is the leader
of the Government, who comes in with
what he calls a strong Ministry, who de-
clares that he hepes to remain in power
for fifteen or eighteen years, who hopes to
build up a strong and able Government to
control the affairs of this country. But he
is hardly warm in his seat before ne rushes
into a question of national and international
gravity which might well appal the strong-
est and oldest and most experienced states-
men that Canada has ever had. He pleads
that he opens his heart, that he is candid and

honest. Well, 2 man may open his heart too
widely, and be altogether too candid and
honest in diplomatic particulars. What
has he done ? First, as leader of the Gov-
ernment. he declares to the world that he
hopes, under his administration, for & re-
newal of neighbourly relations with the
United States. What does my hon. friend
mean by that ? If he means anything, he
means that neighbourly relations have been
interrupted between the United States and
Canada, and that under his administra-
tion he hopes to renew them. Well, Sir,
the speech of my hon. friend (Sir Charles
Tupper) last night was a complete answer
to that. You <cannot go through the annals
of the last ten or eleven years without see-
ing that Canada, though she has stood by
her rights, and has been upheld by Britain
in her interpretation of those rights, has
dore it with a consistency, with an ur-
banity, and with a steady courtesy, which
has won the admiration of the people of the
United States and the hearty coinmendation
of the British Government itself, as exp-ess-
ed in the despatches. And to s=ay. because
we have rights, and maintained them uand
maintained them strongly, that we are
guilty of endangering the relations betweoeen
ourselves and another power, is ro say that
you must give up all rights if the power
against which you urge them refuses or is
loath to acknowledge them, and if there is
liability of friction if they be wurged. The
hon. gentleman (Mr. Laurier) has simply
carried out in this, what he unfortunately
stated in Boston in 1891, when he declared
that the conduct of Britain towar:ds the
United States in the war of 1560-66 was
such as should bring the blush of shame 10
tbe cheeks of the people of Britain. He has
not forgotten the sentiment that he express-
ed then, and he has carried it out in this
correspondence with the Chicago - Record.”
But when all these arguinents and all these
despatches, and all this correspondence cul-
minated in 1888, when the treaty was form-
ed, as my hon. friend said, the highest au-
thority in the United States bore testimmony
to the honourable and reasonable settlement
that was made, and from that day to this
the United States have had no fault to find
with the administration by Canada of these
fisheries. Well, Sir, the hon. gentizman
goes on then to declare that his policy on
the question of the fisheries is a policy of
give and take. And, to bring it down to .a
fine point, he announces his policy to be
this : Free ports, free fishing, and free fish
markets. That is what he proposes. He
proposes to give to the United States, free
access to our fisheries within the three-mile
limit, free access to our ports in spite of
the treaty of 1R18, amd a free market for
their fishy if they will do the same by us.
What diéd he and his party say in 18887
The result of the negotiations in 1888 came
to this—that a delimitation of the -vaters of
Canada was to be made, preserving the
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three-mile limit, and preserving the largeg when brought to book, he defends himself
bays ; that this delimitation having been| by a representation which turns out to be a
made, United States fishing vessels should | misrepresentation. Has the hon. gentleman
have access to our ports for the purposes of { the document from which he read last
their occupation, to get supplies and te ! night ?

trade in supplies alone. There was to be no |

fishing, there was to be no commerce. . And : The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier).

in addition, there was the proviso that as| have not. It is in the * Hansard” office.
Mr. FOSTER. Then I shall be obliged to

I

soon as the United States gave free markets |

for our fish we would give free markets for: ;yote jt from memory. The statement the
their fish, and when that was accomplished, | yon gentleman made was this : That in that
the full scope of the treaty would be cOV-|pterview he was only following out the
ered. _Qontt‘:lst that with my hon.. friend’s | policy of the late Government. Then he
pl:OI?(?SltI.Oll.. And yet at that time, Sir,:yegq” the Order in Council appointing the
every Liberal paper in Canada had head-| jeep waterways commission in order to Lack
lines aunouncing a base and ignominious :yp that statement, and it didn’t back itup. 1
surrender. The Toronto Globe ” declared | chgllenge him to rise and repeat that state-
that we had betrayed Canada. In thiS| mpept pow, 2fter he has read that Order in
House the same criticism was made, and: ggyneil. Will the hon. gentleman say that
yet that was but a mild exper}ment as Com- | jn making that statement of policy he is
pared with what my hon. friend proposes. only following the policy laid down by the
When you propose to allow the United|gtq Government in the Ord:r in Council ?
States fishermen within our three-mile limit, | The hon. gentleman will not say so. But
and within our ports to conduct the|pe said so last might. Unfortunately for
operations of fishing and commerce; you ' him, he read the document., and that docu-

propose to go a long way; and that
change will never be made until this House

has carefully looked into the matter, and'
has found what the compensating advant-:
Why, Sir, the old treaty did not:
go that far, and we got out of it $£5.000,000 :
And yet my hon.:

ages are.

further compensation.
friend, as leader of the Government, cav-

alierly proposes, and sends his proposal to:

the people of the United States, by way of

the Chicago ‘‘ Record,” that far greater:

: ment goes into ** Hansard,” and is a sufii-
. cient answer to his statewnent. ‘fhe policy
of the late Government went no further
than this: To appoint a joint commission
on the deep waterways ie ingquire 1nto the
whole matter, but to go not one single step
. further, nor was there the least indication
_of what would be the policy of the Govern-
' ment when the report was brought in. Has
- my hon. friend received that report ? Does
‘ he know what the findings of that commis-

- sion are ? Have they told him what ex-

privileges shall be granted.
0 . \ - .~ | pense will be incurred ? Has he got their
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND, opinions as to how joint control is to be

FISHERIES (Mr. Davies). To which treaty . .
o . ~arranged ? No, Sir. The hon. gentleman
does the hon, gentleman refer when he, wanted investigation and evidenze in the

> (13 ’” 9 i
speaks of the “old ” treaty : Manitoba school question. He does not
Mr. FOSTER. The treaty under which' want any evidence in this case. With-
the award of 1875 was made. i out consultation with his council, with-

AN , T .. out waiting for a report, without a scin-
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND' 3o oe'ineormation, he pledges himself, and

(I:fI ??5]21}1138' You do pot mean the treaty . pledges his party, and so far au he can, he
i | pledges this country, s a joint building of

Mr. FOSTER. I did not say that. ' these waterways, and a;,vjoint control of them

f , INE .~ with the United States. Fifty or seventy-
F'II‘ShI(IeE'l%gégSTEgou O(:I;llegI Al? Itl:lf "%l?il’)’i five million dollars would be our share at
treaty. - least. Has his Council decided to do it *?

. Are we prepared to vote that ? For what

Mr. FOSTER. The one I have veen des-  purpose ? To give facilities to 25 farmers
cribing— : of the Unite% States Wherti1 it would give
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND . them toone of our own. And what is more,

: “ ” : Sir, he takes the dangerous initial sten of

FISHERIES. That is the " young ™ treaty. "allowing a control of vital waterways t{o be
Mr. FOSTER. No, the “ young” treaty is: given to a great nation twenty times as
the treaty of 1888. The leader of the Gov-, powerful as we are, with all the initial
ernment goes further yet. He takes up the . complications which may result theretrom.
canal question. and on the authority of the : Sir, the instincts of Canada are for a future
leader of the Government and as though by : of her own. She will deveiop her own
the advice of and congent of his Government : property ; and I say that no self respecting
and his party. he declares for—what ? For : people with a future, or with the high record
a joint deepening and completion of the  of progress and of advancement -ve have
canals from the head of the lakes to Mont- now made, can remain a people and give
real, and for the joint control of them after: joint control to a rival and more powerful
they are built. And, what is still worse, | nation in the vital waterways of that coun-

Mr. FOSTER.
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try. Now. what has been done by my hon.
friend ? He has announced his policy. If
any negotiations take place, he is the man
who will carry on those negotiations, and
from this time forward when he goes to
Washington, that pledge will be there to
face him as the pledge of a man who is the
leader of the Government; and if we go,
that will be there to face us as the pledge
of a man who was the leader of a Canadian
government. It is most unfortunate, it is
most unprecedented, and the hon. gentleman
will find that he cannot play ducks and
drakes with these great interests of the
country and hope to escape the scathing
condemnation of the people.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE (Sir Richard Cartwright). I have
often had occasion in former times to ad-
mire the great histrionic talents of my hon.
friend, but I do not know that I ever ad-
mired them more than I have done to-day
on hearing him address the House under
circumstances which might, perhaps, have
teen difficult for a less accomplished actor.
In the first place, I propose to deal with
one or two remarks he made in the opening
of his speech, and which appeared to me, 1
am sorry te say, to involve a serious slur
on the distinguished leader of the Opposi-
tion. The hon. member for—what is his
present county ?

An hon. MEMBER. York.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. Oh, York.

Mr. FOSTER. Your memory ought to be
good, for you have exercised it enough.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. The hon. member for York was
pleased to tell us that among the claims on
the confidence of the Liberal-Conservative
party which the leader of the Opposition
enjoys, was this, that it was possible for
him to have been still enjoying the sweets
of a high and lucrative office if he had not
chosen to come across here. Now. Sir, what
an insinuation does that convey ? Had not
the hon. leader of the Opposition come
across here, the member for York insinu-
ates that they would have been still on this
side of the House, and consequently the
hon. gentleman would have been able still
to enjoy the sweets of his high and lucra-
tive office. There is no other possible con:
struction ; because I think he knows
that, under eXxisting ecircumstances, the
sense of propriety of the leader of the Op-
pesition would not have led him to continue
in that high and lucrative office had he
been there; and therefore it is perfectly
clear that the opinion of my hon. friend
from York is that if the hon. gentleman had
stuck to his office in England, these gentle-
men would have stuck to their offices here.

Sir, it is made a very grave ground of
complaint against my hon. friend beside

me, that he has rallied to his cause three,
if not four, of the most distinguished states-
men in Canada, men who have proved their
ability by the length of time during which
they have successfully administered the
affairs of Ontario, of New Brunswick, and
of Nova Scotia. My bon. friend in that, as
in many other things, has shown that he is
able on occasion to arise above precedent,
and his party has shown that they, too, are
able to rise above precedent ; and that when
the best men can be got for any office. they
will be welcomed, from whatever quarter
they come. But, Sir, did the hon. gentle-
man make no attempts on their side to ob-
tain the services of men who had at one
time, at any rate, been premiers of im-
portant provinces ? Why, I think the pre-
sent Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec could
tell a tale of distressful appeals, and vain
appeals, made to him by hon. gentlemen
opposite. But Mr. Chapleau was gifted with
great political sagacity. He read the signs
of the times. Perhaps he remembered how
the hon. gentlemen in times past had treat-
ed him, and while he was not sorry to see
them on their knees to him, still he was pot
disposed to come down from his high and
lucrative office, or comfortable office at any
rate, for the purpose of relieving these
worthy gentlemen in their distress. The
hon. member for York said, and said cor-
rectly, that therec is every difference be-
tween words and acts ; and sorry am I to
say that a gentloman who can indulge in
words so lofty, should sometimes descend
to acts so small. My hon. friend beside me
gave to hon. gentlemen opposite the other
evening three causes why those gentlemen
had justly forfeited the confidence of the
people of this country. So far as I recollect,
those causes were these: They had re-
fused to inaugurate any substantial or use-
ful reforms in their tariff ; they had been
shown, not once but a hundred times over,
to have been guilty of such corruption and
such extravagance as have rarely disgraced
the annals of any country ; certainly never
before disgraced ours; and they had dis-
played both cowardice and incapacity in
dealing with an extremely delicate and diffi-
cult question which, in the hands of my
hon. friend, I hope will soon be settled to
the satisfaction of all parties. Good
reasons, excellent reasons, why the people
of Canada should withdraw their contidence
from those hon. gentlemen. But, Sir, there
was a fourth reason which my hon. friend
did not give, but which I may recall to the
attention of the members of this House,
namely, the disgust which all honest men
of every sort and profession throughout
Canada, Conservative and Reformer alike,
felt at the act of treachery with whiclr the
last session of the last Parliament of Can-
ada was heralded in. That, Sir, as bhon.
gentlemen right well know, was one among
many reasons why the Conservative party
of Canada, or a very great many of them,
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withdrew their confidence from those hon.
gentlemen. What could they think of a gov-
ernment which went to the last election
having within their ranks seven gentlemen
who had betrayed their former colleagues
and their former leader, and having care-
fully expurgated from their ranks every
man who had been faithful to his salt ? Sir.
what could my hon. friend, Sir A. P.
Caron, from Three Rivers, say if cir-
cumstances permitted him to give his
candid opinion of these hon. gentlemen ?
Sir, I observe that the leader of the Opposi-
tion, in a candid moment, confessed that the
result in the province of Quebec had been a
great disappointment to him. Doubtless it
was a great disappointment to him. I do
not wonder. The hon. gentleman also teold
the House that he had been, for an ordinary
lifetime, 2 member of the legislature, some
four and forty years, and in all that long
experience, so far as my recollection serves
me—and the member for York (Mr. Foster)
says it is generally tolerably accurate
—this was the first occasion when he
made the mistake of prefering the
saints to the sinpners. This was the
first time the hon. gentleman ever trusted
to spiritual weapons instead of to the
arm of flesh. If we are to believe the hon.
gentleman’s statement last night, I can well
believe he will never do 1t again. But, Sir,
like the hon. member for York (Mr. Foster),
the hon. gentleman is capable of extracting
great comfort from the electoral returns.
We do not grudge it to him. I remember
long ago, I think in the days of the South
Sea bubble, a company was formed for the
purpose of extracting sunbeams from cu-
cambers, but I never heard it paid any divi-
-dends. 1f the hon. gentleman and his
friends really want the facts, I, being of an
arithmetical turn of mind, can comply with
his wish. The lon. gentieman was good
enough to declare that they had a majority
—heaven save the mark—of 19,000, no less,
over the vote polled for the Liberal party at
the last elections. Sir, I find that that ma-
jority, and more too, is wholly and execlu-
sively obtained from my own province of
Ontario. There the Conservative party had a
majority, as they say. of 25,300 strong.
How does the House suppose this majority
is obtained ? The majority is obtained in
part by claiming for themselves all the
votes recorded in favour of a well-known
member of this House against whom the
leader of the Opposition set up a candidate
of his own : hon. gentlemen opposite claim
the 4,000 or 5,000 votes accorded to the
hon. member for West York (Mr.  Wallace).
I think my hon. friend will admit, peing a
candid-minded man, that a very large propor-
tion: of these representative votes of Lib-
erals who most decidedly preferred him to
the candidate of the hon. gentleman opposite.
But that was not all ; and here 1 come on a
piece of truly excellent calculatlon.
find that in West Toronto, all told, 10,200

