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MILITARY SERVICE BILL CARRIED
BY MAJORITY OF 57 IN 145 VOTES;
NO SURPRISES AND NO SWITCHES

jir Wilfrid Laurier Urges Referendum on Conscription,
Renewing Pledge to Abide by Result — Opposes
Coercion, Dreading Discord and Disunion—Hon. Mr.
Meighen Replies That All Statutes Are Coercwe
Conscription Now Necessary

(Stuff Correspondence of The Globe.)

OTTAWA, duiy Zd.—The Conseripilon Biil 1s throughn tne Coii-
nons. At 5.32 this afternoon. after a final three hours of debate, the
hird reading was carried by a vote of 101 to 44, a mujority of 57.
t was carricd with the help of twenty-two Liberals, cight of themn
‘rom Ontario, two from the Maritime Proviuces, and twelve from
Western “inada,

Ten absentees, five Liberals and five Conservatives. who voted
or the gecond reading of the bill, and who were not paired this
fternoon, would have brought the majority up to sixty-eight.

Of the Ontario members, all but two, Hon. Chas. Murphy and
Me. Proulx of Prescott, are recorded in favor of the bill. This fact
slone corrects a misinterpretation which seems to have been placed
in some quariers upon the conclusions reached at the Liberal con-
ference of members and candidates in Toronto last Friday.

Reference was made to this briefly .at the opening of the House
hls afternoon by Messirs. Pardee and Guthrie, both taking oceasion
e reaffirm their attitude taken on the second reading of the bill in
fuvor of the principle of conseription to be applied under a Union or
National Government. While intimating that they did not agree
with all the conclusions reported to have been reached at the Toronto
conference. they did not specify wherein they differed.

Mr. Turriff, Assiniboia, who also spoke briefly at the opening of
the debate, aligned himself nnequivocally withthe Liberals supporting
the prineiple of conscription. explaining that this was his first oppor-
tunity to indicate his attitude. Mr. Turriff was absent at the time
of the debate on the second reading.

Ir Wilfrid’s Vigorous Speech.

woted against conscription., but she
Then came Sir Wilfrid  Laurier, "QO]:‘ lw“‘)n\ }'; “'”: ! rAs‘[;e(;l hthe
The ) ] ' ctions of all men. an ope
tespite the intense “E‘d“ of the jnv own convictions will be respect-
hiomber,  the veteran Opposition d  From the beginning of the war

rader spoke with all hiy old vigor. UID to the 18th of May
ptness of phrasing, ard cogency of M any
rgument. ¥For nearly an hour he
cviewed the shlient points at issue
1 regard to the biti. On the second
euding of the bill 8 Wilfrid de-
oted the main portion of his argu-
ient to the constitutional principles
t stake, leading up to his conclusion

last. no man
of the allied nuations occup:-
ing a position similar to that which
[ occupy in the constitution of the
Government. whether in  England.
France, New Zeuland or South
[Africa. gave to the Government x
‘more consistent support than 1 had
given them up to that date. But
‘when the conscription measure was

hat the wisest solution lay through
he medium of a ‘réferendum. To-
ay he emphuasized niore the dangers
f general disunion and general dis-
ord threatened and already  ap-
yarent  from a  policy of coercion
sithout a mandate from the people,
rithout  whose mandate the en-
arcement of the measure wus both
angrerous and imprac able.

It is' declared Sir \\ tifrid in his
jeroration. “a deninl of those prin-
iples of democracy which we hoid
lrar und sacred. 1 oppose this Wil
)ecause it has in it the seeds of dis-
qord and disunion; because it is an
yhistacle and @ bar to that union of
wart and soul without which it s
mpossible to hope that  thix Con-
ederation will attain the ahmns and
s awhich were had in view when
“onfederation was effected, Al my
ife 1 have fought coercion. and all
ny life 1 have promoted union, and
e inspiration which led e to that
ronrse shill be my guide at afl times

10 lonu 5 there is a breath  left in
ny bhody.’
St Wilfrid (1m|uoml_\ declared

‘hat his sols motive was to do what
e thought would be  hext towards
1elping Canada to give her best ser-
viees to the allied cause,  and any
lirference he had with his friends
an his own side of the  flouss or
with those oun the Governmeut side
pax as to the wisest methods 10 be
pursued to aitain that end.

“1 am in this war to the finish.™
he declaved. I am in this war as
Australin is in 1t to-day.  Australia

proposed [ had to oppose it, becauss -
presented as it had been presanted,

and under the conditions whieh. it

had been placed before the country,

it had Deen made un instrument ot
coereion.”

Sir Wilirid maintained that, all be-
Aing considered, his policy of a refer-
wndum wuas the wisest and most con-
istructive one. When the majority of
'the people had spoken, the country
would again becoine unanimous. If
‘onseription should be defeated. there
wnuld be a new duty cast upon the
people, A new appeal would have
to be rwude to the whole people of
Canada to come forward with their
best endeavors in the defence of a
neble canse,  But of one thing he was
canvineel, the mujority  must  rule,
fiis policy. he declared, he would be
prepared to defend in Ontario ay welj
as in Quebec.

Hon. Arthur Meighen, the only
speaker on the Government side, took

up, somewhat briefly, the arguments
advanced by Sir Wilirid, On  the
question of disunian, feared by S8ir

Wilfrid a¥ « result of the conscrip-
tion measure, the Solicitor-General de-
clared that were Sir Wilfrid himsel’
to give tan proper lead in Lis Prov ince
dud explain the needs and meaning of
the measure clearly to the people of
Quenec there would be no real eleav~
ape of opinion among the people of
Canada and no resistance to the en-
forcemient of the act. The blame for
the present situation he placed on
the shoulders (nf Sir “’xlfnd himsel:.
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HOUSE PASSES MILITARY SERVICE ACT, 1917,
- BY PRACTICALLY SAME MAJORITY AS ON SECOND READING

(Continued from Page 1, Col. 7.)

