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rupting the country by legislative fraud and auth- 1
orized corruption, and that the investigation whiehi
those jtudgées are going to conaduet is a mock trial.
Well, Sir, upon tliat point I have only to autl this: !
I amn quite sure that whether those two gentlemen
wlho have been selected are known to the lion.
iiiemelxr for South Oxford or not, the people who
do know then, and they are widely known in their:
(ow province, and well knîown, too, hy memnberîs of;'
their profession in other provinces as well, will
kunow how to characterize as fair or baselessly false
and malicious the accusation that. any trial thev
are to conduct is a nock triail. Is i t~rue or false
that we have suppressed the charge whiich lias beei
mnaîde ? Is thiat statement not disgraceftul to thle i
mian wih) uttered iit again ? Why, time and timne
again, I have shownî to thHe House. unniecessarily as
regar'ds thue great majority, uselessly as regar'ds
the lion. ieiber for South Oxfor'd, tiat we
have iot suppressed te charge, tliat we have
refused to> allowi hon. iemhers to try ai large
umuîîber of coitestel electionî caises, many of

whicli lhai been already tried iii the courts.
But ais regards aînytlhing tciionneet a ineher of
this Parlianet or ai mîemiber of this Gov'einmnent
witli these electoral coiiru)tioiis. the cliarges are
there and are to Le investigated if the hou. mzei-
her for Souith Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) liasI
the coiragire to( comue forward to sustain them, air
if lie is Iot siip>îly iyinug w'huen lie tells this House
that these charges'can be proveI. One or the
othier. l'he investigatioi lias beei refused, Sir,
lias it ? The ciarges laive been suppressed, have
tlhey Wliy. Sir, there are the chaîrges to-day ais
framiied by the hon. meiber for West. Ontario
(Mr. Edgar) as emiphasized by the lhon, meniber
for Soîuth Oxfordl liiiîself (Sir Richiard Cartwriglit)
and iii so far as le have clianged them, we liavue
simpffly chaiget thiei to conforn to the violent
lanîguîage witi which the lion. mueiber foi. South
oxford souglit to enforce then and if tiey are
not proved, the result will be to stamp limn with
the namne upon his forehead that lie deserves.
Now, M. Sieaker, in lplace after place in the
charges we have not. hesitated to put before this
commission these statenments that the Postnaster
General is cliarged withi a conspiracy to obtaiin pub-
lic ioney for companies, to obtain thiat mnoney for
companies for electoral puu-poses and for the purpose
of .orruptiing constituenucies-althoughu it nakes'
not a particle of difference as far as lie is <.oneerned,
for lie must fall, if it be true, that he was engaged in
sichi a conspiracy whether he used the noney for
the elections or not. We put that in, too, so that
these lion. gentlemen night prove it if they could,
and in every respect the charges are just as full and 1
specifie, so far as the Postun.aster Genieral is con-
cerned, as they were the day they were brought by
the lion.nemb'er for Ontario (Mr. Edgar). One thing
whichi we have eliminated is the general charge
that other persons interested in these subsidies
nay have given these moneys too, and the general
charge that these moneys were used in some 24 or
25 constituencies, and in sone three or four elec-
tions in each of these constituencies. But, so far
as the charges againist the Government are con-
cerned, and so far as the charges against the Post-
master General are concerned, they are just as
clear and just as precise and just as open for in-
vestigation as the day they were made. The hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)

challenged me to state if they are vague ntow.
They are not vague now, tliaiks to the lion. men-
ber who made then, thanks to the lion. mieuber
for Bothwell who supported them, and thanks to
the hon. mnembàler for South Oxford who sougiht to
drive then home with invective whiel lie is sorry
for* now because lie caniot sustain it. These
charges have been made precise and they have
been ude specifie, aînd if the lion. PostmasterGn-
eral is not afraid to meet them, there are threemîeni
1 who are afraid : ibecause they have just soughlt to
sielter themselves on the plea of privilege against
aippeiriig before tie commission at al. They are
the imenber for Ontario (Mr. Edgar), thei miemnber
for Rothwell (aIr. 3ills> and the mîember for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwriglit. Thie hon. mem-
her for South Oxford lhais declarel that tlese coim-

issioniers are the aippointees of the Postîmaster
Genleral himiiiself. No statemuent more utterly at
varianceie with the truth cau ibe pt uptn Hi n.'« ,
because, as ai facit. thevy have been appoited by this
House aiud hy a vote of this Ho'use practically luna-
n imous as regards their qualitientions. The Oppo-
sition aîbstained fr oium cnmmitting themselves to the
priniciple of aîppointing conn1i:ssioners ait al, but
every memunber of tte. House imows that it was
petfectly consistent for the Opposition t say :
that if the House sliould eveituaîllv appoint coi-
muissioners these men were unîtit' .by reason of
this or that disqualiticationi, ir thlis or t1hat
iliiities.-s of tem]peraiimit. If these comius-
siiners were the villains whoim the lqui. mem-
ber for South Oxford (Sir Ricliard (artwright)
portrays as sitting ou the lbecil Of tlis couitry
from one eid to the other, if thev were par-
tisans, if they were partv hacks, if tliey were
men not versed in the law, if they were men not
likely to lbe impartial, every mse r wh its with-
ini t hese 'walls was challenged to say sI.
1-e had an opportunity to saîy so l:e was
bouiid to say so, notwithstanuidiig lie thouglht,
that no commission sh4ould hie appiointed at aill;
but hon. gentlemen opposite tlid niot dare to av
so, and in spite of the repudiation of the hon.

nemîlber for South Oxford, I teclare that these
commnîissioners were fullv sanctioned liv this House
without a single dissent as to their titness or
disqualitication, and after tssent iad been cial-
lenged or detied, for I defied it mityself stanttling iiin
mY place here. The lion. meimber for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) lias delaîred that the
details whiclh are published iii his reptile story, in
his organ in Toronto, to which orgaini he says we
are so deeply indebted for these diselosures-as we
are, of course, also to himîî, as I have already ex-
plained in the opening remarks I have offered to
the House-the hon. nenber lias declared that
suchi a set of documents with regard to electoral
corruption never in previous times was laid hefore
this country. The hon. gentlemian's mîemnory is
short. He forgets that abouît nine times what was
alleged to have been ex pended iin anv one of these
conistituencies-saving the election of Three Rivers
as to which the statenent is very vague-he for-
gets that about nine times what was spent in the
most expensive of these coustituencies was spent,
at the election of 1887, to secure him a supporter
in a county within 100 miles froim where I stand,
and the hon. inember for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) was not su virtuous or so regretful
then.
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