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Oxford this evening. I have wxid, Sir, that we
thought we knew how much of truth there was in
the hou. gentleman's statement ;: but until the
hon. gentleman and his party weitt a few stages
forward, and we found that, not only in
thix Province of Oantario, but everywhere else
throughout this country, and even in the Ma.
ritime Provinces, of which the hon, gentleman
"has spoken as having been corrupted by Govern-
mient influences, the money that was stolen from
the treasury of a neighbouring province was used
to help them in the elections ; until we heard that
development, and until we found men sitting in
this House by wmeans of that woney, we could
not suspect how much truath that hon. gentle-
man had  uttereld. The  hon.
spoken of railway subsidies.

be defended from hard language ; he is accustomed
to that. Time and again he has been assailed-from
that side of the House in a manner to which [ am
sure he has become callous many years ago.  But
there is just one word of the hon. gentleman which
1 care to bring to the attention of the House on
fthis oceasion ; it is his statement that when my
{ hon. friend was in ottice he jobbed the public trea-
isury for party purposes.  Nirv, every man in this
; broadd Dominion knows that never was a more
Pwanton slander uttered.  There is no love lost on
i the other xide of the House for my hon. friend
i from Nouth Oxford: but no wan up o this
i moment has ever daved, in any manner whatever,
o atter a single breath against his peesonal honour,

gentleman  has ' Hono gentlemen opposite feel so hardly against him
\When we congider | that nut one of then: can forgive him for this, that

that une railway company gave for his purpose as: he is above all things an hotest nian s and if theyp

much as is alleged to have bheen spent in all these

23 constituencies, we can see that there was more !

truth than peetry in the hon. gentleman’s remarvks |
about & great moantain range of which Mr. Rykert
was the visible top.  Now, [ have rveferred to the
only matters that requirved attention in the hon,
gentleman’s remarks, and they did reguive some !
attention fromme as a gateful tribute to the debt |
which 1 felt T owed him for the notice he ook of :
me, and for the kind earve and guardianship which ;
he has shown for we in the past, but which I
trust 1 have explained to him will not be aj
weleome attention in the futuve. I have only to:

say  this, that speaking as the hon, gentlenan

has done with regard to being ashamed of his

country, he has laid hiwself open to the very:

obvious answer that the history of the past twelve
months has proved that this country is desper-
ately ashamed of him.
denunciation of his country, its institutions and
his countrymen, whica the hon. gentleman has
used abroad without ettect, and which ho has used
at home with desperate effect to his friends, the
hon. gentleman felt that he needed some authority,
and he failed to tind any corroboration except him-
self. But, Sir, I venture to say this, that when on
the 1st of July, the people of this conntry will
meet in their varions gatherings to be addressed by
patriotic men, from east to west, while those who
speak and those who hear will, 1 am sure, express,
as they naturally wouid, the greatest desive for
good government and good institnricns m this
country, there is not one of thiem who has u heart
for his country ke will vepudiate in every breath
of Lis patriotism, every word which the hon.
gentleman has used with regard to his country
tu-night.

Mr. LAURIER. Mr. Speaker, if anything were
wanting to vindicate the strong arraignment deli-
vered o few moments ago against the Government
of the day by the hon. member for South Oxford,
it is the langnage we have just heard from the
Minister of Justice in answer to the charges which
my hon. friend has made. In answer—no: not
a word did we hear in answer to the charges made
by the hon. member for South Oxford ; but from
first 1o lust the hon. gentleman had nothing in his
mouth but personal abuse of m{ hon, friend.
Usually cautious in his language, he stoaped on
this occasion from the language of purlinmentary
government to the invective of Billingsgate. My
hon. friend beside me, I am sure, does not care to

v r——

In the stigmatization and ;

could by any means attack hishonourorhis honesty,
wan after man of them would rise and take advant-
age of the opportunity.  But, Sive he is proof
againstall these acensations § and, whatever may be
said of my hon, frivmd, when the history of this
country comes to be written, it will be written of
him that, living in an age of corvraption, he proved
to the last an honest man,  The hone gentleman
said a moment afterwavds that my hon. triend had
appealed to resistance. 1 did not so understand
the langnage of wmy hon friend 5 but even if ho
had, he would have the authority of a gentleman
held in high honour on the other side of the
House. He would have the anthaity of Lord
Salisbury who, not many wecks ago, stated that on
Deertain occasions men were free to disvegard the
i opinion of Parlinment and to take arms against
 the majority if the actions of the majority Jdid not
suit them, the minority.  But there was not, as 1
rsatd a moment ago, one word of answer in all the
Planguage of the hon. gentleman to the charges
i brought on this oceasion by wy hon, friend.  The
 hono gentleman resented  the expression of my
[ hon. friend when he spoke of the trial by the com-
i mission appointed to sit on the charges brought
i soe time ago by the hon. member for West One-
pario (Mr. Fatgar) as being @ mock trinl. 1 have no
: hesitation in vepeating the words of my  hon,
~friend, and Ido so advisedly.  The trial, if trial
iit be, which is o take place before the royal
commission, iz to he a mock trinl. Not that 1
want to impugn in any way the chavacter or the
reputation of the judges who are to hold this in-
vestigation : I would refuse on this occasion, as 1
did on a former oceasion, to utter a single word
against them : I will not even challenge the praise
the hon. gentleman has expressed of thase judges,
But, as the hon. gentleman well knows, it is to be
a mock trinl because the charges are not only emas-
culated but mado unrecogunizuble. Ho has again
stated that he did not in any wuy alter the charges,
that they were the same to.day as when uttered
by the hon. member for West Ontavio (Mr. Edgar),
with the exception only that they were emphasized
by the comments of the hon. membiers for Both-
well and South Oxford.  These very words show
to what extent the trial is to be a mockery. Whe-
ever heard that charges brought by an hen,
member against another were to be tried
not upon the language in which they were
clothed, but upon comments made hy other
members or by anybody else speaking on the same
subject? This is not all.  The hon. geuntleman