“For harmony in Canada,” declared
Mr. Meighen, “the price we must
never pay is national dishonor.”
Vote Same as on Second Reading.
The division bells ceased ringing at
6.20, and the vote was recorded at
5.32. There were no surprises, and no
‘‘switchces” from the division on the
second reading. The absentees were
all conscriptionists, five Liboxals and

five Conservatives. The Liberals
were: Messrs. German, Sinclair,
Truax, Loggie and H. H. McLean,
The Conservatives were: Messra. !

Blondin, Osler, McLeod, Hepburn and
Cockshutt.

The actual vote cast was as follows:

For the bill—Liberals—Messrs.
Buchanan, Carvell, Champagne, Charl-.
ton, Clark (Red Decer), Cruise, Doug-
lass, Graham, Guthrie, Knowles, Mac-
Nutt, McCoig, Maclean (Halifax),
McCraney, MoMillan, Nesbitt, Neely,
Pardee, Ross, Thomson, Turriff, White
(Victoria, Alta.).—22,

Congervatives—Messrs. Ames, Arm-
strong (Iast lLambton), Armstrong
(North York), Arthurs, Ball, Bennett
(Calgary), Bennett (Simcoe), Best,
Blain, Borden, Bowman, Boys, Braba-
son, Bradbury, Burnham, RBurrell,
Carrick, Clark (Bruce), Clarke (Wel-'
lington), Clements, Cochrane, Crom-
well, Crothers, Currie, Doherty, Don-|
aldson, Ldwards, Elllott, Fisher, Fos-.
ter, Fripp, Glass, Green, Hanna, Hen-|

derson, Hughes. Lalor, Lewis, Mac=i
danell, Maclean (Kast York), Mec-|
Curdy, McLean (P.E.L), Marshall,

Meighen, Merner, Middiebro, Morphy, |
Morris, Morrison, Munson, Nicholson,
Northrup, Paul, Rainville, Reid,
Roche, Rogers, Schaffner, Sco't,
Sevigny, Sexsmith, Shepherd, Smith,
Stanfleld, Steele, Stevens, Stewart
,(Hamilton), Stewart (Lunenburg),
Sutherland, Taylor, Thoburn, Thomp-
son, Tremaine, Walker, Wallace, Web«
e;te”x'é Weichel, White (Leeds), Wright

Against the bill~—Liberals—Messrs.
Achim, Bolvin, Bourassa, Boyer, Brou-
illard, Bureau, Cardin, Chisholm, De-
lisle, Demers, Deviin, Ethler, Fortier,
Gauthier, Gauvreau, Kyte, Lachance, '
Lanctot, Lapointe (Kamouraska), La-
pPointe (Montreal), Laurier, Lemleux,
Macdonald. McCrae, McKenzie, Mar-
cil, Marcile, Martin, Michaud, Molloy,

Murphy, Oliver, Pacaud, Papineau,
Power, Proulx, Seguin, Tobin, Tur-
geon, Verville—40,

Conservatives — Messrs. Barrette,

‘Bellemare, Girard, Patenaude—4,
House Was Crowded,

_ There were practicall
inaries, and the third
military service biil was moved by’
the Premier shortly after prayers.
here was another large attendance
of members, and the gallertes were
again crowded.

Mr. Turriff For Bill;
States His Position

Mr. J. G. Turrifr (Assiniboia) rose
to declare himself. He had been ab-
sent at the time of the debafe upon
the second reading, le wasg for the
bill and against the referendum,
“The referendum does not lead it
anywhere.” said Mr, Turrifr, “and it
was beaten before it started.” LEvery
slacker from the Atlantie to the
Pacific would oppose conseription, and
upon itg defeat under the referendum
voluntary recruiting would be ended,
Mr. Turriff was ready to get the men
by voluntary enlistment it possible—
he approved of Mr. Pardee’s proposal
for a last big voluntary campaign—
“‘but, if we don't get the men by vol-
untary enlistment then we must ap-
ply the Jaw.”

‘Wrench to Break With Party,

Mr. Turriff declared hig policy was
to win the war. If there was any
possible chance of a no-conscription
Government getting the men and
sending them forward he would sup-
port it with the greatest pleasure, but
he could see no such possibility, It
was a wrench to separate from his
leader and the majority of his party.
Tt was just forty-eight years ago since
he first hecame active as a member
of the Liberal party, “and T am as
good a Liberal as ever T was, and in-
tend to remain so, but whoever will
win the war or dn their utmost to win
it must have my support at this time.”

Opponents Will Regret It.

Canada’s shores were being defend-
ed on the fields of France and Flan-
ders. Mr. Turriff believed that many

Y no prelima
reading of the

conscientiol;s Liberals who were op-‘

| posing conscription would regret it in |

the future.

“Think of the scenes of Flanders,'”
he exclaimed, “think of the thou-
sands of girls who have been forced
into slavery, and white slavery at that!
We've got to do owr part to stop that i
hideous thing."

Natlonal Government Only Way.

Mr. Turriff believed that the only
way for Cannda to do her utmost was
under a national Government. “This
Government is not in a zood position |
to administer the conseription law,” |
he declared: “neither would a party i
Government from this side of the
House., It would be a mighty gond
thing for Canada if the twa parties
would drep their differences for the
time being and work togzether to
win the war. I have no sympathy
with the existing Government, never
had any, and it is no pleasure for me
tn even consider working with them,
but the fate of the country and the
Empire is at stake.” :

Holds Government to Promise.

Mr. Turriff demanded the econ-
scription of resources and  weajth
with the conseription of, men, ;.p‘l
held the Government to the promise
of Sir George Iagter that un ‘neome
tux would be introduced at the pres-
ent session. *The Anglo-Saxnas and
the French never lie down.” he con-
cluded, “in the middle of a fight, .znd
we're not going to lie down this t'me,
We cannot betray the loyal men at
the front or the hernes _‘\jho have
Jost their lives. Their sacrifices must
not be in vain!” (Cheers.)

Pardee and Guthrie o
Stand for Conscription

Mr. Fred F. Pardee, Chief Liberal
Whip, rose as soon as Mr. Turriff
concluded. He had, he stated, r'n!h-
ing to add or nothing to takt‘eb.rom
what he had said npon the Yill on
its second reading. He rose for an-
other purpose.

