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Mr. Leach was flot brouglit to trial, if the
Attorney Genieral of Manitoba filed against
himi a nolle prosequi, if the Attorney Gen-
eral sald hie would flot proceed against him,
the only conclusion we can draw Is that
Mr. Leach was absolutely innocent of the
Infamous accusation brouglit against hlm.

In the face of such a condition of things,
it is at least unfair, and, if it were flot for
my bon. friend froua Marquette, I would
Bay unmanily to try to fasten such epithets
on Mr. Leach as are heaped daily upon bis
bead, when those who accuse hlm had flot
the courage to maL-e good their accusa-
tions. But even thougli this is the case,
Mr. Leachi is daily assailed and even In this
Hanse every day bis name is hield up to
obloquy. And when, some time ago, hie was
appointed by this government to super-
intend the distribution of seed grain, my
bon. friend froua North Toronto (Mr. Poster)
said that if hie had known that Mr. Leach
was to be al)pointed to sncb a duty, hie
would have hesitated befowe voting the
moniey for the seed. grain.

Mr. POSTER. Does my right hion. friend
approve of what Mr. Leach did ?

Sir WILFRID LAURIER. When I arn
sbownl that Mr. Leach did anything wrong,
1 shall not approve it ;but up to this time
this has flot been shown. Hlon, gentlemen
opposite cannot escape by this tangent. As-
Éertions bave been made against Mr. Leachb
but wben Mr. Leach asked for the proof
and when the opportunity was givea to
malie the pruof. neither my hon. friend nor
any of bis, friends brought the proof against
hlm.

May I say sometbing personal to myseif.
When I heard the statement made by my
hon. friend froua North Toronto (Mr. Foster)
-wlio, I ikaow, is a strong partisan just as
I amn, and perbaps a littie more-I could flot
believe that bie could maL-e snch a state-
ment unless, ln his own heart and con-
science, hie thought hie liad cause to maL-e it.
1 acquitted hlm altogether of any intention
of consciously doing that man any wrong.
Nevertheless hie was accnsing im ;and
whea I heard s0 strong a statement
froua my hon. friend. I thonght I would
maL-e some personal inquiry to ascer-
tain what was the character of Mr. Leach.
I tooL- some pains to ascertain what was his
character, and I mnst say that the opinion
given me by everybody-at least by those
withi whom I communicated-was that hie
wns a perfectly respectable man. But Mr.
Leach bas since been acting ln the capacity
to which hie was appointed a few weeks ago
ln coanection with the distribution of grain.
There have been some complaints that the
grain was not, every part of it, of good
<luality. 1 may say that lt was flot pur-
chased by Mr. Leach but by Mr. ýCastle--a
man., I understand, who is. absolutely above
reproach. I was given communication of
a newspaper in connection with my in-

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

quiries, and in that newspaper I read the
followving

After a few weeks, however, the farmers
from varjous points in the province began ta
raise objections to the seed which was de-
livered ta them, arnd for whinh they were com-
pelled ta siga a lien on their next year's crop
before they could examine It. Mr. Leach in
a prompt way, arranged for an exchange in
several cases and consequently much publicity
lias been avoided. The fact romains, however,
that Mr'. Cassels has not been doing what is
right by the farmers, and if they had been
forced by Mr. Leach to accept the grain given
Chem it would have been a very bad tlîing for
the country.

Whiat is tlis newspaper which thus speaks
of the work done by MNr. Leach, whose
nomination was assailed by my hion. friend?
It is a Conservative newspaper published lu
the city of Regina.

Mr. SAM. HUGHIES. Wbat is the name
of the paper ?

Sir WILFRID LAURIER. 'The West.'
Passing now to another aspect 0f the ques-
tion, I have to observe that tbis. condition
of thîngs is a very serions oaa.

Mr. FOSTER. Which condition ?
Sir WILFRID LAURIER. The condition

wbicli prevails la Manitoba with regard to
tia adjustment of the lists ia the constitu-
encies. We tbought the work conld. be doue
by the returning officers but, ns my hion.
fiand the Min ister of Justice said the other
day. no one will undertake to-day the dut-
les of returaing officer. The task is such
that the returning officer wou]d have to
subuait ta the saine risks which hae tooL- in
1904. Unless w-e have a change in the law,
the raturning officer will be la the sanie
peril in which hie was la 1904. Suppose
we should have an election to-morrow, the
lists go ta the returning officers as they are,
without having been adjusted ta the federal
constituencies, and the retnrning officer
wonld have the work thrust upon hlm of
doing thils, and hae would have the samne
peril.

Mr. FOSTER. Would my rigbt hon.
friend maL-e it clear wbat bis conception of
the duties of a retnrning officer is ?

Sir WILFRID LAURIER. I shall try ta
aae it clear to my hon. friend. The con-

stituencies are forty-two in number and
there are forty-two lsts. When a return-
ing officer receives the lists, ýsay of Lisgar or
Selk-irk, hie will receive the lists, flot of the
constituency of Lîsgar or Selkirk, 'but: of
ail the parts of the local constituencies
which are included in Llsgar and Selkirk
for the Dominion elections. The boundarles
of these constituencies-

Mr. FOSTER. Dominion constituencies ?
Sir WILFRID LAURIER. Tes, the

boundarias of the Dominion constituencies
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