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Government's Right to Office

I want now to refer, and very briefly, to
some special circumstances which make the
offence of the present assumed administra-
tion stili more culpable. In what circum-
stances was the late appeal made? Hon.
gentlemen will remember that Mýr. King as
head of the government of the tume declared
in a speech he made at Richlnond Hill in the
constituency of North York, that an appeal
was necessary. Before I proceed to quote hie
words, I wanit to emphasize again, by way of
precaution, that for the soundiness of my con-
stitutional position I do flot depend a particle
on any a .n whatever made by the Prime
Minister iàflicbmond Hill or anywhere else.
No mnatter what 'he says, no matter upon
whnt ground he appealed to the people, hav-
in- appealed and finding himself not only de-
feated but the head, of only a minority group,
no goverr.ment would have the right, witb
lîim still the assumcd Prime Minister, to
attempt to function in parliament. But the
character of the offence, not from its constitu-
tional aspect but from. other aspects, is the
more ineomprehensible when we recall just
the circumaltances under whieh hie made his
appeal. Speaking at Richmond Hilil on the
6th of Septeinber last, he spoke, as follows:

As I have airedy saisi, I bave not the least doubt
we sball ba able to command such support as we
ait along have had in the Roes of Gommons at
aniother session; but sheai we be able to do more
than thaut? That la the question I have put to
every oue of mny celleagus la -the goverwnnt, andti l
net a few of the enem It ia a question I now
put to you who hava heneured me with your repre-
sentation in the Houe nf Cornins. It ia a question
1 put la the electorate of this country. la it auffloient
that as a goverument we ehould continue in office.
dmswig ourinldemnities and salaries as mnembersa nd
iaisters, andi enjoying ithe other -fruita of office, when

great national questions prs for solution, with whieli
for want of an adequata rnajority in pesTiament we are
unabla satisfactorily la nope?

Then he uscd this further language-and
the speech froue which I quote was given to
the press dictated in advance, and is no doubt
the matured production of the then Prime
Minister's mind:

I refer now la ail important national prcnblemns that
are pressing for solution, and wh.ich cannot ha anivati
in a pardiament con.titutad altar the manner of the
pailismont, eleoird in 1921, or by sny govemament
which doe not commandi a substantiel msjority la
the House of Commons. Let me reallj what 1 said a
mornent or twoeago. As a govamment wa cm continue
to holid office. We could, I helieve, so arrange mu
sessionai programme as la commnandin tu he Houas of
Gommons a support equal la that we have had desrlag
the Iaat four yeani, but 1 doulot if we ceuld do mncre
thon that. I deubt if, on the ave of a genera
eàect.im, we could introduoe dn pedainont sny gret
measure of reforin wituhout its whole ahm and purpose
being completely misconatrueti ansi the legidation itsalf
beiag t'hwarted. At meat we wokid ha reduned la
rnsrkimg tome. Tis la noît a moment in our country'a
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forward.

Then he proceedoed to recite some of the
questions which imperatively demand solu-
tion, and he used this language:

May I gy further, I beqieve eaeh of the probleme
moentioned is a pressing oe, I do not 'believe that any
one of the four man be desit ith effectively at a
lest asessnon panliamient. They ean odil ha satie-
factorily dealt with tby a Heusa of Commons fradi
frein the people and wlith a mandate frein the people
te carry out their will. I would say further, 1 do
not believe that any ena of the four can b. desit
with effctive<y by a goverumnent which is not eup-
ported by a subsatel nmjority in the Heuse of
Gemmons. Group governmnt and minority govern-
nient may ba inevitable in transitionat phases of oui
po1itical history, but neither la the kind of govemment
wvherewith te achieve great reforma.

The opening speech of the csinpaigu was
flot the only one in whidh these sentiments
were outlined. Spealcing at Regina on Sep-
tember 29, just oie montb before te elections,
the Prime Minister is reported to 'have used
the following language:

He waa coesvinced thaît a govern-ment without a
lange niajority in tii. Comunen ceuld mot govern
Coesada, with ail ita problems. If the geverninent
had .possessed. a large majority it weuld net have
been necssry te appeal to the country and the elan-
tion would not hava been held until 1927.

But ail hon. members of the House are
lully fâmiliar wi'th -this language used on
mnany successive occasions by the Prime Min-
dater of thaît time. I do flot need to quote
any further. The Prime MiniSter on many
occasions said: This eleetion is held for one
reason and one only. We have but a majority
of one in parlianent-as lie termed it, a
4'visible" miajoaity of, one. We have to
depend for sueli support as we can get upon
the Progressive party-they, î suppose were
the "invisible" majority. We cannot attack
the problems of Canada dtpending on thefr
support. We cannot iadequately conduct the
;business of this country as a government when
we thave to depend upon the support of the
Progressives under circumotances which, he
eaid, bore down upon themn, hdbblcd them. and
prevencbed the realisation of his policy.
J3ecause of these eircumatances and these cir-
cumstances alone, fie appealed for a decisive
niaiority. Now, what is his position? Under
iwhat circunistances: does he ask to be allowed
to conduct public affaiTs stiil? Where is his
tnajority of one? Where is the "visible"
majority? It bas turned into a minority of
over f orty. Where is now the "invisible"
mai ority? Even if ail support -him-in order
to carry his measures lie would have to get
the whole of them-it would onIy give a
majority varying from one to ten, whereas in
the last House he had a majority of something
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