(Mr. Pardee's statement will be
found in an adjoining column.)
aMore Confirmed Than in June.

Ar. Hugh Guthrie followed. ‘“May

rmitted.” said he, “to add a
svol:-?l Kt)g what has just been said by
the member for West Lambton (Mr.
Pardee)? I do this hecause I have
recelved over a score of letters from
the constituency which T represent
in this House, protesting, not against
the article in question, but against
the statement that certain coeclu-
sions were unanimously supported
at the meeting in question. take
this opportunity of answering these
various letters from my place in the
House. I merely say that the re-
port in question is-not in accordance
with my views, With regard to the
military service bill T expressed my
views fully in this House in the
month of June last, and I have secn
no reason in the interval which has
elapsed to change those views. In-
deed, my views are more confirmed
now than they were then. 1 sin-
cerely hope that when thia bill
comes to a vote upon the third
reading, the majority in its favor
may be rolled up, in order that the
country may sec where the largest
element Iin this House of Commons
stands in regard to this measure.”
(Cheers.)

Sir Wilfrid Points :
Again to Dangers

After a momentary pause, Sir Wil-!
frid Laurier rose. He was greeted by
prolonged applause from the Opposi-'
tion benches.

*“Mr. Speaker,” he began, in tones
which evidenced emotion, “in view of
the speechcs to which the House has
just listened from members with
whom [ have been associated for so
many years, I crave no indulgence,
though I may rise to fruitless effort,:
for placing once more before the
House the dangers which, in my judg-|
ment, must follow it the bill now bhe-:
fore us is enacted and put into opera-
tion. .

“On the second reading of this bill,
as the House recollects, I moved that
the principle of it should be referred
to the judgment of the people. The
Minister of Trade and Commerce (.‘a‘irl

George Foster), who spoke immedi-
ately afterward on behalf ot the Gov-
ernment, characterized this amend-
ment as a- miserable dilatory motion.

Division Already Scen.

“That it was a dilatory motion 1
don’t dispute. I asked that the House
should pause before Imposing such
a4 measure upon the people. Whether
Or not the amendment was a miser
able expedient, time alone can telf—
nay, time nas already told. It re-
quired but a few weeks to get the
answer-—and the answer is already
written, not upon the walls of this
hall in flaming and mysterious letters,
to be explained only by a seer, but in
very plain language in the records ot
this House, in the division upon the
second reading, and even in the spec-
tacle which is offered every day In
the aivislons among the two parties
upon this question. The reason 1
urged against this bili was that, pre-
sented as it was, after the numerous
statements which had been made by
the Prime Minister and the Govern-
ment that compulsion would never
be resorted to, that to the very last
We would win the war on the volun-
‘mry principle, it this bill werse forced
upon the people by the strength of a
moribund Parliament, division, irri-
‘tation, friction and disunion would
follow. Already we have the verifi-
cation of my statement, even before
this bill has left this House. This
Statement which I made was com-
batted by many honorable membera
on both sides of the House, and by
hone more vigorously than by the
Solicitor-Genera] (Mr. Meoighen), who
#8poke shortly after the Minlster of
Trade and Commerce. The Solfcitor-
\General took the ground that no such
disunion would follow trom the {n-
tentions of the Government, which
|were to be foung within the four cor~
hers of the bill, and which were to

get more soldiers to fill the
Sun more. ranks of

No Discusston on Intentions,
‘“As to the intentlons of the Gov-

win the elections rather than to w
the war, on such & statemient [ do ::)';
offer any reflection at all, and I do
.Nnot purpnse entering into any discus-
slon at the present time in regard to
If there be those who
that this measure was forced upon
the Government by the jingoes
the ultra-lmperlallsm who, not anly
in this country, but in all British
countries, have tried to force upon
those countries the continentsl milt-
tary system of Europe, I have no in-
u_em.lon of entering into any digens-
sion {n regard to that. To those who
like the Solicitor-Genera) affirm that
the intentions of the Government are
to be found within the four carners
of the bill, 1 have only this observa-
tion to offer; that I accept the gtate-
ment as it was made, hut the atti-
tude and the conduct of the Govern-
ment showed a singular lack of fore-
sight andg forethougm.

No Calculation ag to Effect.

“I charge against the Gavernment,
in introducing this medsure as they
did, without any more preparation
than they made, and following their
declaration, maintained since the first
day of the wa#, that there would be
he compulsion, that they woulq con-
tinue the voluntary system, that to
precipitate thig bill ag jt has  been
precipitated upon the people certain-
lv showed that o caleulation had
been made ux to what would be ity
effect, and although g intentiong
were naturally sincere, the results
were sinister, and in thig House and
in this country, more violent speeches
have been made than were ever
heard of before. The Soltcitor-Gen-
eral spoke very confidently as to the
resnlt of this bill—more confldently,
perhaps, than he felt. He stated that
he had ne doubt that the bill, when 1t

was studied by the people, would have
no bad effects,

Explanation Criticized.

“This was very easily said. Whence
comes this assurance of my hon,
friend? Would he speak to-day with
the saine assurance’ I

nave no
doubt that he did what he caid
should he done, namely, that he

studied the bill; that he expliiined it
to his followers: that he showerd
them there was nothing in it tg
which they could take exception.
Tfow do I know that he did that? ¥in
would have been recreant to his of-
fice, to his duty. and to his self-
respect if he had not attempted to
explain this bill to his followers, and
tg show that there was nothing in it
to which exception could be taken.
He failed, us anybody must fail, who
had to give the same explana‘ion. T
followed the speech of the Solficitor-
General with more than usual atten-
tion. It was, as customary with him,
a close and neat argument. Still T
thought the speech was not f{ree
from anxiety and doubt. There was
a passage in particular which strueck
me very forcibly, that passage where
he confessed that there was perf} in
front 1nd peril behind the progregs
of the bill. This is a singular con-
fessifon of {mpotence. Mark the
words: ‘There is peril behind angd in
front, whether this measuro is pro-
ceeded with or not. That confirms
what I sald a moment ago, namely,
that the Government was singularily
deficlent in foresight and fore-
thought when it introduced such a
measure without calculating ‘he cf-
fects as they were calculated by the
Solicitor-General.