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
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votes, or thereabouts. appear to have been
polled by both parties, and of those so poll-
ed, hon. gentlemen opposite claimed 10,517.
I can understand that the wisdom of the
legislature may give one voter two votes,
but I do not think that either by the wisdom
or power of the legislature the hon. gentle-
man will be able to turn a man who may
have two votes into two individuals; it is
reserved to those who compiie Conservative
majorities to do that. I will give hon. gentle-
men opposite a fact or two. The hon. leader
of the Opposition was good enough to say
that we sat here representing a minority,
forsooth. The hon. gentleman arrived at
that conclusion, so far as Ontario is con-
cerned, by the trifling process of eliminating
about 66,000 votes, all of which were cast
at all events against the late Governinent,
because he right well knows that the votes
which were recorded for the Patron candi-
dates, and for the hon. gentleman (Mr. Mc-
Carthy) who has just resigned his second
seat, were most decidedly cast in opposition
to the late Conservative Goverument. But
here is an interesting fact, and as the hon.
gentleman opposite is fond of these things,
I will give it to him. There were 73 cases
in Ontario in which Conservatives and Lib-
erals stood opposed ; 73 cases in which the
two parties came in direct collision. What
was the result ? In those counties, the total
Conservative vote was 149,350, and the total
Liberal vote was 161,000, so where the Lib-
erals and the Conservatives stood opposed
in 73 constituencies, we had a majority of
12,000 votes. It is true there were 19 con-
stituencies in which either Conservatives or
Liberals put up no candidates. Does the
hon. gentleman mean to tell the House that
in these nineteen constituencies, or rather in
seventeen constituencies, in which the Lib-
erals, for good reasons of state, did not put
up candidates, the Liberal party had vanish-
ed into thin air? YWhy, in 1891, in those seven-
teen constituencies (and I have the returns
under my hand), the Liberal party polled
well nigh 30,000 votes, and we would have
polled more in 1896. If first you will de-
duct the Liberal vote in West York placed to
the credit of the Conservative party, ana
place to the credit of the Conservative
party the actual number of Comnservative
votes polled in West Toronto, and not the
imaginary number which goes into the
count in the memorandum I hold in my
hand, and give us credit, I do not say
for the vote we would have polled, but
for the vote actually polled in the last
election, the majority in our favour will
be more like 15,000 than 5,000 ; and if we
add together all the votes polled throughout
Ontario against the Governinent, there were
something like 227,000 votes polled against
them, as compared with 191,000 votes, which
they claimed, but which they did not poll.
Sir, I would hardly have wasted time on

Sir, I | this matter, because I think there are very

few such tyros in political affairs as not to
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know what calculations of that kind mean
and are worth, but for the fact that the hon.
member for York (Mr. Foster) saw fit to re-
echo the words of his chief with respect to
this matter. I am sure he is welcome to all
the comfort he can extract from it, but
which all the same does not, in the slightest
degree, affect the fact that my hon. friend
sits here with a majority of thirty-five or
forty behind him, and the hon. gentleman
opposite in a like minority, and that is giv-
ing the leader of the ()pposition credit for
the alliance which I ain told was recently
effected with the hon. member ror West
York (Mr. Wallace), who' is now, I take it,
if all tales be true, the true head of the
party, in place of its nominal one. One
word more. Sir, that result in Ontario, let
me add, was attained in the face of a gerry-
mander which cost, in all human probabil-
ity, at least eight or ten seats at the last
general elections, as it has done on many
occasions before.. That result was attained
in spite of a Franchise Act, under which
thousands of men who never should have
a vote in this country were brought in,
greatly to our detriment and at no small
expense to hon. gentlemen opposite. But
there is one curious little matter to which
the hon. gentleman did not allude. I think
it would be nearly correct to say that hon.
gentlemen opposite have some 42 or 43 seats
in Ontario, and my hon. friend beside me
is likely to receive the support of 48 or 49
members from that province, iIf the hon.
leader of the Opposition desires to know.
But there is one somewhat curious tact. Of
the fifty seats on the Reform side, inciud-
ing their friends who think with them in
these matters, not even malice itself has
been able to formulate against one of them
a charge of holding his seat by corrupt
practices.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. While on the other side of the
House, out of forty-two or forty-three, or
whatever the number may be, one man out
of every three stands impeached before the
tribunals of the country as guilty of gross
corruption and bribery. When, I ask, in
the annals of Parliament, was it ever known
that fifty men had succeeded in gaining their
seats on either side of the House from one
province, and not a soul could be found to
lay a charge against them ?

Now, Sir, the hon. member for York (Mr.
Foster), aye, and the hon. leader of the
Opposition, attacked—and they have a per-
fect right to attack, if they think proper to
do so—they attacked the use which my
hon. friend beside me was compelled
to make of His Excellency’s warrants.
8Sir, T do not withdraw one single syl-
lable of the statements that I made in
1891 as to the improper usé then made by
hon. gentlemen opposite of the Governor
General’s warrants. © I withdraw nothing.

I adbere to the statements I made then ;
but, Sir, while the hon. gentleman (Mr.

Foster) was perfectly accurate in quoting
me then, I demand, on my part, that the
hon. gentleman should show that there is
any possible parallelism between the case
which existed then and the case which ex-
ists now. Sir, what did I condemn ? What
I condemned was this: I condemned the
case of men who being in a Government
and having the power of making provision,
deliberately and of gross carelessness, as
my hon. friend stated, neglected to make
provision for clear and imminent expendi-

tures, and preferred to take the course of is-

suing a Governor General’s warrant. What

is our case, Sir ? Our case is this : Our case

is that we succeeded a Government whose
misconduct had brought about a state of
things utterly unparalleled in Canadian his-
tory. Sir, my case is this: that the hon.
gentlemen, in holding the last session of the
last Parliament, utterly violated the entire
spirit of our constitution. They offended
against our unwritten law. They cffended
against usage, against common sense and
against precedent. They did what they
had not the right to do. I say, Sir, that
morally, if not in a strictly technical legal
sense, they had no business whatever to
hold Parliament together for one moment
after five years had elapsed. I never

acquiesced in the doctrine, and I do not
acquiesce in it now, that except in some
extraordinary emergency such as never ex-

isted in their case, Parliament should be
kept together for more than five years ; and
I take issue in the strongest possible langu-
age with the doctrine laid down by the
hon. gentleman, that he had a right to ask,
or that we had a right to pass estimates
for six months, or for three months, and
put them into the hands of a Government
which we knew we could not trust, a Gov-
ernment which did not even pretend to re-
present the country, a Government which
was elected on lists eight years old, and
which of necessity could by no possibility
pretend to represent more than a frac-
tion of the people. I say. Sir, that
we could not be called upon to put
into their hands the power of remain-
ing in office, long after the confidence
of the people had been withdrawn from

them. ®ir, I recollect perfectly well the
doctrines which were not unfrequently
enunciated by the late Sir John A. Mae-

donald. Whatever else he may have been
he was at any rate a goed tacticiap, and
an old and skilled parliamentarian. Over
and over again, I have heard him—and I
daresay many hon. gentlemen opposite have
heard him—declaring that under no con-
sideration would he be a party to sitting
in a parliament, if he led it, which should
be compelled to remain in session until such
time as it dissolved by efflux of time. For
that he had a2 good reason. I will tell hon.
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gentlemen opposite what, in my judement, ’ any that sits behind the hon. gentleman
they should have done. They might have i from York (Mr. Foster), for saying that
felt themselves bound, under the circum- ! what we did was well within the scope of
stances, to have met in January, not for|the Aect, and that it did come within the
the purpose of bhatching treason against|words “a grant of sums of money which
their leader and colleague, but for the pur- had not been foreseen or provided for by
pose of redeeming their pledge and telling, Parliament.” 1 will grant, Sir, that in all
us what they were going to do with the i human probability it never entered into
province of Manitoba. But, Sir, having:the consideration of the framers of that
met us in January, having found—as if they ; Act, or of any other Canadian Act, that
possessed one grain of common sense they | ever there would be a Government or a
must have seen and known—having seen  Parliament so lost to good sense and pro-
that it was utterly impossible for them to ! priety, that they would continue to sit in
hope to pass a Remedial Bill, or to hope  office until Parliament dissolved by efilux
to pass the Estimates either, it was their;of time. Sir, they were the leaders of the
bounden duty to have dissolved in March ! only Canadian Parliament that ever did it,
at latest. It was their bounden duty to have | and I trust most devotedly that they will
gone to the country in April. It was their | prove to be the last. Now, Sir, I say that
special duty to have seen to it that Parlia- | so far as that goes, the hon. gentleman is
ment should meet at a sufficiently early | responsible. He is specially responsible,
period in May or June, so as to avoid this ; and his colleagues are likewise responsible,
complication, and to have given time forfor all the evil consequences or bad prece-
those who possessed the confidence of the | dents that may have arisen in this matter.
people to bring down proper Estimates for |1 say more, Sir, that he has no right to
the year 1896-97. Sir, it was by reason | hold us responsible for anything in the
of their gross violation of the usages of | Governor General's warrant unless he is
the constitution, by reason of their inde-|able to show that we have used them for
cent clinging to office, by reason of their|a purpose which we could fairly have dis-
paltry intrigues, by reason of their cow-|pensed with. Now, when he talked of our
ardly and incapable handling of the Mani- | having asked for a million dollars and only
toba question, that it became neces-|spent $600,000, the hon. gentleman was as
sary for us, under the circumstances which | well aware as I am, that our Auditor Gene-
the hon. gentleman knows of, to obtain|ral, as a matter of course, is not in the
these Governor General’s warrants. and to| habit of passing all the cheques that are
procure the means of carrying on the Gov-|sent to him unless full investigation has
ernment of this country. I would like to|been made. I have no doubt, and the hon.
know, Sir, what the hon. gentleman would | gentleman himself has no doubt, that the
have us do? Would the hon. gentleman | full sum that was asked will be expended,
have desired that we who have grave re-|{and will be properly employed in the pay-
sponsibilities on our hands, would he have | ment of the various services that have been
it that the Government of Canada, whi€h has | incurred.

