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F. politicians are s'howing open perplexity these days over
what they should do about "patroniage." Some are taking the
easy course and ostentatiously kicking the thing out of the
Dor-though, I suspect, with a wink to certain 'interested by-
s intended to intimate that there is a rear entrance. Others
cussing the probleni honestly, and insisting tlÊat thete is an,
sort of "patronage." . Moreover, they are of the opinion that
be exercised so long as we have the party system worked by
beings. You can des'troy "the letter"-in the formý of a

iage list"-but you cannot uproot "the spirit." When men,
,ether in a political party, and bear ail the wear and tear of a
1 ýcampaign, and dip down in their pockets for the wherewithal,
-ceed in electing men of their own choosing to Parliament or
gislature, they will not-we are told-be content to ýsee the
ho fought against theni treated just like theniselves when the
ment they have put in power is spending its moniey an-d filling

*e a civil
ore than

applies
Lket, and

likewise know a foe wheil it came to revise the tariff. 'fhere woul<
lie nothing to be gained by stipporting the other party, and nothin.,
to be lost by opposing it. It would deal out justice in either case
Every interest which bas anything at stak-e in poilitics would suppor
the men who recognised the value of that support, knowing that i
the other party won they would be, in preci-sely the same position as i

they had fought and "bled" for it.

IN OTHING but unorganised public opinion would be wîth th,
honest party. And how far does that go? How many men d

you know who are neither after an office for themselves nor have arn
wi'fe's'uncle's third cousin who is after one? Or, if they do not fal
into this class, have neither themselves nor their friends any hope o
getting a Governiment contract or a look-in on sonne deal in which i
is well to have "a friend at court"? How many people are absolute-
unc-oncerned, personally, in the party struggle? Now round up thos
whom you know who are free from this feeling even in the'remotes
way; and tell me how mucli genuine liard work will these disintereste,
persons do in a politicai campaign to which they are not drawn b.
'some issue which touches the feelings-such as a religious or racio
cry.? Yet your honest government would have to depen 'd on Vhes
amorphous forces to figlit and 'conquer >every organised pol.tici
influence in the countrýy, marching fof once' ail under one flag-th
proud flag of "patronage."

MAY be too pessimistic in fearing for the fate of the honest party
~but I cannot forget the pure w'hite 'honesty of the Governmner

of Alexander Mackenzie, and the unquestioned honesty of the litti
band of Oppositionists who'fouglit the Government of Sir joli
Macdonald froni 1878 to-let us say-1891, and the unfailing mannc
in whioh they went dowvn to defeat every time they met the "M-ýanit
facturers' Governnient" which opposed them. But 1 arn gettin
dangerously near to party politics. You will say that there were
lot of other reasons for the recurring defeats of the "honest party'
and I will not deny it. Their alliance with the folly of Commerci;
Union with' the United States sufficiently accounted for their ove:
throw in 1891, for instance; and their opposition to the new tran-ý
continental railway damaged' themn heavily in 1882. But the fa<
remains that Canada once had an "honest party," and she wore it dow,
by a steady drizzle of discoiuragement. The result was shown in 18ý
wheni there came fromn every corner of the Liberal camp the fervei
'hope that, now that their party had got into power, it would not Il
fooish enouigh to act as Alexander Mackenzie did and make i
rýetentio'n of power problematical. Ani awfui lot of "honest" Libera
had corne to believe that "honesty is not the best policy"-in politic