Both Parties Divided.

“But the bill iy before us at the
pregent time und we have to ceal
with it. The apple of discord has
been thrown into this assembly, and
already the assembly is divided on
it. It is nothing new in Parliamen-
tary history for & Government when
it introduces a new measure to find
itself deserted by its followers or itg
friends. Tha: has happened in this
country; it is has happened in alf
countries where there are Parlia-
ments. It is, however, something
which is very unusual when a meas.
ure is introduced which creates divi-
sion, not only in the one party, but
in the two parties at the same time,
Why should I be blind to what has
happened? I have already lieard
three of my friends take <xception
to the course which I have taken as
the leader of the party. T find my-
selt on this occasion estranged from
friends who were just as near and
dear to me as any of my own hroth-
ers, [ need not tell the i{louse~—
everyone will believe me—that s ch
an cstrangement, even if it be only
temporary upon this question nlone,
is a wrench ot one’s very heart-
strings. but every one of .,ay hon.
friends knows that T have not tried
to impose my views upon uany of
my followers. 1 respect their ¢op.
sclences; I would not attempt to
bring any one of them around to my
way of thinking. 1 have my (on-
science and they have theirs; pyt
this situation shows that we ire :ace
to face with a cleavage which, up-
lIess it is checked, may rend and teyr
this Canuda of ours down to the very
roots.  Such is the situation, and no

one can be blind to it.  If there are
in this House men who affect to be
impervious ta the situation, «w be
careless ahout 1t, T um not one of
themi. If T may give a personal al-
Jusion, this is # matter which has
caused me a great Jdeal of unxiety
within the past two weeks,

Mugt Uace Situation Like Men.
“But whit is the use of lamenting

[over a situantion? We most faece the
sitnition like men.  Whiat is the at-
titude of the Government -yvith re.

gard to the situation? How are they
purposing to settle itY There is one
and the only poritlon which is to be
taken hy the Government. They will

carry this mmeasure by coercion and
let the consequences be “what they
may. This attitude of coercion and
this Jisregard of the consequences
which may follow, coming from
friends of mine on the ther side

grounded in Toryism, do not surprise
me, but 1 am more surprised when
friends of mine, Liberals broaght up
in the old days of the Liberal school
as [ have been brought up mysclf,
take no more concern upon this qrex-
| tion than is taken on the other side.

Question of Policy
In Putting Bill Through

“There is no doubt at all that this
| Parliament is llegally  eonstituted,”
i continued Sir Wilfrid Laurter, *und
I'so long as it is not dissolved either
by the effluxion of time or by the
| decree of the Governor-Cieneral it
can pass this lat%w and many other
claws equally nefarious and equally
dangerous to the Canadian people.
But that is not the point T wish to
bring before the House. It is not a
| question of the legulity or illegality,
but a question of policy. Iy it wise,
is it prudent, is it Zood statesman-
ship to force on the Canadiun people
at the present time such a measure
as is now before the House?” Upon
this point T have simiply to say that
again and again, not only in Eng-
land, but in every country under
British institutions, and particularly
in Canada, Parliument has been dis-
solved for the purpose of consulting
‘the people on a measure  which it
had the power to pasc,

Prouder of Defeat 'Fhan if Cocercing.

“The last instance 1 recall is the
reciprocity question, on which we
i went to the country six yeurs ago.
'We could have passed that law be-
.cause we had a majority behind us,
‘hut we preferred to submit it to the
people, and for my part I am proud-
‘er to be standing here defeated by
the will of the people than [ should
"be i¢ 1 had denied to the people the
right to have their way upon this
| question. (Cheers.) .

. ANl through wmy long Parliament-

ary career my object has heen to
try and convince. But where T could
| not convince I would not coerce.

(Cheers.)

How Muny SoMicrs Can be Sparved?
“The nttitude of the Government

upon this question is simply that we

must have more soldiers at the front.

A letter has been read from General

Currie. commanding our forces in
France. asking for more soldiers.
There 1s nothing new in that. | do

not know the General now or at any
other time in listory who did not
ask for move soldiers. 1 say to my
hon. friend from  Assiniboin (1. .
Turriff)—1 say from the bottom of

|

my hcart—-that 1 stand on the same
platform to-day that 1 have stood
on from the very first day of this
war; my conviction is still the same.

I wish that we could send more sol-
diers to General Currie. 1 wish that

!

our populdtion and  our r('snul‘\'l'%'
would allow of our sending not only
hatt a million. but & million  men.

But the question is, how many men
can we take fromn the life of the na-
tion at the present time without im-
periling the public  services which
are essentiul to this country, and
essentinl to carvying out our share
of the war? This is a subject which,
in my humble opinion, has not beey
sufficlently considered by the peo-
ple. .

Asked Men Without ‘Paking Census.

“They weat into this war withc':tu.{
any previous caleulation , v}'hulc\.ex‘
without taking any census’of our re-
sources in men, and in other n{-specu.
They asked for 100,000 men, 200,600
men, 300,000 men, 400,000 men, and
at last for 500,000 men. When they
reached the 300,000 figure they were
told by several people thut they could
not get the men. One of the most
important captains of industry in this
country, Lord Shaughnessy, expressed
his opinion in no uncertain terms that
the men could 1ot he g0t without in-
jury to the public services. But the
Government pald no heed to that,
They patd no heed to the other con-
sigeration, that it is not only nen the
allies require at the piesent time, but
food. 'They paid no hced to the ques-
tion of whether or not the men could
not be better emiployed in producing
food in Canada than in fightng at the
front,