to conduct extensive business in railways| ,

and on canals, and which has to maintain Mr. FOSTER.
a permarent force ; would bhe have desired
thgt we shciuld have refused lto paly our
railway employees, or our canal employees, .
or the members of our permanent foree. tgl;!;;tig;etg:gn;%gaieof‘]itgin%;ggrtments were
or even the poor clerks in these offices. a :

Was that what he would have desired ?| The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
And does he pretend to charge it as a crime | MERCE. I do not think they will be found
against us that we provided, under those |tc be greater than the requirements when
circumstances, for the carrying on of the |2ll the accounts come in. The hon. gentlemais,
public services, and avoided great injury |as an old Minister of Finance, can well un-
to the various great interests which would | derstand that there are every quarter a
have been hampered had we refused to ask { humber of contracts—take for illustration
for a Governor General's warrant. I dare | the post office contracts—which have to be
say, if my hon. friend (Mr. Fielding) had | met, and he knows very well that in every
chosen to dodge this issue, he could have |case gome considerable length of time must
obtained from some of the banks which|elapse, and does elapse after these sums
deal with the Government and which re- | have been asked for and checked out, before
ceive the public moneys; he could have|the Auditor General is perfectly satisfled
obtained in & roundabout and in a surrepti- | with the validity of the payment. He knows
tious way as much money as he obtained by | that that is a matter of common occurrence.
. Governor General’s warrant. But, Sir, con-| You have only to look at our annual state-
sidering the question fully, we thought that | ment of receipts and expenditure to see that
this was a cowardly way of dealing ‘ith | month after month the expenditure appears
. the difficulty. - We thought it was our duty | to lag far behind the receipts, for the rea-
- to face it boldly, and I have authority quite | #fon I have stated, and it is scarcely possible
-as good, from a legal point of view, as| for the -Auditor General, with all the dili-

8ir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

If my hon. friend will
allow me, I will say that the note appended
to the return brought down gives the rea-
son exactly as I have stated it, namely,
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gence that can be used, to be at once satis-| in the course of the last few years. Sir,
fied as to the propriety of these payments., the hon. member for York took it upon him-
In that and in nothing else will be found a|self to declare—I took down his words—
fair and sufficient reason for the discrepancy | that there was no need for us to call Par-
to which I have alluded. But when the|liament together, because, forsooth, by the
hon. gentleman reads us on this side of the: free use of Governor General’'s warrants wo
House a lecture because we refused to grant | might continue to administer the affairs of
the supplies he asked for, all 1 have to tell: this country pretty much as long as we
him is that if ever there was an occasion pleased. Sir, we do not so read our duty to
on which our clearest duty was to refuse to: the country, and I say that this Govern-
grant supplies, it was in the session that  ment did its duty in both respects. This
terminated on the 23rd of April last. We Government is charged with seeing that
had, I repeat, as clear presumptive evidence ; the commonwealth take no injury in their
as was ever given or could be given, that: hands, and in pursuance of their duty they
hon. gentlemen opposite did not represent; assumed the responsibility, for which they
in any sense or shape the people of the!are prepared to answer to this. Parliament
country. For that reason we were justified ;: whenever hon. gentlemen choose to chal-
and, what is more, English precedent fully i lenge us, to advise His Excellency to -issue
“maintained us, as the hon. gentleman well: warrants for necessary purposes, and ne-
knows, in refusing to comply with his re-: cessary purposes alone, such as the needs

quest. ggg tfhe country imperatively required. Sir,
. . ol i that was our duty, in the first place ; but it
Clllgi:)emg Six o'clock, the Speaker left thei was our’ duty, in the second place, the mo-

: ment that was done, not to lose one hour
iin calling Parliament together, and in ex-
! plaining to them the reasocns why we had
; ventured so to advise His Excellency. Sir.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM- | this whole question lies in a nutshell, and
MERCE. Mr. Speaker, there is an old, the hon.. gentleman knows it well. The
adage that it is well not to prophesy unless i question is not, as he would have it, whether
you know, and I think my hon. friend from ; or not it was agivisable under ordinary cir-
York (Mr. Foster) would have done as well ; cumstances to issue these warrants. The
not to intimate to us that he had just re- question is this : had the late Government
turned from a county and a contest in which & right to hold the House together until
a certain hon. member of this Government the very last legal instant ? And on that
was fighting for his life. It will give him  question I say, as I said before, that usage,
pleasure, I do not doubt, to know that his: precedent and common sense are all alike
old-time acquaintance, if he did fight for:dead against hon. gentlemen opposite. Sir,
his life, made a good fight for it, for the;the late Government had wo right whatever
latest returns handed to me by the tele-° under the circumstances to keep Parliament
graph office show a net majority for thei in session till so late a period that it was
Hon. Mr. Blair of 550. It cannot be an in-; impossible to appeal to the people, impos-
stance of French domiration, but I am E sible to have an election, and impossible for
afraid it is an instance of maritime domina- | the new Parliament to meet in time to vote
tion, that my poor friend, Mr. Paterson, has | the supplies. Above all, under the circumstan-
to be content in North Grey with a paltry | ces, they had not the least right to ask to
413. This, Sir, will give our friends oppo-| b€ trusted with the expenditure of the sup-

After Recess.

site the opportunity of doing a little revising
of their calculation of majorities.

And now, Sir, there remain, so far as I am
aware, three charges preferred severally by
my hon. friend from York and by the hon.
leader of the Opposition to be disposed of.
With one of these I have dealt in part.
These hon. gentlemen contend that we had
no right, no matter what the exigencies of
the stata2 might be, to have recourse to the
provision in the statute for the issue of a
Governor General’'s warrant. They were
both greatly exercised. as to the shuffling
policy pursued by my hon. friend with re-
gard to Manitoba—as to which, as I see that
my hcon. friend from Leeds (Mr. Taylor) is in
his place, I shall have something more to say
before I close this speech. In the next place,
they are still more exercised because we do
not instantly bring down a tariff to change
every item of something like the thous-
and separate taxes which they put on

. plies for the future year. They had in no

sense the right to say that they represented
the people of Canada. As I pointed out
during the course of last session time and
time again—and no man on that side of the
House pretended to answer my argument—
that Parliament was elected on lists eight

years old, and it was a physical
impossibility, therefore, that it could
represent the people of Canada.

More than that, the whole current of the
by-elections then, like the whole current of
the by-elections now—and there had been
a very considerable number of them, as the
hon. gentlemen well know, during the few
months that preceded the close of the late
Parliament—went to show, in the clearest
possible manner, that it hon. gentiemen op-
posite had ever possessed the confidence of
the country, they had long since forfeited
It. That being 80, these gentlemen having
stood on their extreme legal right in keep-
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ing Parliament together until it was dis-
solved by the flux of time, their duty was
plain and clear, their bounded duty was to
have dissolved the late Parliament in good
time. Their duty was to have dissolved
Parliament at such date that the elections
could have been held in time to en-
able the new Parliament to have voted
the supplies for the fiscal year. They
refused to do that, for reasons best
known to themselves, and which I need not
discuss now. They compelled us to invoke
the only means known to the constitution.
in order to prevent grave injury being done
to great public interests from one end of
the Dominion to the other. I challenge the
hon. leader of the Opposition, I challenge his
lieutenants to show that we have expended
under the Governor General’s warrant, one
cent or one penny more than we were com-
pelled to expend for the purposes of the
public service. Nor have we spent one cent
or one penny: more than those hon. gentle-
men themselves declared to Parliament was
necessary for the public service. We have
acted absolutely and entirely within the
estimates for which those hon. gentlemen
were responsible, which they laid on the
Table of Parliamp2nt, which they introduced
bere by a Messiuge from His Excellency.
signed by himself. It does not lie in their
mouths, who created this pecessity, to cen-
sure us because, under the necessity that
had been created, we acted entirely within
the lines they laid down. We took upon
ourselves, with a due sense of the respon-
sibility, and after having obtained the best
legal advice within our reach, to act on
what we conceived to be the true intent and
spirit of the Audit Act with regard to just
such cases, and just such expenditures as
have now been laid before you. More, Sir,
the country was well aware of what we
were doing. The country knew perfectly
well—and it was no fault of the hon. gentle-
man if it did not—what we had done in re-
fusing to assist in passing the Estimates
which these hon. gentlemen had brought
down. The country emphatically endorsed
our action. The people endorsed it before
and have endorsed it since. The country
understood just as well as we did, the coun-
try’s instincts were, as they generally are,
perfectly right, and it understood the great
peril which would have ensued had we
placed in the hands of men who had for-
feited the confidence of the people, the
.power of sitting here for a year, which they
would have possessed, had we voted these
Estimates as they requested.

Now I come to another interesting ques-
tion. I come to the charge solemnly pre-
ferred by these consistent gentlemen, sol-
emnly preferred by the leader of the Oppo-
sition, . solemnly preferred by the hon. mem-
ber for York (Mr. Foster) agalnst my hon.
friend—the charge that he has shuffled in
his policy with respect to Manitoba. On
what is that charge based ? Why, it is
based omn this, that my hon. friend has not

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
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seen fit, up to the present time, to issue a
commission for the purpose of investigating
the state of things in Manitoba. Now. let
me ask, under what conditions did my hon.
friend propose to issue this commission ?
For what end, and for what purpose was
it to be issued ? Again and again, it is in
the recollection of this honouravle House,
and at any rate of those members who sat
here before. my hon. friend declared that
his policy was conciliation and negotiation.
Only in the event of conciliation and nego-
tiation failing would it be necessary to issue
a commission for the purpose of ascertain-
ing on what terms the two communities
could agree. But. I repeat, that if there
was one charge more than another which
my hon. friend brought against the late
Government, and rightly and properly
brought against them, it was the charge
that they had acted discourteously and ar-
bitrarily towards Manitoba. that they had not
attempted to consult the Manitoba govern-
ment. that they had rushed to the extreme
remedy which the law gave, without the
common courtesy of hearing what the gov-
ernment of Manitoba might have to adduce.
Have they forgotten that my hon. friend (Mr.
McCarthy). who acted as the counsel for
Manitoba, pleaded before them in vain for a
delay of a week or ten days in order to enable
the members of the Manitoba government
to come down and be heard in person? Have
they forgotten the indecent haste with which
they rushed into that controversy, and have
they forgotten that it was on those grounds.
as much as on any other, that my hon.
friend beside me (Mr. Laurier) condemned
their action ? But what was those gentle-
men’s policy ? Ours, they say, was a Janus,
a double-faced policy, but what of the policy
of the hon. leader of the Opposition ? What
of the policy of his trusted friend and whip
(Mr. Taylor), whom I now have the pleasure
of seeing in his place. My hon. friend be-
side me last night—the hon. member for
Leeds not being present at that time—took
occasion to quote from the late ministerial
papers, the organs of those hon. gentlemen.
a certain remarkable statement made by
the hon. member for Leeds (Mr. Taylor). to
whom I now give the opportunity, if he
pleases, of withdrawing or modifying it, if
he has anything to say. The statement
which my hon. friend then made was that
the hon. member for Leeds declared to the
electors of North Grey that he had been
sent up there to announce that remedial
legislation was no more a part of the Con-
servative policy or platform. He announced
further that he had been sen{ up there to
announce that if they voted for Mr. Pater-
son, they voted for Quebec domination.
Now, I would like to know if those news-
paper reports fairly and correctly represent
the declaration made by the hon. gentle-

man.

