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003 during a particular year, in hi* speed*, 
delivered In Toronto on An*. 24, 1890, Sir 
Richard Cartwright took this position, and 
as they have Issued this speech as a cam
paign pamphlet (Political Pointers No. 1), 
the Government may be fairly assumed to 
have adopted his defence. Sir Richard's 
defence amounts to this: The expenditure 
of 98 or 37 millions In 1886 was too great 
under the then existing conditions. Here 
are his words: "In 1896, when the Liberal 
party objected, and with good cause, to 
the great expenditure, I doubt if since 
Canada became a nation. If since the period 
of Confederation,, there was ever a time 
when there was such a need for economy 
as there was In that year." Unfortunately 
for such a defence as this, the complaint of 
extravagant expenditure and onr promises 
had no reference to the year 1896. The re
solution I have quoted was adopted at Ot
tawa In 1893. The remarks of Sir Louts 
Davies were made In 1893. It was In 1899 
that Mr. Mills said (hat the expenditure 
could be cut In two without Impairing the 
efficiency of the public service. Mr. Mu- 
lock spoke in 1895 and Mr. Paterson In 
1890. It simply Is not true that our com
plaint was because of an expenditure In any 
one year. What we desired the electorate 
to believe was that the late Government 
were spending several millions more per 
year than the necessities of the public 
service required, and our promise was that. 
If placed In power, we would, to quote the 
language of Mr. Charlton, "at once reduce 
the public expenditure and effect other 
savings to the extent of five million dol
lars per annum without Impairing the effi
ciency of the service.” Mr. Charlton spoke 
In 1893, and It Is reasonable to suppose that 
a gentleman ai bis grasp and ability did 
not mistake the meaning of the declaration 
of the platform, nor misunderstand the pro 
mise It was meant to convey.”

The Debt ta Increased.
At the time the Mackensle Government 

went out of power the net debt of the Do
minion was 8140,000,000. When the late 
Conservative Government went out of office 
It had risen to 8258,497,482. This Increase 
we, as a party, qpndemned. “viewed It 
with alarm,” to use the language chosen 
by onr convention to express our attitude 
regarding It. It is usele 
tend that we did not wl

IS
redeemed, was

he saht that 
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cornea yet more startling. We promised 
troc agricultural Implements. The duty re
mains as before. We promised free oint 
oil; we have reduced the duty one cent 
per gallon. We promised free cottons; the 
duty bn gray cotton has been raised from 
22% per cent, to 85 per cent., on prints 
from 80 to 85 per cent., find on sewing cit- 
ton from 12% to 1» per cent. It Is simply 
Idle to pretend that onr tariff pro. 
mises have been kept, or that 
any honest at serlpue attempt has 
been made to keep them. And, once more, 
let me say that only by repudiating our 
pledge-breaking leaders and by assisting 
to bring them to merited punlAment can 
we, the rank and file of the party, avoid 
a guilty participation In the flagrant offence 
against political decency.

Sir Wilfrid’s Double Game.
Just before the last general election, 

rty, as he bad a right 
urier made a distinct

done by a political party, a thing practic
ally impossible^ poll\ a majority of the 
whole electorate. For the temperance 

' leaders to agree to such a proposition would 
be to be guilty of almost Inconceivable 
treachèry to those who trusted them, for 
they could not have helped knowing that 
It would be simply Impossible to get a ma
jority of the whole electorate on any pro
position. Certainly the opponents of pro
hibition bad no knowledge of_any such 
agreement, else they would not have taken 
the trouble and gone to the expense they 
did to roll up a vote against prohibition, 
when all. that wa* needed was to stay at 
home. It Is not possible to believe that 
Hon. G. W. Roes, for example.knew of such 
an agreement, or was a party to it, for he 
is oh record as declaring, when'onee It was 
proposed to amend the Canada Temperance 
Act, so as to require a majority vote of the 
whole electorate to enact It in any munici
pality, that such a condition would "take 
an unfair advantage of public opinion, tnd 
render It almost impossible for public opin
ion to be fairly recorded. Why, at the 
general election, Sir Wilfrid Laurier him
self polled 470 votes less than a majority 
of the electorate in his constituency, and 
the nine members of the present Ministry, 
who were elected In 1896. fell short 

majority of the 
ridings by 4170.

huvsall look and condone the treachery and desen 
tlon of principle of which onr leaders n.„ 
been gnllty, would not only be 
ate decision on onr part to make 
and onr party partaken of their cun* 
against political decency, but It worts 
mean putting a premium upon falsehood 
promise-breaking, and treachery to ms. i 
clple, and a recognition of these as lesl 
mate weapons of political warfare; a n„ 
pect from which every decency.loving cat 
dlan must recall with horror.
Party Needs to Be Be sewed p 