1037 Campaign Distppointing,

1t s mauifest that the campaign
of 1917 will not wnaterialize us we
had hoped. We hud expected that
the offensive of this year would be
offective. We had supposed that an
offensive would take place on  all
fronts, espeelally on the Western
front, wlere we expected the allies
would pierce the German line, and
roll it back to the Ithine. I have no
doubt these  plans were laid, and if
they could have been carried out as
laid. the effect would have been aus
stuted, Unfortunately, events in Rus-
sly materially interfered with the
plans, aml enabled Germany 1o trans-
fer thousands of wen from the Rus-
sian front to the Western front, with

|

the result that the althied offensive

was checlked,

Some Comfort to be Found,
“But there is sume comtort

found in the situation. ‘There is one

good vmen it secms to  ne, The
strategy of the Germuan Staff in this

to be

war has heen to strike where they
thought there was ;5 weak spot in
the allied line. They would throw an
overwhelming force upon it in the

object of lreaking down
and pushing into the allied territory ag
far as possible, and they would en-
trench.  Such hus been their stiategy
since the bezinning of the war. Ger-
many attucked Belgium in the face
of the treaty which she had herself
signed, beciuse she knew that by at-
tacking France through Belgium she
could break through the French
frontier at its weakest point.  Thg
same thing happened with Roumunia.
Instead of protecting their own fron.
tier, 1the Germuans invaded Transyl-
vania, and at once penetrated Rou-
mania, of whieh country they have
been in possession ever since, |

German Man Power
Beginning to Fail

“As 1 said, there i
to be found in the way 5. i
Wihen the Russian re\'oluti:::ua:loo(;;:
place everybody expected ..that thz;
Germwans would hegin their much-
talked-of offensive to Petrograd, The
fact that it has not taken place is
simply an evidence that the Germans
did not have the men. Their re-
sources in nmen are beginning to faj
Tt is an evidence that the policy of
attrition which was insugurateq by
the ailies in 1914 after the buttle of
the Marne is commencing to tell, Ang
if the German foreces are being de-
pleted it is due almost sltogether to
the British navy, which day in  and
day out, at all times and at all NeA -
sons, has brought pressure to bear
upon the German Empire by its
blockiade in the North Sea.

Subs’ Object Not Achieved.

“The Germaus have counteracted
by submarine warfare, and have
brought about a very serious position,
perhaps the most serious position in
the war, but there is this comnfort in
it: it seems to me that already the
eflort of Germany in this respect h;
fuiled. 'They expected to achiev

resistance,

S sSonie comfort

ffriend, the I’rime DMf{nister,

thelr ohject by submarine “'ﬂrfarel
within four or five months, but we
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all know that that object has not
been achieved. But there is, how-
ever, a heavy toll to pay. The duty
hus been imposed upon the Canadiun
people to produce more than we have
ever done, because we have not only
to send food to England, but to
make up for the food that week by
week is being sent to the bhottom of
the sea.

A Sense of Being Deceived.

But all these considerations seem
to huve been of no consequence to tl}e
Governnment; they seem to have paid
no attention to them. Their energy
has Leen employed the last few weeks
upon the new policy of compulsfon.
The genesis of this new policy still
remains vbscure. t never was suffi-
ciently expliained, it never was ex-
plained at all, how, from one day to
the other, the Government changed
their attitude from voluntary _to com-
pulsory service. But upon this point.
at all events, if we do not know what
the genesis wax, unfortunately we
know what have been the results, and
the results have heen to impress many
classes in the community with a sense
of deception: that iz, with a vealiza-
tion that they have heen deceived by
the Government.

Prestdent Wilson's Action.

*i contrast the action of the Gov-
erntent with the action of President
Wilson. When President Wilson had
mude up his mind that war with Ger;
many was inevitable what did he do?
He did not launch his policy upon
the people, but he consulted almost
every class of the community, and the
consequence was that the day he
put his policy before the peuple every
American citizen was  behind him.
Has that been the policy of the present
Government? How did they manuge
this matter? The Government have
consulted no one outside of their own
Cabinet. One of the first bodies that
they should have cousulted was the
Labor party. They did notl consult
the Labor party—iur from it. The
Labor party tought the Government,
and we have it in the stutement of
one of the most prominent members
of that organization that it has been
deceived by the Government.

“Is it not & fact that when last
year we in this House granted an
extension of Parlisinent for one year,
we had in our ewrs the solemn state-
ment made by my Right Honorable
that un-
der no circumstances would there be

o
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ny deviation from the voluntary
jystem ? But we are told, and it is
he whole basis of this bill, that vol-
intary enlistment has failed.”

Sir Robert Borden-—I must take ex-
eption to my Right Honorable friend’s
juotation. I do not think that I put it
n the way he suggests.

Sir Wilfrid—My Right Honorable
'riend stated, if he stated anything,
hat conscription was not contem-
plated.

Sir Robert Borden—7Yeys, exactly.

Differences Over Recruiting.

8Sir Wilfrid referred briefly to the
‘ecriminations and differences be-
ween the ex-Minister of Militia and
Defence (Sir Sam Hughes) and the
Prime Minister and the Minister of
Pinance as to what has taken place
n regard to recruiting. The ex-Min-
ster of Militla complained that he
had been interfered with in his re-
ruiting by the Prime Minister and
he Minister of Finance.

“Explanations or cxcuses have
'rom time to time been offered. It
nay be true that the Minister has
lever been actually stopped in his re-
:rgl:}lﬁg. but he was told how not to
ecruit.”

Union Government ;
Why He Did Not Join

Proceeding, Sir Wilfrid said: ‘“The
Sstrongest  indictment  which wis
made against this bill in my humble
judgment was made by the hon.
member for South Wellington (Mr.
Guthrie), in a speech which he de-
llvered a few weeks ago. He said
that this bill, if it becume law, could
ot be carried out unless it were by
the Jjoint effort of a unlon Govern-
ment. What does this mean? If it
means anything it means thiy, that
the sentiment against this bill is so
strong, is 8o rooted in all parts of
the community, that the bill is such
n, departure from the traditions of
the past. that it requires the efforts
of the two political parties to put it
Into operation. If that be true, and
If this measure was uunavoldable, it
should have comie in, not as the
measure of a party Government, but
aY the measure of a coalition Gov-
ernment.

“1 may be told that 1 was asked—
and my hon. friend fromn South Wel-
lington may have had it in his mind
—that T was asked to be a party to
a coalition Government. Sir, 1 was
asited to form part of a coalition
roverniment when the policy had
been frumed, when the bill had been
prepared a8 a party measure by a
party Government, and when it had
been framed, deliberited in Council,
determined upon, and launched be-
fore the publie, when the Govern-
ment could not retrace their steps,
my poor assistance, such as it might
have been, was sought.