‘Mr. TAYLOR. I would just like to ask
the hon. gentleman from what paper he
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read these statements. I have failed to see:
them ; but to put myself right before this’
House and the country, I just wish to say-
this, that I made no statement in North
Grey or elsewhere that I had been sent up
there by my leader to make any announce-
ment. My hon. leader asked me to meet
him in Toronto on Friday. When I got to"
Toronto, I received a telegram from him
stating that he could not be there to meet’
a deputation from Owen Sound. The depu-
tation invited me to go up and be present at
the nomination. I was there, but my leader
did not know that I had gone. As to French
domination, while there I did make a state- .
ment to this effect. I said that, so far as
the Manitoba Scheol question was concern- .
ed, it was now for hon. gentlemen opposite -
to deal with it, that the country- had pro-
nounced against it, so far as the Conserva-
tive party was concerned, and that it was
rot our policy further than to hand it over .
to our successors in office to deal with. I
made no statement for myself or anybody .
else, and the only reference I made to:
French domination was this: I said that:
the present leader of the Government, in,
apportioning the portfolios had, I thought..
dealt unfairly with the province of Ontario.:
In the Government of to-day, Ontario had:
five seats and Quebec had seven. I said[
that in the late Government, we had one of
the large spending departments, the De-!
partment of Railways and Canals. '

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman has:
proceeded for a considerable time entirelyg
out of order. :

Mr. TAYLOR. I want to make an ex-
planation. The hon. gentleman has charged .
me with making a certain statement, as re-:
ported in the newspapers. I want to say:
that if the newspapers have reported me as
saying otherwise than what I am now say-!
ing, they have misreported me. I have not :
read them. I want now to state what I did -

say about ;

i

French domination.and if my state :
ment be wrong, let the hon. member criticise -
it. The “ Globe ” misrepresented me, and, in:
speaking there on the second occasion,
challenged the “ Globe” or anybody elsei
to contradict the statement. And I chal-;
lenge gentlemen opposite now to deny that'
statement. In the late Government we had ‘
the Department of Railways and Canals. '
one of the largest spending departments.:
That was taken away from us and was:
given to the Maritime provinces. We had :
the Department of Agriculture, and, as Op-
tario is the largest agricultural province in
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members of the Cabinet and one member of
the Government without & seat in the Cabi-
net. I thought Quebec had more than its
fair share and I said so. The statement I
made as to the numbers was correct,
and my hon. friend cannot contradict it. I
did not say anything more about French
domination than that. I thought the hon.
leader of the Government had dealt un-
fairly with the province of Ontario, and I
think so still.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. Here, Sir, is what the hon. gen-
tleman is reported to have said. and 1 leave
it to him, of course accepting what he has
stated, to give any requisite corrections :

Mr. Taylor said that the circumstances of
this campaign were different from the last, as
tte Remedial Bill was no lcnger a part of the
policy. Sir Charles Tupper
had sent word by himn to this effect to the elec-
tors of North Grey, that good feeling had now
been restored between Sir Charles and N. Clarke

: Wallace——

Does that extend to the other members of
the late Government also ?

—and the other anti-remedial Conservatives. He
said it was an insult to the intelligence of North
Grey——

'hich the hon. gentleman will see they:
have resented—-

i —for Mr. Laurier to attempt to palm off in this

riding a Minister who was defeated at home,
and who did not own a cent here. A vote for
Mr. Paterson would mean a vote for the domi-

- pation of Quebsac.

That, I am informed, is from the * Evening
Journal ” and it has appeared. I am assur-
ed, in a very large number of Conservative
papers. The hon. gentleman, no doubt, will
have influence enough to have any neces-
sary corrections made.

Mr. FOSTER. Is that the
Journal ”’ of Ottawa ?

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. Yes. And it appeared in many
Well, Sir, it is
satisfactory to find that the hon. leader of
the Opposition and his whip can dwell to-
gether in harmony. We were afraid last

** Evening

' night that the relations were likely to be-

come a little strained, but it is satisfactory

‘now to tind that they understand each other.

Sir, I think I am not going very far when
I say that the plain truth of this whole
matter, so far as the policy of the hon. gen-
tleman (Sir Charles Tupper) is concerned

the Dominion, I think she was entitled to:is that, with characteristic audacity, the
it. But that was taken away from us and : hon. leader of the Opposition made a very
was given to Quebec. Now we have four ! bold bid for the Catholic vote throughout the
representatives—the Minister of Justice. who: Dominion. Unfortunately for him the
has not a spending department, two of the ! Catholic vote was not for sale. I do bot
tax collectors, the Controller of Customs | wonder at the disgust of the speculative
and the Postmaster General who sells: purchaser to find that even so good a bid
postage stamps, and the Minister of Trade | met with no response. Sir, the hon. gentle-
and Commerce whe has not a spending de- ! man is wroth and his valiant whip is wroth
partment. The province of Quebec have six i with the province of Quebec. And why ?

s REVISED EDITION.
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Because the people of Quebec have shown pares his Budget, before he brings down his
—to their everlasting honour be it said— tariff speech and the changes it is proposed
that they have minds and wills of their to make, what amount of money is needed
own : because the people of Quebec rallied for the wants of the country. And surely
round thieir chosen leader, a mau who does his colleagues, installed in office within the
honour to them as well as to the whole last ten or twelve days, may be allowed two
community of Canada ; because the people ' or three months at least to prepare their
of Quebec chose to refuse to listen to sec- Estimates. to sece what savings can be
tional appeals. chose to show that in a great offected. to ascertain what sum is actually
erisis in the history of this country they required for the various departmonts over
were determined to rise superior to all which they preside. More, -Sir,.the hon.
these appeals. and because they have on this gentleman knows, and every business man
oceasion led the van of the Liheral move- knows right well, that there is need of more
ment to assert the right of the people to . time and more consideration when you are
chose men whom they can trust and re- making reductions in the tariff than when
spect. for their leaders throughout this Do- you are making additions to it. When you
minion. - make additions to a tariff. for the moment at

Now. Sir. with respect to the other charge any rate, you do not create any very great
preferred so energetically by the hon. mem- disturbance. You add. for the most part. to
ber from York (Mr. Foster). That bon. the value of the goods on the merchant’s
gzentleman demands why we, installed ip shelves. You may do a very great deal of
office just one month ago. having but partly mischief. as these gentlemen have done a
completed our Cabinet—to say the truth, not very great deal of mischief. But that is of
having quite completed our Cabinet—hav- slow and gradual growth and increases year
ing. most of us, returned within ten days by year. I am sorry to say, but it does not
or a fortnight from our re-election after he- involve any great immediate disturbance,
ing sworn in as Ministers of the Crown, do The mischief. as I have stated. comes later.
not instantly bring down a tariff which is But. in the reverse case, to which 1 am now
likely to affect, as he well knows, very alluding, the hon. gentleman knows per-
numerous and important changes in the fectly well. that however salutary the re-
fiscal system of this country. Was ever a ductions affected may prove to be in the
more childish criticism offered. was ever a long run—as they will prove very salutary
more childish eomplaint made ? And. Sir. in the long run—I have never contended. no
it is doubly so in the case of the hon. mem- man on this side has ever contended. no
her for York himself. Has he forgotten. has man who knows anything of thc¢ business
this House forgotten. how. two or three conditions of the country will contend that
vears ago when it became expadient to there is not for the moment a disturbance.
make some trifling changes in the existing And for that very reason there is double
tariff. that hon. gentleman and his two Con- - and treble need that the whole matter shall
trollers required to perambulate the whole be considered fully. so that when my hon.
Dominion for an entire year, required to hold . friend (Mr. Fielding) does bring down his
conference with all sorts and conditions of . tariff. it may be complete so that there may
men, and how after a whole year’s work, be no need of those incessant changes in
though they did propose some changes, they the tariff or those incessant demands for
practically accomplished nothing. The total change which have been made from time to
result of the hon. gentleman’s changes. I time under the policy of gentlemen opposite.
think. amounted to one-fortieth of one per Sir, if the hon. gentleman knows, and I
cent of the avhole tariff. And this is. suppose he does, the huge number of taxes
the gentleman who considers that we are’ which he and his colleagues have heaped
acting without due respect to the House, ; up on the people of this country—I think
without due regard to our own promises.: they amount in all to very close on a thou-
without due regard to the interests of the . sand different items—and he will under-
country. forsooth, because we ask a merve | stand. and ought not to complain. therefore,
four or five months before we proceed to|of our delay in bringing down a tariff. He
deal with .questions of the greatest magni-: will understand that it is absolutely and
tude and imporiance affecting every single | Imperatively necessary that anybody who
living soul from one end of the country to: has charge of that complicated and difficult
the other. In a case like this I do not mean , task, should have a reasonable time assigned
to excuse ourselves for delay. I say it is|to him. For my part I know something, as
our duty to take time ; I say it is the duty : well as the hon. gentleman, of the temper
of my hon. friend (Mr. Laurier) and his col-| of the people of this counrtry ; I know some-
leagues to take all the time they require in | thing at any rate of the way in which these
order to produce a well-congsidered tariff | matters are looked at by commercial and
suitable to the various needs of the people | banking circles, and I do not see for my
of this country. Why. Sir, in the first place | part, nor do I hear from those who are best
the hon. gentleman himself a Finance Min- | qualified to speak with authority on that
ister of many years' standing, will admit | subject, any of these complaints, any of
that my hon: friend beside me (Mr. Field-| these fears, any of these alarms, of which
ing) has a right to know, before he pre-|the hon. gentleman has made himself the

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. :
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mouthpiece and exponent to-night. Ap-‘ which he had not read when he made the
parently the business community have morefl quotation. And I may observe that in read-
confidence than the hon. gentleman has in | ing a quotation from a scrap-book, it is a
the present Government, and are well con-|dangerous thing to take a chance sentence
tent to wait the reasonable leisure of this | out of an article without knowing what that
Government in dealing with this question. article is about, or without looking at the

Now, Sir, to return for one moment to my
hon. friend the leader of the Opposition.!
That hon. gentleman. as I have stated on|
many occasions, is a bold man, a very bold.
man., but I do not think he ever gave this:
House. or he ever gave the country, a great-
er specimen of his magnificent audacity than
when he rose last night and solemnly
claimed David A. Wells as an advocate of
the fiscal policy which he and his friends
introduced into Canada. Sir. I will recall
his statement. He declared that under the

context. Now, I will tell the hon. gentleman
what Mr. Wells was talking about, and
what he was driving at. Here is the next
preceding sentence used by Mr. Wells :

| In the first place the immediate and principal
| cause——

gOt the troubles in the United States, that is.
! —was beyond all question a distrust of the very
: foundation on which the whole superstructure
i of trade and credit of the country rests, namely,
i its currency.

wgis of the National Policy, Canada had |

passed  successfully and

his words arighi—which had tested the in-

stitutions of the United States to their very
foundation : and he appealed to David A..
Wells to testify to the truth of his state-.
nment, and most certainly, by inference, if-
not in so many words, did he allege that
David A. Wells had declared in an article.
in the “Forum” that it was to its fiscal:
policy. to its National Policy, that Canala;
owed its exemption from this catastrophe.

which ov.ertook the TUnited States.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
hon. gentleman will allow me to correct
him.

Canada owed to the National Policy the

position which Mr. Wells had so favourably
contrasted with that of the United States,

and I gave Mr. Wells’s statement in his own
words, as taken from the * Forum.”

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-!

MERCE. Exactly, as applied to the National
Policy.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, no; I did
pot say that Mr. Wells had any reference'

whatever to the National Policy. but I said
that under the sgis of the National Policy

the condition of Canada was such as to draw
the folilowing contrast from an eminent sta-:

tistician in the United States, and I gave
his words.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. And implied, if words mean any-
thing, that David A. Wells was his witness, -
and an advocate of the National Policy:

which had brought about these results.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Not at all.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. If the hon. gentleman did not
mean that, his quotation was utterly point-

triumphantly
throngh a cyclone of disaster—if I recollect:

Perhaps the.

He is entirely misstating what oc-.
curred. I stated the opinion I held that:

What Mr. Wells referred to was the superi-
ority of the Canadian banking system over
that of the United States. That is what
the sentence which is quoted from Mr. Wells
means, that and nothing else. He will see
that Mr. Wells condemns in the same man-
ner that I have condemned, the ignorance
of political economy which led the American
people to imagine that they could make
themselves rich by doubling and trebling
their taxes.