Present Leaders.
If the Liberal party bq. what we bell,

It to be, a great fofee for political good 
this Dominion; If its principles be fom 
as we have believed, upon ethical and 
nomlc truth, we need not fear that » 
be permanently weakened by rescuing 
from the leadership of men who have f 
false to all their professions,

pledges, and who n 
party nothing , 

machine
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of the people, then the people must be 
needlessly taxed now to the tune of $13,- 
«2,824 annually. Unies# he was then en
gaged In an attempt to deceive the peo
ple, the expenditure, which he said was too 
great by 87.67UK», then, I* «6,888,6311 
too great now.

a deltber. | 
onrselies 1 It

Did Not Repeat! the Tariff.
The protective tariff and the whole sys

tem and principle of protection wan de- 
noeneed la car platform, and We positively 
pledged ourselves to repeal It. Upon no 
question were our leadens, the ritembOr# or 
the present Government, more dear and 
emphatic than on this. At the Ottawa 

Convention, Sir Wilfrid Laurier declared: 
“The servile copy of the American system 
brought amongst os by the Conservatives 
Is, like its prototype, a fraud and ^ rob
bery, and I call upon you. one and all, to 
pronounce at once and give y onr emphatic 
support to the" proposition that we shall 
never 'rest until we have wiped away from' 
onr system that fraud and robbery under 
which Canadians suffer." On another oc
casion, he sqid: "I will not be satisfied 
unyi the last vestige of protection bas 
been removed from the soil of Canada. Our 
great reform 1» to put away from the sou 
of Caoadq the last vestige of protection.'' 
Once again, he said: “Call It protection, 
ça* It feudalism, can It slavery, 1 care 
not; It le the same thing. It differs only 
In degree ; it la bondage." (fir Richard 
Cartwright denounced protection as "noto- 
iug more nor tea# than a deliberate, legal
ised and organised robbery.” and “the 
very highroad to political slavery first, and 
Industrial slavery afterwards," Onr pol
icy, from first to last,- Sir Richard de- 
clnrad, “has been to destroy the vlltalnons 
system of protection by free trade, a reve
nue tariff, or Continental free trade." 
Speaking at the Ottawa convention, Sir 
Wilfrid Laurier said: “We will relieve the 
people of protection, which la a fraud, a 
delusion and a robbery;" and again, “Let 
It be well understood, then, that from this 
moment we have a distinct issue with tne 
party in power. Their Ideal la protection; 
our Ideal la tree trade; thetr Immediate 
,object Is protection: oars a tariff tor rev
enue, and for revenue only. Upon this Is
sue we engage In battle.” In the platform 
of principles adopted at Ottawa are these 
words: "We denounce the principle of pro
tection as radically unsound and unjust to 
the masses of the people.” On that plat
form, as In toe words of Hr Wilfrid Lau
rier, last quoted, the Issue between tne 
two parties Is declared to be "clearly de
fined,” and onr tariff plank ends with this 
solemn, definite, clear-Cot déclaratlco:“Thls 
Issue we unhesitatingly accept, and upon it 
we ewalt, with the fullest confidence, the 
verdict of the elector# of Canada." pages 
of the officiel pamphlet to which 1 have 
referred are filled with argument» In favor 
of free trade, and In opposition to pro
tection. But I need not dwell longer upon 
this Ne Liberal who cares to preserve a 
decent reputation ter candor and truth
fulness will attempt to deny that onr 
party, when appearing for the support of 
the electorate, made a solemn promise 
that, If entrusted with power, we would 
at once aboil.* the system of orotectlon.
I notice that the Premier Is credited by 
the newspapers with having said, In the 
coarse of e recent address, that he and bis 
party never promised free trade. I am 
not willing to believe that he has been 
reported with absolute accuracy, fog such 
a statement by him would evidence 
a recklessness of utterance and a contempt 
for the understanding and Intelligence or 
bis audience an eh art'I would not like to 
believe any public man could be guilty or 
and entertain. t

