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IRST Lord Dundonald was guilty of a
breach of the very discipline he was
id to maintain; in Toronto on July 15
was gilty of a breach of faith. He
oke fa.th with the committee in charge
the Cemonstration and placed the com-
ittee in the dilemma of deception. There
re hundreds of Liberals who joined
the n.eeting at Massey Hall on the
ength of a public statement that there
re no political references in theaddress.
noug those on the platform was the
ief editor of the Globe who cays that
ere were Liberals on the platform whose
Bsence was specially requested by the
mittee and to whom assurances were
en personally by members of the com

ttee that coxtroversial political ques-
ns were forbidden alike Yy the intention
the committee and the purpose of the
hering.

Vhat happened?

n »2 address carefuily written ouat pre-
us to the gathering Lord Dundonald
ntonly assailed the government and
de an appeal to the people to avonge his
issal by condemning the government.
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Dundonald’s Latest Offence.

The committee had communicated the text
of the address to be presented to the Gen
eral which made it clear that the aemon
stration was planned in his honor as a
British officer and distinguishea solaier.
The Globe published an editorial days
before repeating the assurances of the com-
mittee that (here would be nothing in the
proceedings to preclude Liberals *endorsing
them by their presence. In the face of
all this Lord Dandonald deliberatelysbroke
faith with the committee and betrayed the
confidence of the Liberals, which confi-
dence, the Globe says, was ‘‘completely
misplaced.’”’ That paper adds that the in-
cident proves that if Lord Dundunald is
an able soldier ‘‘he lacks utterly those other
qualities which are absolately necessary in
the administration of the important office
that he held. "

Let us examine u few of Lord Dundon-
ald's statements He nsed strong langu-
age yet complained that strong language
had been used by a newspaper avainst him
All rightthinking and all loyal peopleshar-
ed his views, he claimed. This raises two
questions. JWhat right has an officer in the