However, Sir, it is not with Mr. Wells. or
. with any misquotations of Mr. Wells, that I
‘desired more particularly to deal. I think
those in this House. and they are many,
.who have perused Mr. Wells’s works and
treatises, know perfectly well that the last
. thing he is likely to say is to praise the
protective system of Canada. unless, per-
. adventure, he might say that the system of
_his own country was a trifle worse. which it
' is theoretically, although the hon. gentleman
 and his friends will do well to bear in mind
that while the United States may have, as
to other nations, a higher tariff than our-
selves, they have within themselves a thing
. which modifies its evil influences enormous-
ly. and that is the most perfect system of
. free trade among the numerous states which
s compose that nation. which exists on the face
-of the earth. But, Sir, as I said. this was
not after a2ll the worst of the ¢rimes which
the hon. gentleman has laid to the charge of
my heon. friend beside me. Nir, what is the
Prime Minister’s chiefest fault, and chiefest
crime ? What is that offence he has com-
mitted for which, according to the hon.
member for York, there can be no forgive-
.ness and no redemption in this world, nor
iyet in that which is to come ? Why, Sir,
- I shudder to say it, the Prime Minister of
‘Canada has dared to state that he for his
. part felt sincere good-will towards the peo-
i ple of the United States. He has further
- dared—treasonably, apparently, according to

less. Sir, the fact of the matter, I suspect,. the hon. member for York—he has dared
is this, that twenty-four hours have elapsed  treasonably to hint at a policy which might,
since, and probably the hon. gentleman,:if carried out to a successful completion,
seeing 1 had sent for the *“ Forum,” has: bring great benefit to a great number of the
taken the trouble to look up the article 1 people of both countries. Sir, these are the

5%
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grievous crimes, and the grievous errors my ’ appreciated the situation, te some extent at

hon. friend has to answer for. But there is: least, the enormous impotrtance and the
worse behind. Why, Sir, my hon. friend: enormous desirability of cultivating friendly
is so lost to all sense of propriety and shame  relations with the United States. I have
that he dared to suggest that in other times: not forgotten, any more tkan has the hon.
hon. gentlemen opposite had not always been ; gentleman. the language which he used in
overfriendly towards the Government and: this House when advocating tne passage of
people of the United States ; and the leader: the Fisheries Act, in 1888 I remember
of the Opposition chargea him, with great' right well, as does the hon. gentleman, how.
emphasis, with having dared—I took down on that occasion, he pointed out in some-
his words—to charge a great party with hos-' what streng language, that the indiscretion
tility to the United States, which he inti-: of his colleagues had brought about a state
mated was an extremely grave offence. Mr. of things between Canada and the United
Speaker, it strikes me that I have heard an: States, which, as he said himself. meant
hon. gentleman, who may be nameless now. : commercial war within twenty-four hours,
charge a still greater party than the party:and bhe went on to add. that from commer-
which he leads. with a still worse crime. ! cial war to actual war, the distance is but a
with that of disloyalty to the Empire of  step. Sir, I say there is a more excellent
which we form a part. I think that charge: way. The friendship of the United States
was made and repeaied by him. and his:is most valuable to Canada, it is a thing to
organs. and his followers, from ‘one end of | be striven for and cultivated by all fair and
the country to the other ; and I have grave honourable means. I say more. I have
reason to know that he abused his place as: said long and I have said it often, I have
High Commissioner in England to the de-! said it on the hustings, I have said it in this
triment of the party which now controls the; House, I have said it to English Cabinet
destinies of Canada. Sir, were it my dis-! ministers, I have said it in English pub-
position. it would be an extremely easy task | public assembiies. and I shall not hesitate to
for me—because I am tolerably well ac-!repeat it wherever and in whatever situa-
quainted with the history of this country,' tion I find myself, that the friendship of
with the attitude of hon. gentlemen oppeo-; the United States is not only most valuable
site, and with the regotiations which have|to Canada, but most valuable to the British
taken place between Canada and the United | Empire at large. I say the truest states-
States for this many a day—it would be an manship which any Canadian statesman
easy task for me to substantiate, and much; can show is, I repeat, to cultivate by all
more than substantiate, all that my hon.| possible fair and honourable means, the
friend hinted as to the very dubious rela-; friendship of our kinsmen, the people of the

tions which prevailed between them and the ! United States. No nobler task lies before
a | us, and if that is all the charge that can be

people of the TUnited States for
good many years past Sir, did 1| preferred against my hon. friend. it is one
choose to recall the history of thein which he may well glory, and his friends

negotiations at Washington, did I choose to  may glory too.  The hon. gentleman de-
recall the reception which was given to the : nounces my hon. friend because his utter-
propositions made thrice over in this House ! ances seem to show a great desire to culti-
in 1888 and 1889 and 1890 by members of the ; vate the good-will of the people of the
Liberal party tending to the negotiation of , United States. Pray, has the hon. gentle-

a reciprocity treaty with the Unifed States.
did I choose to ransack their press as hon.
gentlemen opposite have ransacked ours, did
I choose to collect together all the language
of their leaders with respect to the in-
stitutions and people of the United States,
I could present an array of evidence which
would go extremely far to show how very
mild and gentle was the statement made
by my hon. friend. But, Mr. Speaker, I do
not choose to do that. I am willing to let|
bygones be bygones in that respect. 1
do not think 1 would advance the interests
of Canada at the present moment if I were
to recall all the language that political exi-
gencies induced those hon. gentlemen, and
in particular induced the leader ot the Op-
position to use towards the Liberal party of
Canada with respect to our desire to cul-
tivate amity and good-will with the United
States. Sir, I am going to point out to the
hon. gentleman, I hope not altogether in
vain, because I am aware that in his better
days and in his better mood he himself has

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

man read the recent utterances of a man
who, I suppose, he will admit to be in titular
rank higher than himself, the Prime Minister
of England, Lord Salisbury, with respect to
this same vexed and disputed Venezuclan
question ? Has he still more had his atten-
tion called to the very recent utterance of
a very distinguished English visitor to Am-
erica, the Chief Justice of England, Lord
Russell ? Why, Sir, the language used by
Lord Russell is alinost exactly in spirit. if

! not in-letter, an echo of the words used by

my hon. friend beside me (Mr. Laurier), and
I shall not hesitate to give the House an
exact transcript of what Lord Russell said,
speaking with authority, speaking practical-
ly as an envoy from the people of Great
Britain to the people of the United States.
Here is what Lord Russell thought fit to
say : -

Mr. President, I began by speaking of the two
great divisions—American and British-—of that
English-speaking world which you and I re-
present to-day, and with one more reference to
them I end.
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Who can doubt the influence they posseas for
ensuring the healthy progress and peace of man-
kind ? But if this influence is to be fully felt,
they must work togcther in cordial friendship,
each people in its own sphere of action. If
they have great power, they have a2lso great re-
sponsibility. No cause they espouse can fail ;
no cause they oppose can triumph. The future
is, in large part, theirs. They have the mak-
ing of history in times that are to come. The
greatest calamity that could befall would be
strife which shoull divide them.

Let us pray that this shall never be. Let us
pray that they, always self-respecting, each in
honour upholding its own flag, safeguarding its
own heritage of right and respecting the rights
of others, each in its own way fulfilling its high
national destiny, shall yet work ir harmony for
the progress and peace of the world.

Sir, these words are as eloquent as they are
wise. I commend them to the careful con-
sideration of hon. gentlemen opposite, to the
careful consideration of the people of Can-
ada. the people of the United States, and the
people of England, and I say that in spirit,
if not in letter, these words represent ex-
actly the sentiments to which my hon. friend
gave utterance, and which hon. gentlemen
opposite see fit so loudly to condemn.

Mr. IVES. Mr. Speaker, the leader of the
Government in the course of his speech up-
on this question, favoured us with what he
calls the three reasons fcr the victory of the
Liberal party at the late general election. He
said that the first reason was a fixed feel-
ing that the fiscal policy of the late Gov-
ernment had failed to fulfil the expectations
of the people ; second, that the Government
had been extravagant and corrupt; and.
third,. that instead of appealing to the bet-
ter judgment of the people, we had appealed
to sectional feelings. ! shall, in a few min-
utes, add some further reasons of my own
to account for the victory which the hon.
gentleman and his party achieved, but. be-
fore doing so, I desire to refer to the ihree
reasons which the hon. gentleman has given.
So far as the first is concerned, that the

fiscal policy of the late Government had :

failed to fulfil the expectations of the people.
1 desire to state before this House in the
most positive manner from my own experi-
ence of the contest in the province of Que-
bee that such could not have been a reason
for the success of the hon. gentleman oppo-
site. The reason I give is this: That the
success which the bon. gentleman obtained
in the commercial centres of the province of
Quebec was not obtained because of dissat-
isfaction with our fiscal policy, but because
of the most distinct and positive pledge
given, not only by the hon. gentleman him-
self, but by all his lieutenants and his as-
sistants, publicly and privately, in season and
out of season, day and night, that if he suc-
ceeded in being returned to power, the fiscal
system of the country now existing would
not be seriously disturbed or interfered with.
How can the hon. gentleman, who day after
day has been going around among the manu-
facturers and merchants of the city of

Montreal whispering in their ears that they
need not be afraid of him ; how can he now
have the audacity to stand up here before
this new Parliament of Canada, and ascribe
to the fiscal policy and its unpopularity the
reason why he succeeded in the election.
Why, Sir, one of the first steps he had to
take when the battle commenced, was to
put the hon. gentleman who last spoke (Sir
Richard Cartwright) in leash. The hon.
gentleman who last spoke (Sir Richard
Cartwright), because of the experience
which the people of Canada had of him
from 1873 to 1878, was the bete noir of
every merchant and manufacturer in the
Dominion of Canada. If they had not been
satisfied, if they had not been thoroughly
convinced that the hon. gentleman (Sir
Richard Cartwright) would not be Minister
of Finance, and would not be in control of
the fiscal policy of any new administration
that would be formed, then the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Laurier) never could have suc-
ceeded in carrying the country or in carry-
ing the commercial centres in the province
of Quebec. Why, Sir, the hon. gentleman
from Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) was
so effectually put in leash, that during this
great struggle, when every public man in
Canada but himself was on the platform
and on the stump educating the people as
to his particular views, that gentleman
above all others., notwithstanding his great
ability, was quietly enjoying the seclusion
of his own private house and was not heard
on a platform in the country. At the last
moment, during the last two or three days
of the contest, when it was thought safe to
allow the hon. member for Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) to speak. he went out
and spoke in three or four of the adjoining
counties, and the result was that in every
constituency in which he spoke my hon.
friends on this side of the House obtained
a victory. Not only that, Sir ; not only were
the elections carried on the popularity of
the fiscal policy. by the party opposite
adopting it, and by their promising not to
disturb it ; but since the electior the hon.
the leader of the Government and his
friends, have sought to prevent a financial
crash and a repetition in Canada of the un-
fortunate financial crisis which took place
in the United States, by promising emphati-
cally that they would not interfere with the
protective features of the tariff, and that
in anything they did, they would proceed
cautiously and not precipitately. The Min-
ister of Trade and Commerce, I think with
considerable reason says, it can hardly be
expected that the Government should be
ready at the present moment with a general
tariff scheme. I admit that. I admit it if
that gemneral tariff scheme is to be in the
nature of a protective scheme, but if their
scheme is to be the removal of every
vestige of protection, as the hon. gentleman
has - promised, if it is to be a free trade
scheme, or a scheme of a tariff for revenue
oily, then what is the necessity for time or
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for consideration ? A level duty of 20 per
cent, or 2215 per cent or 25 per cent upon all
articles irrespective of whether they are
produced in the country or pot, could be
easily passed. One page of a Bill would
carry into effect in the most perfect manner
the ideas of tariff which the hon. member
for Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) has
advocated, and I presume still advocates.

My hon. friend from York, N.B. (Mr. Fos-
ter) having referred to the fact that several
gentlemen from the local governments had
been brought in to the Federal Ministry to
the exclusion of some old members of the
late House who had been faithful support-
ers of the Liberal party, was answered by
my hon. friend from Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) with this statement : that the
hon. leader of the Government, if he could
find better men than these old stagers,
surely ought to be allowed to take them.
Well, the hon. the leader of the Government
though'’. he could find a better Finance Min-
ister in the Premier of one of the pro-
vinces, and he took him, and I think it is an
evidence that the little snubbing that the
hon. gentleman from Oxford has had has
improved his temper, when we find him so
ready to confess that a better man was
found to take the place expected.