Promises Thrown to the Wind.
No statements conld be plainer: 

misse more explicit than onr ore-election
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speaking for the Sari 
to do. Sir Wilfrid Xa 
statement of policy,' looking to the secur
ing of mutual preferential trade between 
Canada and Great Britain. He declared 
that the time -was ripe to obtain this boon, 
that Mr. Chamberlain bad come to the 
conclusion that th,e time had arrive#! when 
It was possible for Great Britain to <lve 
to the colonies a preference for their pro
duct* over the products of other nations. 
Sir Wilfrid made a solemn promise that If 
successful at the then approaching dec 
tlaiR he would “send commissioners to 
London to arrange for a basis of prefir- 
entkal trade.” How has this promise been 
kept? Has any honest effort been made 
to redeem It? Why, one of the Ministers, 
speaking for hie colleagues,' has declared 
that the very Idee that such a preference 
could be obtained by ns Is “arrant hum
bug.” A preferential advantage has been 
given the manufacturers of Great Britain 
in our markets, whether wisely or not I 
shall not argne. Bnt this one-sided asrange- 
ment is not what Sir Wilfrid promised to 
endeavor to obtain; not what he pledged 
himself to "send commissioners to I oto- 
don” to arrange for. There was no materi
al difference In the declared policies of the 
two parties on this question prior to the 
general election. Both leaders professed 
to aim at the same thing, and that, the se
curing for Canadian producers, particnlariy 
Canadian agriculturists, a tariff advantage 
In the British markets, as compared with 
their foreign competitors. There has since 
been no change in the attitude of the Con
servative patty, and yet onr leaders have 
led ns Into a position of positive hostility 
to what both parties favored, prior to the 
elections, and which onr opponents still 
favor. They still staid for preferential 
treatment for onr farmers In the British 
markets; onr leaders declare such a pro
posal to be “arrant humbug." Speaking, 
Prior to the election, of the advantage of 
the arrangement he had promised to "seed 
commissioners to London" to negotiate for, 
Sir Wilfrid Laurier «ald:"W# sell oor goods 
In England. We send oor wheat, oor bat
ter, our cheese, all

recreant iall their 
nlae In onr
nor better
keep them In office. The overthrow 
punishment of the leaders who have 
trayed and disgraced us is the moat 
portant preaent duty to which we i 
pot onr hands and do with all

n
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That done we may again look the world 
the face, for we shall have vindicated 
party and proved 0W right to claim 
ourselves the highest earthly tltl 
men. We will then be able

of an actual 
electorate In their 
Yet Sir Wilfrid and his colleagues had no 
hesitancy or prickings of conscience About 
accepting their minority of the votes as 
an ample evidence of the will of the elec
torate. But, It we assume that Sir Wll- 
|frld was candid and truthful when He told 
of that "Implied” agreement; assuming that 
the Liberal temperance men In the conven
tion did—as he, In effect, charges them with 
doing—enter into a conspiracy to humbug 
the temperance people, does this make the 
pool tlon of our leaders any better,
It lessen In any degree onr duty to stamp 
with our disapproval men who put forward 
as an excuse for being false to their public 
Pledge, the astonishing plea that they had 
all along been determined to be false to it, 
and that they had, In fact, conspired with 
others to make It safe for them to be false 
to it?

more
advocate those political Ideal» ln which 
have believed and once mar» to a»k j 
public to believe us when we promlJ 
stand by those Ideals. This wHI inrolr, 
reorganization of the party, It 
jected. Doubtless, bnt If 
between reorganization and the 
the degradation, of being Justly r 

party of pledge-breakers. wmiff°,” 
by a cabal of place-holders, who have D 
en recreant to every principle they < 
professed, I do not" think honest men 
hesitate long before making theft deeli 

have already said, I am not adding 
myself to aqyz within the Liberal li 
who regard the getting and holding 
power and office as the proper end and 
of all political effort. 1 am trying to « 
only to those who are and have been I 
***** because of their sincere belief m 
principles of Liberalism. I have made 
statement which Is not folly warrant^ 
the facts. If I have spoken strongly « 
because this Is a time for plain «peal 
and for strong speaking, and my only 
gret is that I am not able to command 
language needed to fittingly characterise 
conduct of men who betrayed a great m 
and a great canse for the paltry cmM 
tlon of office* and

may be 
we rt#at .h,

1
as a

or does SwAs I
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SLiberals’ Ugly Record of Promises 