“If. sir, the Governnient had been
in eurnest they would have consult-

sition, what is your policy? Sir, I
jald my policy before -Parliament
upon the second reading 6f the bill.
1 asked that a referendum should be
taken and the judgment of the peo-
ple taken upon this question. 1 have
not the merit of this pollcy; it did
not originate with me; it was not
my own device, But, sir, it was
asked by the whole organized body
of Labor in the Dominion of Canada.
‘We are familiar with the strong reso-
jutions which have been placed upon
the table of this House by the cen-
tral organizations. Every member of
this House, 1 would venture -o say,
at all events the large maljority of
the members of this House, 1 am
sure—have received from delega‘ions
from Labor organizations within
their ridings, petitions, resolutions
and communications to that effect.
1 have received them by the .ushel.
They arc there before the Ilouse,
and, sir, under such circumstances I
say I have no merit in having rro-
posed that policy, because that policy
would have given us peace, harmoiny
and concord, which in-day are in
such danger.

Objection Because
Soldiers’ Poll Difficult

{'Objection was made to it, and
what were the objections” The b=
Jections were that this policy of a
referendum should not be granted
because, forsooth, the saldiers could
not vote. Well, sir, we passed a law
two yeurs ago to give the Iranchise
to the soldiers, and by this sime
measure we established machinery
to give facilities to the soldiers to
exercise their views. Are we to be
told that this law iy & mere scrap of
paper, that it is o mere dead letter,
that it cannot be put into execution?
Why, sir, are we to be told that thoce
who two years ago were 50 insistent
upon passing this law intende.dl it
only as a claptrap? If, sir, when
this measure was proposed, we n
this side of the House had opposed
it, and if we had defeated it, the
welkin would have rung and would
be still ringing with denunciation
agninst those who had deprived the
soldiers of the sacred right to vote.
We did not oppose it; the law is
there, and when we are told that tie
luw cannot be put into force vpon
referendumn or an election'when we
have given the right of voting ¢ the
soldiers, hon. members are qmml.‘t'
ylaying with the common seuse o
:hc)voﬁmlry. I know for n fact trat
the soldiers of New Zealund voted
in the election of 1814,

sees No Weight In That Objection,
“[f there is to be a referendum, the

Parlinment, and this Parllament couid

on a referemdum as on an election,
and I would be the 1irst to vote for it
fhe objection that the soldier could
not vote has no weight. 1t \\:nul(]
fmply that this Parlisment ré'lllSl'(l'
him the right to vote, and nobody
would supposo that,  Moreover, as

suid a4 moment wgo, in Australiv there
has been both an election and a refer-

ed me before they determined on
their measure. But they did not
consult me, they did not  ask iy
opinion upoun counseription; they did
not ask me what  would be v
opinion upon its possibilities, its re-

sults and ite dangers; they did nu;‘
ask me to discuss with thewn the sit-;
uation agiinst which they were d(--l
termlined to close their eyes; hu(l
when they had concocted a measure,!
then they were kind cnough to ask
me to carry on what they had de-
viged in their wisdony. As in the
play of children they asked me:
‘Close your eyes and open vour
mouth and swallow? 1 refused.

Not Approached Like Grorge Brown.

“Sir, wome of iy friends have re-
minded me, some of my Liberal
friends have reminded we, that
George Brown once entered into o
condition Government. Ie did. and
under such eclrcumstances nobody
would blume him. But,

sir. T

not approiached in the same av. 1
hiave my views upon conseription.
They have not changed. it is not a
pleasure for me to ftind myself ut
variance with so many of the friends

Wi

[ Lhave around me; but I thouxht,
and T still believe, that a4 measure
of conscription under the circum-

stunces was an apple of discord, and
I could not aceept it. That is all 1
have to say upon this point.

“RBut I may be asked: What is your
policy? It is not sufficient for the
Opposition to say nay to any propo-

endum upon this very question

conscription, and the sobliers voted
upon heth issues. That { do not know
pirsonally, but T oam told it. iaud I
huve reason to believe it is true. I

will go farther than that. In Mrn_ish
Columbia there has been an election,
and there has been a referendum on
tha question of prohibition, and the
soldiers voted in the referemdim and
in the clection also. Are ‘e Lo _in-
told that what can be done in bBritish
Columbia, Australin and New 2
land cannot be done in Canpada? To
stitte guch a propositdon is simply o
refute it

“Furthe

more, to-dav 1 hetrtd oy
honorable nd {rom Ass:niboia (Mr.
Tureilf) tell us that he was against
the referendun: because he was sure

f¢ would not carry.  In other words,
he said that a referendiam would be
deteated.  Well, sir, [ ask, is that a

reason swhy @ referendum should not
e taken” Again I ask, where ure we
living now? s it Canada or fs it
Prussin® We want no more hypocrisy.
1f that is the position, no more can it
e said that we are tighting to main-
tain the Government of the people,
for the people and by the people.

Does Not Want Kruger's Policy.

©8ir, we have i vast country, coin-
posed of ditfferent  nationalities,

brought here by the torce of circum-
stancer. We have opened our donrs
to all the workers of kurope to come
here and help us build up this coun-
try, to develop it and bring it up io
the standard we hope Jt will attain
some day, and are we to be told that
from  this  year, 1417, we are
gning to deny a vote to the men whom
we have made British subjects under
the law? That is not British policy.
1: is the policy of Paul Kruger, the
very policy which riarted the war in
South  Africa. When Kruger, after
inviting Britlsh subjects to come and
stay in the country, denied themn the
privileges he promised them, and
after giving them the privileges of
}ui izenship, took away their right by
an act of Parliament, the war ensued.
| For my part, [ do not believe ‘n sach
l'a doctrine as that,

Deprecates Diviston in Country.