But, surely something might be done with
regard to the tariff this session. I will not
occupy the time of the House in referring
to the matters which my hon. friend from
York (Mr. Foster) referred to, such as the
duties on flour and coal. But there is one
subject upon which the Government might
at all events act with unanimity and with
promptness. There i8 one article that we
heard about on every platform ip the Do-
minion, one tax which was referred to uni-
versally as being entirely withcout justifica-
tion. 1 speak of the duty on coal oil. Pray,
what is to prevent a short Bill being intro-
duced at the present session to reduce, or to
remove altogether, the duty upon ceal oil
I think I can tell what will prevent it ? I
think the two gentlemen who represent the
county of Lambton will prevent it, and 1
venture to say that this free trade Govern-
ment, this Government for a tariff for
revenue only will never seriously interfere
with the coal oil industry of the county of
Lambton, either in this session or the next
session. The hon. the leader of the Gov-
ernment gave as one reason for the result
of the clection, that sectional feelings had
been appealed to by us, especially in the
province of Quebec, and he told us that
there had been an earthquake all over this
broad Dominion, and that we had as yet
failed to appreciate its causes. 8ir, as my
hon. friend from York (Mr. Foster) showed
conclusively to-day, that earthquake or
landslide or whatever it might be termed.
was confined to the single province of Que-
bec, and I believe that the extent of that
landslide or earthquake, is the best possible
explanation, and the best possible answer
to the question as to whe had appealed sue-

Mr. IVES, ‘.

cessfully to sectional feelings or racial con-
siderations. Sir, the province of Quebec
had been up to the present general
elections, the bulwark of Conservatism.
The province of Quebec before confedera-
tion was the stronghold of Sir George
Etienne Cartier and of the Conservative
party. The province of Quebec, ever since
then, has been the banner Conservative
province of the Dominion. Never has any-
thing like a substantial majority been ob-
tained before by the Liberal party in the
province of Quebec. What do we find now ?
We find not only the hon. gentleman’s ma-
jority in the House, but more than his
whole majority, coming from the province
of Quebec. What has produced that tre-
mendous change ? What has brought about
that great revolution ? Was it appeals to
racial and religious prejudices by us, who
won only fifteen seats in the province of
Quebec, or was it an appeal by the hon.
gentleman, and more particularly by his
friends and lieutenants in the province of
Quebec ? Nothing could more clearly es-
tablish who has been guilty of these ap-
peals than the result itself. Why, Sir
what was the plan of campaign of the hon.
gentleman and his friends in the province
of Quebec ? The plan of campaign was
this : First, to satisfy and to remove the
religious scruples of the people of that pro-
vince upon the question of the Manitoba
schools. That was done by taking in omne
hand the mandament, which simply stated
that candidates favouring remedial legisia-
tion were alone to receive support. and
taking in the other hand a pledge of the
most strong and binding description made
by every candidate, that he would support
a Remedial Bill, no matter who introduced
it, or from which side of the House it
emanated. Thus were the seruples of the
people removed. Thus did the houn. gentle-
man and his lieutenants pave the way for
the action of the clergy ia "his favour in
the province of Quebec, akd having secured
that result, having secured the support of
nearly all the Liberal clergymen—I am using
the word Liberal in the sense of Rouge—
then the appeal to national feeling was
made upon a ground that was ripe for the
harvest. Sir, the argument that carried the
province of Quebec in the last two or three
days may be summed up in the six words:
‘“ Hurrah for Laurier, one of ourselves.”
That was the potent argument, and that is
the explanation of the extraordinary results
which occurred in the province of Quebec.

But there were some other reasons hesides
this appeal to help to secure a French
Canadiean Prime Minister, and besides the
promise that Sir Richard Cartwright should
not be Finance Minister. There was andther
and a remarkably potent reason ; that was
the most lavish, the most corrupt, the most
abominable expenditure of money in the
constituencies that has ever occurred in
that province.
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Some hon. MEMBERS. Ob.

Mr. IVES. Why, Mr. Speaker, talk about
sixteen to one in the United States; here
was a case of ten thousand tc.one. Here
was a case of making money cheaper than
any silverite who follows Mr. Bryan ever
dreamed of. Here was Confederate money
bought at 15 cents a bushel, and used in
all the counties of the Quebec district to
purchase votes.

Mr. FOSTER. Used at its face value ?

Mr. IVES. At its face value., and they
could afford to give very large bilis. Nothing
but fifties, I believe, were used on this oc-
casion. But that is not all. There was a
case in the province of Quebec where
coupon tickets were adopted. The first
coupon was for so much, which the voter
was to get for voting for the candidate;
the second was for so much if Mr. Laurier
should be returned tc power: and the
third was for another tive dollars if the
candidate should become a member of Mr.
Laurier’s Cabinet. The coupon system was
successfully adopted and carried out in one
of the counties of the province of Quebec.

- An hon. MEMBER. Where ?

Mr. IVES. Give me a committee and 1
will show you that.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Name.

Mr. IVES. On this question of the Gover-
nor General’s warrants, to which my hon.
friend from South Oxford (Sir Rickard
Cartwright) referred, I am glad that he did
not undertake fully to justify the course
which the Government has taken. He
tried to get round the whole question by
saying that the money was necessary—that
not a cent of it was expended except for
necessary purposes. He even went so far
as to take for his justification the faect,
which he alleged, that an estimate had been
brought down by the late Government, and
that nothing had been paid out except what
had been recommended to the House by the
late Government. But he failed, and I do
not wonder that a gentleman of his parlia-
mentary experience, a gentleman who held
the position which he held in Mr. Maec-
kenzie’s Administration, should have failed
completely to say squarely that he consider-
ed that these warrants had been legally is-
sued—that they had been issued in accord-
ance with the 'spirit or the letter of the
law, or could possibly be justified. Sir,
what are the conditions which, under the
Audit Act, justify the issue of these war-
rants, and what is the general principle
upon which public money 1is expended ?
Every one knows that the general principle
upon which public money is expended is
that not a dollar shall be paid out that has
not been voted by the people’s representa-
tives in this House. If the Governor Gene-
ral and the Cabinet. and the leading mem-
bers of the Opposition, or the whole Opposi-

tion, and the whole Senate added, were to
coucur in an expenditure, it would not be
any the more legal. The principle underly-
ing the whole matter is that the public ex-

: penditure is to be entirely within the con-

trol of the House of Commons of Canada.
There is just one exception, and what is
that exception ? That exception is: first,
that Governor General’s warrants may be
issued if Parliament is not in session, if
the expenditure was unforeseen and not
provided for.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE (Sir Richard Cartwright). Or not
provided for. .

Mr. IVES. And not provided for.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-
ERIES (Mr. Davies). The hon. gentleman
surely does not wish to misread that. Will
he say which word is correct ?

Mr. IVES. Not foreseen or provided for.
That means that the expenditure must have
been both unforeseen and mot provided for.
It would be senseless to say that it could
be provided for if it had not been foreseen.
Its having been foreseen does not authorize
the Governor General’s warrant to issue ;
it must be both unforeseen and unprovided
for. It must also be urgently and immedia-
tely required. Now, it is true that Parlia-
ment was not in session ; but it is also true
—and this is a fact which my bon. friend
from York (Mr. Foster) did not refer to—
that Parliament was in session within forty-
eight hours after the last Order in Council
for a Governor General’'s warrant was ob-
tained. Here is a case of a Governor Gene-
ral’'s warrant for a million of dollars being
obtained by telegraph from His Excellency
within forty-eight hours of the time that
Parliament was to assemble. One-tenth
of the whole controllable expenditure
which is voted by this House. is dis-’
posed of by telegram forty-eight hours
before the ‘House met, and only a few hours
before a special vote might have been ob-
tained. What do we find ? We find that
those gentlemen who kept us in our seats
on this side of the House hour after hour,
day after day, lecturing us upon some little
irregularities. actual or fancied. with regard
to the expenditure of money. did. as one of
their first official acts. take $2.000.000. one-
fifth of the whole controllable expenditure
of Parliament, out of the hands of Parlia-
ment altogether, and did this only a few
hours before Parliament was to meet.

Let me say a few words with regard to
the last matter to which the hon. gentleman
referred,-and I have done. It may be true,
as the hon. gentleman says, that hostility to
the United States is not desirable and that-
friendly relations between Canada and the
United States are very desirable. I admit
that. But the charge against the hon.
leader of the Government is not that he
is undertaking to bring about friendly re-
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lations between Canada and the United
States, but that he proposes to surrender,
in order to obtain those friendly relations,
a portion of the control of a great water-
way through the Dominion of Canada, to a
foreign country. That is the gravamen of
the charge; and although hostility to the
United States is one thing and a thing to be
deplored. loyalty to Canadian interest is
another thing. and a thing which above all
others we must look after. If we cannot
have reciprocal trade with the United States
without discriminating against Great
Britain. then we must not have reciprocal
trade. If we cannot have the friendship of
the United States and must have the hos-
tility of the United States unless we sur-
render to them an important interest, an
important property right, an important mat-
ter of management and government, which
belong exclusively to ourselves, then 1 say
that we cannot have those friendly rela-
tions and must get along without them.
Faney what would be the situation, if the
TUnited States enjoyed joint control over the
St. Lawrence and the St. Lawrence Canals.
Flowing from that would be the right to
protect those canals, to police those canals,
to manage them, to join in the appointment
of officers in charge of them, to assist in
the collection of tolls, if any were exacted.
to divide those tolls in proportion to the
population or the contributions to the cost.
and to develop and improve the canals ; and
if any difficulty should arise between any
foreign country and the United States or
between England and the United States, we
should have., as one of the first results of
this arrangement, the United States taking
possession of these canals. apparently for
their own protection or the protection of
their own property. and we should have a
similar state of things here as exists in
Egypt to-day. where Great Britain main-
tains a garrison and controls the government
" of that country.

Then., 1 repeat, that so far from the re-
sults of the last election having followed
from our appealing to prejudice, they fol-
lowed. as the result in the province of Que-
bec shows, from the national cry which was
effectively raised in that province.

Mr. STENSON. I did not intend, Mr.
Speaker, taking any part in this discusslon.
but I feel compelled to occupy the time of
the House for a very few moments in re-
plying to a statement which the hon. gentle-
man for Sherbrooke (Mr. Ives) has just
made. and which T must qualify as a mis-
statement of a dangerous nature. The hon.
zentleman said that the landslide which
had taken place in the province of Quebec
was caused by the sectional feeling that
had been raised by the Liberal party and by
that party securing the support of the clergy
in that province. The Rouge clergy, the
hon. gentleman said, but the hon. gentleman
is well aware—no one in this House is bet-
ter aware—that the Rouge clergy is far from

Mr. IVES.

being the majority of the clergy in that pro-
vince. More than that, from my own per-
sonal experience in this contest, .it was very
far from being the action of the Rouge
clergy ‘that had any effect on the election,
for in my county, in the two joint counties
of Richmond and Wolfe, there is only one
Rouge, if I may so call him, who is to be
found in the clergy there, and that one had
to keep very quiet, whereas the others. to
the number of twelve. worked and worked
actively. several of them. against me in fav-
our of the Conservative candidate, the friend
of the hon. gentleman. The hon. member for
Sherbrooke is perfectly aware—and were it
pecessary I could tell him more than that—
that pot only did the ordinary clergymen
work to his knowledge but more than the
ordinary clergyman also worked. My county.
Sir, contains about two-thirds French Can-
adians and Catholics and one-third English
Protestants ; and 1 can say this, that cer-
tainly if I have been elected to support the
Liberal party, it was not through the intiu-
ence of the clergy, it was not through the
influence of the French Canadian Catholics
that I was elected, but I was elected by
the majority of the Protestant English
vote. Nor did I—and I defy the hon. mem-
ber for Sherbrooke (Mr. Ives) or any one else
to say the contrary—ever attempt to raise,
during that contest, sectional, religious or
pational feeling. On the contrary, it was
on the merits of the Liberal policy that the
battle was rought in those counties. On
that ground alone was it fought and on that
alone did we conquer in those counties,
which for eighteen years had been the sub-
jects of the Conservative party. We have
conquered this time because those Conser-
vatives found that the late Government
were no longer worthy of their confidence
and that a change was required. Religious
or sectional feeling had nothing at all to do
with it. It was not through religious or
sectional animosity to any one that 1 was
elected, but because the people realized that
the country had been misgoverned, and were
confident that the new Government would
administer public affairs better than fts
predecessors. 1 said I would not take up
much of the time of the House, and I shall
keep my promise, but I am forced to pro-
test against not only the insinuation but the
false assertion that was made by the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Ives), and which he must
have known to be false,

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. SPEAKER. Be good enough to take
back that expression. :