Made aad Broken.
It would be utterly wearisome to review 

in detail all the ugly record of promises 
made and broken by the present Govern
ment. I can only glance at some of those 
not already noted. We declared that the 
number of paid Ministère In the Cabinet was 
too great under the late Administration. We 
have the same number still, and their ag
gregate salaries are 84000 per year greater, 
one-half this sum going into the pocket of 
the Minister who recently declared that 
every pledge had been kept. We denounced 
the expenditure on account of superannua
tion, and pledged ourselves to wipe It ont; 
It was greater by 814.331 In 1899 than It 
traa In 1896. We denounced as useless 
the creation of the Department of Trade 
and Commerce. The “useless" department 
has been continued. We promised to abol
ish the Senate, or radically change tta con
stitution; by affording that body an oppor
tunity to save the country from the 
quences of extravagant and corrupt le*is, 
the Government has enabled the Senate > 
to demonstrate Its usefulness, almost Its 
Infflspensablllty. We denounced the develop
ment of monopolies, trusts and combines, 
os a consequence of the policy of our op
ponents; not a single one of those which 

la existence In 1896 has been destroy
ed or put ont of business, while others have 
been created and given a footbol/ In the 
country By-the direct action of foe 
eminent. We declared that the expendi
ture for the administration of justice Was 
too great, Sir WBfrld Laurier even going 
so far as to say that thousands of io/larz 
paid to counsel had been Improperly, tt net 
corruptly, paid; the expenditure of tola de
partment has been Increased by $bS3,0OO. 
We denounced the expenditure of 8120,000 
for Immigration purposes ; we have mot* 
than doubled tola expenditure. Increasing 
It to 8255,000. We condemned the grant
ing of public lands as bonuses to railways; 
only by the opposition of toe Senate was 
toe Government prevented from 
mating a deal by which twenty-five thous
and acre* of gold-hearing lands, to be se
lected by the beneficiaries; was to be given 
per mile for toe building of a narrow-gauge 
tramway, a transaction so flagrantly Im
proper that several Government supporters 
refused to rote for tt, and it Is doubtful 
If anyone would now be willing to defend 
It on Its merits. We denounced the'granting 
of cash bonuses to railways, oeclartig It 
to be a "fruitful sonfee of Jobbery, pecula
tion and corruption”; we have well-nigh 
ont-Heroded Herod by the reckless way ln 
wTilch we have granted cash bonuses to 
railways, giving. In one Instance, for the 
same railway, two millions more than we 
had condemned our opponents for offering, 
and ln another, actually granting a bonne 
to a road for which no charter had been 
granted, and which was not even projected. 
We condemned all corruption, yet our lead
ers have made us responsible for the 
Crow’s Nest Job, by means of which toe 
directors of the leaning Government

X for us to pre- 
and expect the 

electorate to believe that, If entrusted with 
the management of public iffalrs, we 
would at least not Increase this debt, al
ready, as we contended, too large. Such a 
pretence would nelth* deceive others nor 
ourselves. «In the pamphlet to which I 
bare already referred, among a number of 
"Reasons why the Liberal party should be 
entrusted with the administration of the 
Government of Canada" Is the following: 
"Because the Liberal party again placed 
In power will stop the Increase of the pub
lic debt and commence Its reduction as 
quickly and as rapidly as possible." Yet ln 
the face of tfcla distinct and solemn pro
mise the present Government have actual
ly Increased the public debt by not less 
than 86,456,000. I take the figures- from 
the statement of Sir Richard Cartwright. 
Can we, as a party, deny that In this mat
ter of the publie debt and public expendi
ture our pledgee and promises have been 
broken; shamefully, disgracefully broken? 
And remember that even while admitting 
that toe public debt baa been added to, toe 
Government claim that they have been In 
receipt of revenues exceeding those enjoy
ed by their predecessors by many millions 
of dollars.

THE TORONTO TENm
j Proposed Amendxnen 

Relea—Highlander 
sued Imperial!

The Toronto Tenpin Boj 
at the Llederkrans last J 
dent C. Boyd ln the chalj 
log delegates present : L 
Wells; Llederkrans B, H 
J. W. Nealon'i Body Gua 
Highlanders, T, Selby; Q 
Q.O.R.B.C., W. Meàdoïj 

Several motions were pnj 
on at a meeting on Mood 

It was moved by H. Wei 
can play for more than <J 
year, without permission

That plus In good condll 
piled by each alley.

That toe Individual pr 
according to a player’s q 

| the average be taken froi 
1 on each alley.
E- That there be only one J 

In place of the two lasti 
: bome-and-home metcBtes 

doing away with the spd 
end ol the season. ]

That the dabs entering 
In as many of the names 
possible.

