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16 flllKA T SPEECHKS.

to an oppoiiuiit of j{roat talent is n<it

to hit liini with a .sword, hut to crown

hiiu with ii (litiih'iii Ixtyonil his niiik ;

whihj to niiikf «iuot:iti<)nH for the sai<»'

of quoliny is to invite to a l)aii(|iiet of

choiwi dishes and fine wines and yive

nothinj^ hut wind mid eui}»tiness. It'

a hamhsaw wei(! to hicak int<t a siniit-

the sight eouhl hardly he more pur-

poseless or howildering on the specta-

tor than is on an audience on(! of those

hel[)less attempts to display a reading

which does not exist, and Uie very

Buym'stion of the existence of which

is incongruous.

Iteading s|H!eches is a most repn;-

heusilile practice, and one which is

unfortunattdy aided hy the desks.

The theory of the ('hamher is that

it is a placf! to think, to consider, to

del)ate, to take counsel one of an-

other. A written speech is an im-

pertinence with the comjilexion of a

fraud—the vfM-y namc! ot Parliamc^nt

shows that it is intended for the in

terchange of thoughthy spokenspeech,

and, therefoie, of the man's own
thonghts, JUit if a mend)er is i)er-

niitted to n^ad speeches, \w may em-

j)loy a secretary to do his writing and

liis speech-making for him, ju.st as

some clergymen have heen known to

huy .seriiinUN at so much a dozen.

Iveading a speech may lie an elaborate

imposition on tiie public, and especially

on the constituents of the member.
One of the papers .says Mr. Blake en-

courages tilt? practice. If he does, he

is, as leader of a party, guilty of a

very high crime and a very great mis-

demeanour against the practice of Par-

liament and tne best interests of his

country. But T see no evidence that

he does. The most ludicrous spectacle

I ever saw was at Washington. A
member of Congress, arms akimbo,

a pile of printed matter before him,

from which, striking a theatrical at-

titude, to a jabbering house, the

' speaker ' read out his ' speech.'

Were tln' practice jiermitted. it

would end in speeches l>eing put in as
rt'ail, which would mort; than ever
tiausfcr the consideration of i|u» stions

from parli.iment to the stump. 'I"he

stuuip has its use
;
parliauient has its

use. Ihit the utility of both is im-

l)aired if their functions are not kept
distinct. 'I'he real object of meeting
in ^^arl lament is too much lost sight

of. If one of the gn-at fathers of

parliamentary discussion were to enter

our assendilies, and see the pages run-

ning hither anti thither, whenever the

snii|) of the lingers is heard, meml)er8
writing, letters and books being sent

oil' to the post, he would fee! as much
siiocked US if he came on a Pnjsby-

terian divine keeping the Sabliath by
line fishing and skimming a volume
of 'Zola 'or 'Uui<la.'

£ have, or think 1 liave, a great

deal more to say. But f must not

otlend against ni} own precepts. Tht)

audience 1 have been thinking of

while writing thsee hurried lines is

not in Ottawa l)Ut Toronto, not mem-
biirs of parliament, but the young men
who meet every Saturday night in

O.sgoode Hall, and of whose generos

^ity 1 have not bec^n able to avail my-
self this winter as I did last. Unable
to criticize them, 1 liave criticised

others for their sake—not less imj)ar-

tially, not less wholly free from all

political motives, 1 hope, than if 1

were speaking in that convention

where no politics are allowed to in-

ti lido—and as a pledge that my
thoughts have often reverted to them,

1 dedicate to th«! Osgoode Legal and
Literary Society, this brief essay,

which from first to last hints at rather

than lays down, and establishes the

propositions for which I would fain

find a home in their minds, and kin-

dred minds throughout the entire

Dominion. The present belongs to

older men, and may it long belong to

them. But the future is for the

yov\ng. Let them see to it that they

shall tice([ual to their fate.
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