Mr. STENSON. I take it back. I hope 1
will be excused, on account of my youth in
the House and of my being carried away by
the assertion made by the hon. member for
Sherbreoke, which I know to be not correct,
and whbich I am perfectly aware the hon.
membef for Sherbrooke himself is satisfied
was not exactly according to the facts.
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Mr. DAVIN. Mr. Speaker, as a rule 1
would not speak on the Address, but, under
the present circumstances, 1 think 1 should
be doing a great injustice to the North-west
Territories if I did not express the opinion
which 1 know to be entertained there that
this Address is an Address which was not
to be expected, bhaving regard to the pro-
mises and statements made by the candi-
dates in support of the hon. gentleman who
is mow the head of the Govern:nent, and
also having regard to the statements made
~ by the hon. gentleman himself and by dis-

tinguished colleagues of his in the North-
west Territories and elsewhere. 1 inay say
here, in passing, as it has cosne up in this
debate, that I echo now what I said from
my place when the hon. gentleman was lead-
ing the Opposition, that if the Liberal party
was to come into power, no man could oc-
cupy the high position of Premier, no man
could win that bright eminence, who
would be more welcome to myself, if he
will permit me to say so, or probably more
welcome to the country. than the *hon. gen-
tleman. Having said that, Sir, I have to
say, also, that when 1 recall the emphatic
statements made by the hon. gentleman. and
also the professions made time and again,
and repeated in this debate, professions of
a super ingenuousness of character, this Ad-
dress is disappointing to those of us who
have studied his speeches, and disappoint-
ing to the numbers throughout the North-
west who, as I know, were influenced by,
promises made upon the hustings. The
statement was made during the late election
in the North-west Territories that should
the hon. gentleman who is now at the head
of the Government, come into power, the
first thing he would do was to place agri-
cultural implements on the free list. That
was the statement made on every platform,
and swallowed by the electors throughout
the North-west Territories. And, as a con-
sequence, I am in a position to say authori-
tatively, that hundreds of votes were cast
for the candidates supporting the hon. gen-
tleman at the head of the Government. And
what are we told now in this Address ? We
are told that that cannot be done at present.
If it is the intention of the Government to
place agricultural implements on the free
list, and thus to meet the desire of the fa:m-
ers of the North-west Territories. aund carry
out the promises made by the Liberal cardi-
dates and by the supporters of the Liberal
candidates in the North-west Territories,
why delay it ? Can any reason be given for
delay ? The hon. .gentleman who just pre-
ceded me has argued, and I think has argued
fairly enough, that there is no reason what-
ever for delay if the intention is to give a
revenue tariff. And, of course, the argu-
ment made as to the effect upon the coun-
try by other speakers is an argument that
is irrefragable, patent and convincing to any
sound understanding. But that to which I
wish to call the attention of this House and

the North-west Territories is this : That we
had a fair and plain promise made that it
the hon. gentleman was placed in power,
agricultural implements would be placed
upon the free list. Therefore, the hon. gen-
tleman is not quite free from being obnox-
ious to some of the suggestions and asper-
sions that have be~n made as regards his own
ingenuousness. He flung across the floor of
this House, and so did some of the other
hon. members, notably the hon. menmber for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)—
flung at the leader of the Opposition a
taunt of disingenuousness, and of using
words for the purpose of concealing
thought. But, Sir, having regard to a care-
ful study of the speeches of the hon. gen-
tleman, having regard to his statements
concerning the tariff made, now in cities,
now in counties, now in the North-west Ter-
ritories, now in eastern Canada, having re-
gard also to his statements upon the school
gquestion, 1 was forced, and forced most un-
willingly—because 1 am an admirer of the
hor.. gentleman—to the conviction that no
man ever studied more closely ur brought
to a finer degree of perfection, the art ef
cloaking the naked truth. I was forced to
come to the conclusion that he was a politi-
cal toilet-maker, a political costumer who
had studied the art how by flounces of
rhetoric and skilfully-contrived phrases to
cloak defects and suggest beauties that did
not exist. This political toilet-maker went
to the North-west Territories. @ And what
was the impression he gave when speaking
in Winnipeg and elsewhere ? Why, Sir,
he gave the impression that the farmer of
the North-west Territories was in a state of
bondage, not perhaps so complete, to use his
own langusge, as that in which the southern
slaves were before emancipation, but essen-
tially of the same kind., It is not merely
the hon. gentieman who has given us that
picture. I have here a picture drawn by
the artist of the Reform party for the
* Globe ” newspaper, a gentleman of genius
who at one time was an artist, but who
now has devoted his brush to partisan pur-
poses. He gave us a cartoon showing the-
farmer who is supposed to be typical of the
farmers of the North-west Territories. This
man is lying down, having fallen among
thieves, like the man in the parable. And
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Laurier) comes to
him as the good Samaritan, and is giving to
him wine and applying oil to his wounds.
But, as the Winnipeg * Free Press” said,
the most logical thing to do would be first
to knock off the gyves from his wrists, and
the fetters fromr his ankles, and after that
administer the wine of flowery rhetoric, and
the oil of sunny phrases to the unfortunate
and suffering man. Now, Sir, the hon. gen-
tleman need not complain, therefore, if we,
coming from the North-west Territories.
hold him to the description that he gave of
the farmer of the North-west, because that
description is given by the ‘ Globe” news-



147

[COMMONS|

148

paper in this cartoon. I wish I could find
it. because I should like to show it to the
House.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Word painting
will do.

Mr. DAVIN. Well, I will do my best. The
bon. gentleman is bending over the sufferer. :
he is bending over this man who has fallen

Sir, I object to have the promises to the
farmers of the North-west Territories one
of the rounds on that ladder on which he
now looks with so much scorn. For my own
part I do not care—it is a family matter, to
use a phrase of his own—about the scorn
with which he has treated the soldiers and
followers who have fought by his side for
ten or twelve years. I have nothing to do
with that, but I admire him, and I wish I

smong ticres, e it piaying e 5000 S ol e trom My the eciet of he el
y ’ ? = i whic e has calme own envy an
the North-west Terrif;ories who are in this?cgrbed denied ambition. Sir, when Iy look
state of bondage, expect him to play the over on hon. gentlemen opposite, and when
g‘:)dﬁSg%‘a%‘;nﬁ;lnd”‘l‘;enwr‘}y-1.BUt[;‘:’h§]t dtog I look at what my friend has done. 1 ad-
we lnd ! when Parliament meets: mjre him. The hon. gentleman becomes
we are told that b.ecauhse the Public Ac-| prime Minister, and 1 must say that he has
gggngr{‘lée n“{}hgl;e%%;f&ctg gagggg (1;31?; ;)Vllltél ' done his best to glvehthe cou(;ltr,\; a strou%
- . + b ub-: Government. I give him credit for it.
b, Accounts with s revson of the W ? sy hoverer <t delne e s
i y Ll ‘i committed a party injustice—I sa is in
Aceounts with the.chiet’ thing that it was | passing, becau?se Iy have nothing toy do with
necessary to do with regard to the North-, that—and it will have to justify itself to the
west Territories in order to keep the pro-jparty : Lut more than that, it will have to

mises of the hon. gentleman’s candidates: justify itself to this Parliament and to the

and their supporters, namely, to take off the
duty on implements and admit them free ?
Here is the picture of the * Globe” * The
North-west Territories fariners and the good
Samaritan.”

and: give him the oil and wine of consola-

tion. But the hon. gentleman having goti|

into power, having reached the proud emi-
nence of Premier of Canada, says, I will
leave the poor fellow there for six, or seven,
or eigbt months. He can lie there in his
sufferings, I am not going now to break off
his fetters. or take the gyves from his wrists,
or to give him either the wine or the oil of
consolation. Now, the hon. gentleman in
doing that, I think, will lose nearly all the
support he has received from the North-
west Territories, apart from what might be
called the strict, cast-iron Liberal support
that may happen to be there and in Mani-
toba. Now, that I have seen what has taken
place, I am not surprised that the hon. gen-
tleman has taken that course, because It
is perfectly clear that he is, perhaps, one of
the most striking illustrations of the words
of a great observer whoin he himself is very
fond of quoting. No man seems to have
studied the English classics more than him-

But, Sir, when we look to the:
hon. gentleman to play the part of the good:
Samaritan, what part does he play ? A man:
is suffering there, and the good Samaritan:
is asked over to break the fetters from his!
ankles, and take the gyves from his wrists,

 country. What has he done ? Here are
‘men whose reputations are public property,
i men whose positions before the country are
! public property, men, such as the late mem-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), such as the
member for North Oxford (Mr. Sutherland),
such as the hon. member for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton), as the hon. member for
Grey (Mr. Landerkin), as the hon. member
i for Lambton (Mr. Lister)—here are men with
fpretensions, men  having made positions
: before the country, and men who fought
- hard for the hon. gentleman. There is the
hon. member for Wellington (Mr. McMullen),
too, and the hon. member for Guysboro’ (Mr.
Fraser). 1 say I admire the Prime Minis-
ter. He is fond also of quoting Greek
deamatists, and he will remember that
lin one of the great plays of .Eschylus, in
the opening scene of Prometheus, Kratos, I
think it is, who says that new power is
always tyrannic. Well, Sir, the hon. gentle-
man is, I think, one of the most charmingly
endowed men in Canada. He is a man with
whom a beautiful urbanity is epidermic.
When he was leading the Opposition here,
he was always more a courtier than a leader.
I won’t say that he was a vassal of the
party of which he is now become the tyrant ;
but the moment he became Prime Minister
what does he do ¥ He looks around and he
tells the country : 1 have brought in the
- hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard

self, he is fond of quoting Shakespeare, and ! Cartwright) it is true ; I have brought in the
he will remember how Brutus says, in one | gentleman that one of the Conservative
of the plays of which the hon. gentleman is a; members called the Bengal tiger, but I have
student, and from which he made a quota-| pared his claws, and I have drawn his teeth.
tion in this debate : I have left out the hon. member for Guys-
boro’ (Mr. Fraser), I left him out because I
did not want to have an elephant on my
hands. I have left out the hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), and the hon.
member for Wellington (Mr., McMullen) ;
but 1 have brought in five or six perfectly
new men to this House. Sir, I admire the

'Tis a common proof that
Lowliness is young Ambition’s ladder,
Whereto the climber-upward turns his face ;
But when he once obtains the upmost round,
He then unto the ladder, turns his back,
Looks in the clouds, scorning the base degrees
By which he did ascend.

Mr. DAVIN.
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bon. gentleman’s courage, but it is a danger-
ous experiment on 80 large a scale, and it
will have to justify itself, you may be per-
fectly certain, to the party, and justify itself
to the country as well. However, the re-
ference to his party management is only in
passing. What I object to is that, as part
and parcel of apparently the same char-
acteristic, he has come to power in conse-
quence, partly, of promises in which the
electors of the North-west are deeply con-
cerned, and those promises, by the Address,
are utterly disregarded. I wanted merely to
make that one point—he has disregarded
them, he has disregarded the promises made
to the North-west Territories, and in doing
that, he has taken a course which has al-
ready been eloquently pointed out to be a
dangerous one. He tells us in vague lan-
guage that he is going to make great chan-
ges by a revision of the tariff. The hon.
member for South Oxford told us to-night
that there were something like a thousand
items on which taxes had been imposed, and
the impression is given that vast changes
are to take place, and six, or seven, or eight
months will pass by, and what will be the
result ? I venture to say, Sir, that in con-
sequence of this language, in every city
in Canada industries will be paralyzed ;
I venture to say that in Montreal,
in Hamilton, and in other great centres

cf industry, you will have men out
of work, you will have distress. The
hon. gentleman having recently come

into power and being full of the pleasure
of place, and the pleasure being new too,
he may feel pretty easy in his mind at the
present moment ; but in my opinion he is
only putting off the evil day when he will
have to be definite, when at last he will be
obliged to make a statement and take action
that will be definite, when the First Min-
ister can no longer go on floating on a sea
of vacuous verbiage and the good sense of
this country will no longer be swallowed
up in a vortex of equivocation. The hon.
gentleman will find that during this winter
he will have to face men out of work, he
will probably have to face distress and find
he has incurred very grave responsibilities,
as a consequence of which I look for a very
speedy reaction. I.et me say one word in
regard to the subject which has been raised
here as to race and religion. Sir, I con-
sider that the man who in this country—I
repeat what the head of the Government
said so eloquently last night, and has stated
many a time—or in any country where there
are mixed races tries to raise religious and
racial passions is an enemy to his country
and to his kind. For my own part I would
abhor taking any course or uttering a
single sentiment of any kind that would
excite racial or religious passions, and it
matters nothing whatever to me that an hon.
gentleman is of this or that race or wor-
ships at this or that shrine. I say it is
petty, puerile and provincial ; it is narrow
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in the extreme to raise the question in re-
gard to any Canadian statesman as to whe-
ther he belongs:to this or that race in this
Dominion, or for that matter this or that
race in the Empire. I hope the day is not
very far distant when we can address Can-
ada in the language in which in the early
centuries of our era a Roman poet, himself
of ‘Gaulish origin, addressed Rome, which
embodied for the world of that day the
ideas of thoughtful and beneticent govern-
ment :

Fecisti patriam diversis gentibus unan:.