“My honorable friend from Assini-
boiw (OMr. Turrifft) said a few minutes
2o that if there wus to be a referver-

dun the whole of the French Pro-
vince would vote against it, the for.
e:gn voter would be against i1, the
slucker would be against it 1 dc

HE
the

ot wiant in this countiy to hear
any such division, | stand upon
broad line of Canadian citizenship,

Settle by Appeal
To Better Instincts

“I know very well that the same feel-
ing does not appeul to all Canadians, |
know that the majority of the Irench
Canadians have a certain way of look
ing at these things. [ know that the
English-Canadiansg look at them ir
unother way, but when you tell nu
that French-Canadians are on the on
side and English-Canadlans are on the
other side T do not believe one state.
ment or the other. It ha¢ been saic
that all the Freinch-Caunadians are on
one side and all the English-Canadian:
are on the other side, and that the
Tinglish-Cunadians are more numer
ous, and that they would carry the
vote. Tt is not by such appeals a
this that we can hope to settie thi:
vexed question. It is simply by amr
pealing to the better instincts of the
people, and for my part I hope tha
the day will never come—and [ an
sure it will never come—-that § shal
appeal either to the prejudices of on
man or of another.

Speaks Voice of His Conscience,

“Referring to the position whieh
have taken upon the floor of thi
House on this question, if f cannot de:
fend it in Ontario as well as in Que
bee [ want to leave my name as ¢
French-Canadiap citizen, as an Eng
lish-Camadian eitizen &nd as a Cana
dian. [ amn preparfed to defend my
policy. 1 may be right or I mny in
wrong, but, at all evenis, T am sin
cere in my conscience, and when 1
mun speaks the vuice of his conycienc
there is no part of Canada where h
should fear to stiate his views, '

“1 have heen told that there is n¢
constructive featire in dhat policy o

& referendum.

avoid.

law would have to be passed by this |

as easily give a vote to the snhlh\rs‘

ot |

yet been presented In this debate.
do not know how the vote will go.

the people,

govern sometimes. I do not

that proposition at all.

presentative institutions.
in War as Australia Is.

“} have been asked as to how my
policy is. I may say that it is the same
as it has been from the first. I am in
this war to the finish. (Hear, hear.)
I am in this war under the voluntary
system to the last. I am in this war
as Australia is In it to-day. Australia
but wstill

voted against conscription,
she ia in the war.

Conslistently Supported Government.

“I am sorry that on an occasion of
this kind I cannot see eye to eye with

my hon. friends on the other slde.

tions will be respected,

try, whether
New Zecaland or South Africa,

the 18th of May last.
Opposed Conscription as Coercion.

“But when the conscription meas-
ure was proposed 1 haud to oppose it.
1t
hus been presented, under the condi-
tion under which it has been placed
before the country, it has been made

and why? Because, presented as

an instrument of coercion.

“It is a deninl of those principles
of democracy which we hold dear and
sacred. I oppose this bill because it

On the contrary, it is
the most constructive policy which has

But my hon.

‘was passed Sir Wilfrid had main-

'under war conditions. when
‘conditions at the front were even
‘more dificult, 8ir Wilfrid seemed to
ithink that the soldiers could vote.

As to the British Columbia prece-
«dent cited by the Opposition leader,
‘Mr. Meighen declared that only 20
per cent. of the British Columbia sol-
diers in France marked their ballots,
iand to-day Commissions were at work
trying to find out whether that ballot-
ing had been properly taken.

-Says Referendum Would be Outrage.

‘With the moral influence of 330,-
000 soldlers now overseas removed
from the determining of the conscrip-
tion issue under a referendum, Mr.
Meighen declared that it would be an
outrage to accept & referendum ver-
dict under those conditions—an oout-
rage‘only to be submitted to if worse
were to be avoided. And there was
no worso to be avoided if Sir Wilfrid
Laurier did his duty.

Commenting on Sir Wiltrid’s pass-
ing reference to the proposal that
several hundred thousand Canadian
citizens of allen enemy axtraction
should be distranchised, the Solicitor-
General caustically referred to Sir
‘Wilfrid's solicitude for this element
of the population, and intimated that
perhaps it was because Bir Wilfrid
thought he might get support irom
them for his war policy.

Sir Wilfrid Had Scouted Conscription.

Dealing with the coalition propo-
sals made to Sir Wilfrid by the Prime
Minister, the Solicitor-General safd

Now,

I| that in view of the fact that Oop-~
do not want to speak severely of any- the Op

body. I do not want to introduce any
more bitterness than it is possible to
I respect the convictions of
all men, and 1 hope my own convic-
hut I may
say that from the beginning of the
war up to the 18th of May last. no
man in this country who vccupied a
'position similar to that which 1 oc-
cupy in the constitution of the Gov-
‘ernment gave that body more con-
| sistent support. After all, I can say, in
the position which I occupy on this
gside of the House, § am part and par-
cel of the machinery of the Govern-
ment, and up to the 18th of May no
man occupying a position similar to
that which I occupied, in any coun-
in England, France,
gave
to the Government a more consistent
support than 1 have given them up to

position leader sald he would not
come into coalition at all on any
conscription policy, there was little
use In discussing the question s to
whether 8ir Wilfrid should have lLeen
consulted before or after the Govern-
ment had determined on that nolicy.
“Coalition would have been no good
to us except on a conscription pol-
icy,”” declared Mr, Meighen.

Conditions Now Make
Conscription Necessary

As to Sir Wiltrid’a argument that
the people had been misled by the
Government's repeated declara:ions
that conscription was not contem-
plated or would not be Introduced,
Mr. Meizhen declared that Sir tobert
Borden had never given an unequivo-
cal pledzge that conscription would
never bhe introduced. All the Prime
Minister had said last year was that
condijtions then would not warrant
the introduction of couscription. But
now, with seven casualties for cvery
one recruit in the past two inonths,
and with the insistent appeal from
the men overseas for reinforcements,
conditions made conscription abso-
lutely necessary.