I hope that day will soon come when we
will be able to say to ideal Canada as re-
gards the races ot which ber people is made
up : Thou hast made the different races one
great race.and one great nation. I could not
torget when 1 heard the discussion raiised in
this connection that it was a man of foreign
origin and foreign birth that gave to Eng-
land what neither Greece nor Rome ever
secured, the principle of representation ;
and 1 do not think we are likely to banish
from the English Pantheon of English
worthies Simoen de Monttfort because though
he was an English patriot and statesman,
yet he was French in origin, blood and
name. I therefore take no stock in this
sort of argument or in this kind of ques-
tions, only to observe that from whatever
side any attempt comes to raise racial or
religious prejudices it will have my con-
demnation and my abhorrence. Let me say
here, however, and it is just to say it, that
if it should turn out that in the late electiz:a
the bare fact that the hou. gentleman wiio
is at the head of the Government is 2a
French Canadian by birth operated in the
minds of a large number of the electors uas
a force to turn their minds from the con-
sideration of the ordinary arguments and
thus weigh with a great mass of his fellow-
countrymen, it woinld not be a fact for us to
note. It would not be a faet for which to con-
demn the hon. gentleman, but it would be
a fact, I repeat, for us to note, and it might
be a very disagreeable fact, one we might
have to consider to whatever party we
might belong in thinking of the future of
Canada and the problems we have to face.
I must say that in various places out west
the voting took a form that might justify
the conclusion that that fact operated on
certain minds and overcame every other
consideration. The practical point with
which we are face to face to-night is this :
not that the hon. leader of the Government
does not come forward with a large Budget
of legislation, not that the hon. gentleman
has given the House a meagre bill of fare,
for 1 would not expect him to give us a
large bill of fare, but that no immediate act
is promised in regard to the tariff on which
the hon. gentleman professed himself to be
fully informed. During the discussion of
the last two or three years the hon. gentle-
man has been talking as though he
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thoroughly understood all about the tariff.
and it he did not thoroughly under-
stand it. the hon. gentleman who was
at one time his first lieutenant, but who has
had a stripe taken from his arm, the hon.
member for South. Oxford, professed
thoroughly to wunderstand it. The First
Minister declared that an evil existed, and
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he has been declared elected not even by a
majority of one. He is here on behalf of
the smallest majority that I suppose has
ever been recorded in the Dominion of Can-
ada, namely, the casting vote of the return-
ing officer, an official appointed by the late
Government. If it could be possible to have
a representative in this House who has

if he were called to office he would remedy ! less right to speak on behalf of the people
it. When the hon. member for Simcoe (Mr. |of the North-west, I cannot conceive of
McCarthy) in 1893 brought forward a resolu- | him. Mr. Speaker, I will tell the hon. gen-
tion intended to condemn the policy of the { tleman (Mr. Davin), and I will tell the
then government in sending the hon. mem- | House, that there is no feeling of disappoint-
ber for York (Mr. Foster), the hon. mem-; ment in the constituency that I represent,
ber for West York (Mr. Wallace), Mr.|at any rate—and it contains a great many
Angers and the hon. member for Brockville | more votes than the constituency of the hon.
(Mr. Wood) throughout the country, and to | gentleman (Mr. Davin) represents—there is
express an opinion in favour of a revision | no feeling of disappointment at the Address
of the tariff, the present leader of the Gov-: which has been delivered from the Throne.
ernment used words to the effect that it was ;. 'The election which was carried in my con-
necessary to take action at once. My com- ; stituency for the Government, was not car-
plaint is in relation to only one set of : ried by any promises made by the leader of
items. what are called agricultural imple- | this Government in regard to a reduction of
ments. The hon. gentleman must know jthe duty on agricultural implements. ; I do
whether he intends or not to place them | not know what it may have been in the con-
on the free list. If he does not. promises | stituency of the hon. gentleman, or in other
have heen made which were either intended | constituencies in the Territories, for I can

to delude the people or the policy has been :
-changed ; if the hon. gentleman does not in-!
tend to carry out this promise, the people ;
have been deceived, and if he does so in- '
tend. no reason that will commend itself to .
a statesman can be brought forward why !
they should not be placed on the free list
now. i

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. Speaker, it was cer-
tainly contrary to any intention on my part
to undertake the onerous duty of addressing
the House on this oceasion. and I would not
do so were it not for the fact that the hon.
gentleman from West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) |
has taken upon himself to speak on behalf
of the North-west Territories; has taken !
upon himself so much on the basis of so little: |
has taken the whole Territories within his .
great grasp, and has attempted to speak for !
those Territories. When he has spoken con- |
trary to what I know to be the facts, it is'
necessary, in my own justification merely, :
that I should take up the time of the House .
for a few minutes (and it will be but for a
few minutes) in order to justity my own |
position in the House, and to set right the
people of the Territories before the people ;
‘of the rest of Canada in this matter. ;

By way of introduction, I may say that |
although a new member of this House,
while the hon. gentleman (Mr. Davin) is an |
old member, 1 may still claim some right i
to represent the ideas of the people of the
North-west. I have the honour to represent i
a constituency;, which, at the general elec- |
tions of 1891 returned a Conservative can- |
-didate by about 1,800 majority, and which
at the last general election returned myself |
in opposition to the late Government, by a'!
majority of something like 800 votes. The
hon. gentleman (Mr. Davin) who has just|
‘spoken, represents a constituency in which%

Mr. DAVIN.

only presume to speak for the constituency
which I represent ; but I say that my con-
stituency was carried not so much on the
merits of the policy that was laid down
by the leader of the present Government. as
on the demerits of the administration of the
late Government during the many years that

: it has governed that western country. It was

a case of ‘‘ turn the rascals out.” It was a
case in which the people of the North-west
were put upon the defensive. They were com-
pelled to fight, and they did their little share
towards turning these gentlemen out of office.
That was the principle upon which they
voted _.in the last elections. I will say.
further, that the people of the North-west—
at least that section of them that I claim to
represent—are sensible people, and they are
not disappointed at the leader of this Gov-
ernment not doing what. in the first place, it
would be unreasonable to expect of him, and
what, in the second place, would he an im-
possibility. They do not expect a revision
of the tariff at a moment’s notice. But they
do expect a revision of the tariff, and they
expect a thorough revision. They ex-
pect a revision of the tariff that will
ke in their interest, and I have every con-
fidence they will get that revision from the
present Government, and that they will get
it in good time. Now, the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Davin) has worked bhimseif into a pas-
sion about the suffering that the people of
the North-west will endure because the duty
on agricultural implements is not removed
at this session. I do not know that there is
a demand, in my constituency, at any rate,

‘to absolutely remove the duty on agricul-

tural implements. There may or may not be,
but, at all events, we look for a substantial
reduction in all the duties that prejudicially
affect us. [ wish further tc point this out.
Sir: The agricultural season in that country
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is very nearly over, the purchase of farm
machinery for the season has been made, and
the reduction of the duty which will take
effect during the coming winter will be just
as beneficiil to the people of the North-west
as if it were made now. I merely make that

statement in order that the House may be:

thoroughly aware of the deep insight and
the thorough knowledge which thé hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Davin) has of the agricultural
interests of the North-west. Now, having
trespassed so much on the time of the
House. I will merely say another word. It
was not merely the question of the duty on
agricultural implements which caused the
change of feeling in the district of Alberta.
amounting to something over 2.600 votes.
comparing the two elections of 1891 and
1896. You cannot imagine that so small a
cause would produce such a very consider- |
able difference. There are other gyves and '
fetters binding down the settlers in the!
North-west, besides the matter of the tariff. |
There is the land policy of the late!
Government, and there is the railway!
policy of the late Government, and I
cin tell the hon. gentleman (Mr. Davin) |
that these questions affect us in our!
part of the country, at any rate. even!
more than do the provisions of the;
tariff. And, although we were lying wound- |
ed by the roadside, and although we were
bound and tied. we obtained no relief from
the late Administration, and it was because
we could see no prospect of any relief from
that,Government—it was for these reasons
even more than because of our objection to
the tariff that we voted against Conservative ;
rule. We look to the new Government with§
just as much confidence in these particu- |
lars, as we look to them for relief in the
matter of the tariff. We look for relief for
the North-west in all matters that shall be
for the benefit of the North-west. We look
for a policy which shall be in the interests
of the people of the North-west, and not a
policy that shall be, as it has been, in the
interest of monopolies there.  The North-
west for the people and not for the monop-
olies—that is the policy we voted on,
and that is the policy we voted for. The!
hon. gentleman (Mr. Davin) has alluded to;
the disappointment that has taken hold of|
every person in the North-west, except tle;
strongest party men.

Well, 1 can tell him|
that I am not a strong party man, and he
knows it. I can tell him that I am not:
bound to support the leader of the pre-:
sent Government, unless his policy is}
in the interests :of the North-west. I
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They are above that kind of business, and
I for one, as a citizen of Canada, am proud
of them that they are. Now, the hon. mem-
ber alluded, I thiak to an unnecessary ex-
tent, as I think did also those speakers who
preceded him on that side of the House, to
: the disappointed ambition of members on
i this side. They spoke of how this, that and
 the other member had worked hard in the
. interest of the party, and had not received
iany reward. These gentlemen are evidently
! measuring other people’s corn in their half
! bushel, The gentlemen whose ideas of the
i requirements of Government rise no higher
' than the filling of places ure no men to rule
“this country. They have ruled it too long,
;as is evident from this very position they
i take in regard to that matter. If they know
i nothing of government except the holding

: of office, then the less they know of govern-

ment the better for this country. and thank
goodness that they know so little of it now.

In regard to the last matter which the
hon. member spoke of, the school question, I
certainly agree with him as to the undesira-
bility of arousing racial and religious pre-
judices. I do not know bow long the hon.
member will hold that position. I do not
know whether, if a vote were taken on the
matter at the present time, he would be
‘found in his usual position of speaking one

i way and voting the other ; but I really fear

. that something like that might occur, for

' certainly what he has said here to-night

 does not accord with the circumstances con-
| nected with his own election campaign. As

i a matter of fact, every effort was made on

behalf of the hon. gentleman in the line of
religious and race prejudices ; and while we
must, of course, give all credit to the clerk
of the court who did the final act of electing
the hon. gentleman, at the same time, there
is no doubt—and he dare nct deny it—that
great credit is due to the gentlemen who did
arouse, and who were imported into the

i constituency specially to arouse, race and

religious prejudices on his behalf. We may
say that it is, in the first place, to the action
of that official. in the next place to the re-
ligious campaigners, and. in the third place,
to the horde of Government officials holding
places in his constituency. that the hon. gen-
tleman owes his position in this House, and
hig claim to speak on behalf of the people
of the North-west.

Mr. QUINN moved the adjournment of the
debate.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier). My
hon. friend is a new member, and I cannot.

can assure him, repeating what I said be-| aesuredly, refuse his demand. But it is only
fore, that the people of the North-west, be-. phglf-past ten, and if we are to have a con-

ing reasonable people, are willing to give |
the new Government a reasonable time
to bring forward necessary reforms. and
that our confidence in that Government is
not shaken because they have shown good
and sound judgment at the present time
by refusing to act hastily for the
purpose of making a little political capital.

| clusion to this debate, we shall have to sit
i later to-morrow.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.
The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier)
moved the adjournment of the House.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at
10.30 p.m.
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'Fhe SPEAKER {ook the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PrAYERS.
VACANCY.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honour to in-,
form the House that a vacancy has oc-!
curred in the representation of the electoral!
district of Brandon by the resignation of:
Dalton McCarthy, Esq. In accordance with |
chapter 13, section 5, subsection 2 of t} e
Revised Statutes of Cmada, I have issued:
my warrant to the Clerk of the Crown in:
Chancery to make out a new writ of election
for the said electoral distriet.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 2) to amend the Dairy ProductSn
Act, 1893.—(Mr. McLennan, Glengarry.)

Bill (No. 3) respecting the sale of railway
return fare tickets.—(Mr. McLennan, Glen-

garry.)

Bill (No. 4) for the better protection of the
employees of railway companies and others.
--(Mr. Maclean.)

Bill (No. 5) to prohibit the importation
and iwnmigration of foreigners and aliens
under contract or agreement to perform
labour in Canada. —(\Ir Taylor.)

RAILWAYS IN PRINCE EDWARD
ISLAND.

Mr. MARTIN asked,

Whether it is the intention of the Government
to introduce a measure during the present ses-
gion of Parliament authorizing the construction
of the Beltast and Murray Harbour Railway and
other proposed branch railways in the province
of Prince Edward Island ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-
TBRIES (Mr. Davies). It is not the inten-
tion of tke Government to introduce any
legislation on this or