Every Statute is Coercive.

g:::mllnon‘;t llngn?ggd?t u‘i; ?\x:cocfl‘)‘st::g Referring to Sir Wilfrid's cluim U_mt
and a bar to that union of heart and | he would not bhe a\P""U“‘? ;‘"“"Cl']"b
soul without which it is impossible | Canadian people, Mr. 3 eighen de-
to hope that this Confederation will] clared that every statute was coer-
attain the aims and ends that were | cive. Sir Wilfrid had coerced the

had in view wher Confederation was
effected. Sir, all my life I have fought
coercion; all my life T have promoted
union, and the insplration which led
me to that course shall be my gulde
long as there is a

at all times, so
breath left in my body.”

Mr. Meaighen Charges

Several Inconsistencies

Hon. Arthur Meighen, who followed |
the Liberal leader for forty minutes,
confined his speech largely to a con-.
sideration of the arguments advanced |
by Sir Wilfrid, and broached no new:
The Solicitor-General noted
in the first place thaut Sir Wilfrid, in
still adhering to his policy of a ref-

with his
years that
State Issues should be decided by a
general election rather than by a ref-
Sir Wil-
trid sald that the majority must rule,
that declaration belied the attitude he

ground.

erendum, was inconsistent
geclarations of former

erendum. Moreover, when

people of Canada by forcing throucsh
‘the Grand Trunk Pacitic legislation,
and the militia act itself provided fur
lecereion in a much wider and morn
drastic forin than the present i1,
which had only a restrictive and mod-~
erite application,

No Serious Cleavage.

1t was true, continued the Suiicitor-
|| General, that there was a great cleav-
are of opinion throughout the couniry
“over conscription, a cleavage intensified
arong Sir Wilfrid’s own followers, as
evince@d by the statements made this

alternoon by Messers, Guthrie and
Pardee. But, said Mr. Meighen, if
every member of the House would

Lionestly explain to his constituents
the meaning and need of the military
service bill, and would present the
isstie squarely to the people without
any party bias or misrepresentation,
there would be no serjous cleavage of

ttained that it would be impracticable’
:I[ ilor the soldiers to cast their ballots
have taken my pledge, and I repeat it
again to-day with more fervor than
before, that If the vote had gome for
conscription the verdict would be ac-
cepted in every part of Canada, even
in that Province where it has been
said it would not be accepted—in Que-
bec. When the majority of the people
have spoken by way of a referendum,
I say that the party will become un-
animous, and every man who record-
ed his vote ageinst it will come for-
ward to do his duty according to law.
If it be defeated, duty is cast upon
and there would be & new
busis, a new appeal to the whole of
“<he people of Canada to come forward
with their best endeavors in the de-
'fence of a noble cause.
friend said that the minority must
admit
If you admit-
ted the policy that the minority can
govern, you could say good-bye to re-

opinion, and no- resistance to the en-
forcement of the act.

Even if there were disunion threat-
enod to the extent of resisting the
law when once passed, it would be
better to ri¥k such disunion than to
risk the greater disunion between the
aoldiers and their dependents and the
rest of the country. “If there Is one
man responsible for the disunion
s7hich he now sees, it is Sir Wilfrid
Laurier,” declared Mr. Meighen. “He
declined a most generous coalition
ofter, and he declined it only on the
ground that he chose to walk with
those who hold back rather than with
those who press forward.

Believes Quebec Will Do Duty,

“But there is a coalition among the
people of Canada, the great majority
of whom are united now, and will
stay united to get a win-the-war Gov-
ernment, irrespective of polltics. Let
him tell his people what this bill
really means, that it is fair to all
Provinces and races in this Domin-
ien, and T believe the people of Que-
beec will do thelr duty, once tl.ey ars
properly led by those who should
lead. For harmony in Canada, the
price we must never pay is national
dishonor. No nation can survive
that.”

The vote was then taken.

Income Tax Proposals To-day.

Just before the House rose
night Sir Thomas White, Minister of
Finance, rove to announce that to-
morrow (Wednesday) he would sub-
mit to Parliament the Government's
new proposals in relation to the im-
position of a wur income tux, This
measure has heen persistently press-
ed for by Liberals, those who sup-
ported conscription maintaining that
it should be accompanied by a morse
adequate assessment of the accum-

ulated wealth of th
Com T e rich men of the

Mr. Graham’s Version
0f a “Misunderstanding’*

Ottawa, July 24.—The followi i
& statement issued b n Gen,
P, (liruhum to-day: v the Hon. Geo.

“In the first place, it
made clear that the meez}::ogu}dwgg
called, not to give members of Par-~
Ilamcnt an opportunity of expressing
their views, but to hear what would
be said by candidates who are rou
members. The members had aiready
dired their opinions in the House,
and everybody knew where we glood.
Mr. Guthrie, AMr. Pardee, Mr. Nes-
bitt. and I all voted for the conscrip-
tion bill in the House and 8poke just
us"strongly at the Toronto meeting.

Many of the candidates gid not
agree that we had adopted the broper
course in leaving Sir Wilfrid Laurier
on the issue as it presented itself. I
may s=ay, though, that most of .hem.
though wanting a further trial of
voluntary recruiting, were in favor
of ultimate conscription if that fail-
ed. I heard only one man declara
he would not vote for conscription
under any circumstances,

“After the candidates, as distinet
from members, had spoken, I said T
would try to outline what imnight be
called a composite view, which J.
certainly did not put forward as my
owyn or that of other conseriptionist
niebers, but which would in a gen-
eral way cover the attitude of the
majority of the non-members who
are candidates. This summary was
taken down and put into shape by
Mr. Grange.

“The mistalke seems to have been
In supposing that it was unanimous-
1y endorsed, and the further unwar-
rantable inference has been drawn
by outsiders that it represented the
views of men who had already spok-
en in the House. As a matter of
fact, there were three or four candi-
dates who dissented from it, but the
majority of non-members who oare
candidates were in accord with it; in
fact, it was drawn to convey, Y as
nearly as one statement could, the

to-

various views which the majority of
the candidates had expressed.”

had taken in 1897, when the prohibi-

tion referendum gave a majority

in

tavor of prohibition, but that verdict
was not acted upon by the Govern-

ment.

AsS to the issue of whether the votes
of the soldiers could be taken or not

in a referendun,

Mr. Meighen noted
ltlmt at the time the soldiers’ vote bill
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