The following motions eJ 
That last season's rules 

l be again adopted.
That the entries and feed 

sent In before Nov. L as] 
f , start on Nov. 7. NearM 
I teams will enter, while 
i new club, has Joined. tI 
( présentât!ve stated that | 

not enter a regimental to 
Cempany would take their

empty titles. To 
great body of hqnest Liberals-* |,r— , 
Jorlty of onr party as ! belleve-f w- 
say, do not hesitate to do what le plat 
your duty. It Is not tbs part of tree * 
to falter and hesitate for fear of eoa 
quences; their part It to do right, ne 
doubting that the consequences of ri| 
action mast be gond. De not fear for r 
eral principles, nor donbt that In good tl 
the party organization and the party le 
ere will coma to carry forward then pr 
ctpljs and to lift the banner of Liberal! 
from the mire hi which falthlei 
treacherous leaders have trampled 
great and Just can#* was #r#r final 
because leaders proved false and if 
the rank and file only prove tree, , 
f nee to wink at or condone the train 
our lender» we need have no tta , 
doubt of the ultimate triumph et I 
lam in Canada.

onr natural products, 
hut there we have to compete with similar 
products from the United States,
Russia/ and from other nations, 
what* s great advantage it

frote 
Just she 

would be to 
Canada if the wheat, cheese and butter, 
Which we send to England, should be 
In England with a preference over similar 
products of other nations. The possibilities 
are iromenoe.” Was all this “arrant hmk- 
bng ? Can we pretend, and can we expect 
to be believed If we do pretend, that the 
one-sided preference we have given to Brit
ish producers In onr markets hears oven's 
decent resemblance te the mutual prefor- 
ence whoa* advantages were so glowingly 
pictured by 81r Wilfrid? The advantages of 
the one were declared te be Immense: It 
would take a microscope to detect any ad
vantage to Canadian farmers in the other. 
What are we to any. as Liberals, M we 
be asked. What of your party's promise 
to work for the securing of preferential 
treatment In the. British markets? What 
answer shall we make if wj be asked con- 
corning those commissioners who were to 
be rent to London? ShalHt be said of the 
rank and1 file of the Liberal party that they 
contentedly allowed their leaders to make 
of them a party that regards pre-election 
pledges as a Joke, and a permissible way of 
cozening the electors?
Deliberate Deception 

hlbltlon.

:onee-

met

Here again are Hr Richard wereCartwright’s words : "Our srroes Income 
for 1899 will be 46 millions at least, as 
against 84 millions In 1896." 
not only have the Government to content 
that they have broken the osrtv’e pledge 
not to increase the public debt/' 
have increased It despite toe ffM 
weTe In receipt and enjoyment of e 
ly Increased revenues. How can 
party, hope to ever again enjoy the confi
dence and respect of the people at large if 
we allow onr leaders*to thus brazenly break 
onr solemn pledges end promises, without 
rebuke at onr hands? Is It to b« supposed 
that a people so Intelligent as ours will not 
consider this Increased expenditure and 
added debt in the light of the charge we 
made against our otiponents of corroptlon 
and malfeasance? Her

frig
Years sincerely, * •

! H. H. 00.
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others, might have won. 11

■ of toe Leopold Cnp serid 
second «tiled for that td

■ first, the race was not s;J
I limit, which was 2% hod 
I was a triangular, one, 1%
■ the boats sailing (the J 

make nine mile*. When 
was fired there was not «U

■ but It soon revived, and <3 
if along st toe rate of thrd 
! The Etelka gradnallv g|

■ other boat* and at the 
In third place. The Mod 
Roy wee second. After ed 
a number of boats came li

■ -, less to proceed In the I 
I but the Mamie, Etelka anl 
I and finished as follows: I

», Vera, The difference In tl 
first two was about a mini 
ference between the second 
3 min. 80 sere. As the rad 
In’ the allotted time, the I 
to the winner. The next I 
on Saturday, Oct. 13.
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evening for falling to report bin*
nbe£tod’t£d!£ Prl“" releMe Uc

Gun»—La 
from 87.

bo pro-

one» ln this question. Yet, with shame and 
humiliation, we most confess that they 
have been thrown to the winds. When 
the new Finance Minister made his first 
budget speech, and brought down hfe first 
proposals for tariff changes, ,there did 
seem to be something tike evidence of an 
honest Intention to carry ont the promises 
BO solemnly made; but that tariff waa with
drawn and another substituted, In which 
there waa not the faintest evidence of any 
intention or desire, to depart from the pro
tective principle which had been the avow
ed central Idea of the tariffs of successive 
Conservative Ministère of Finance. 8o far 
waa the new tariff from being an attempt 
to “put away from the soil of Canada the 
laat vestige of protection," as Hr Wilfrid 
Laurier had so loudly promised to do, so 
for was It from being an effort to "relieve 
the people of protection," that the Hon. 
Mr. Tarte felt himself Justified In assuring 
the protected manufacturers that, "while 
the present Government has found Itself 
obliged to make many changes for the 
sake of a removal of anomalies, and for 
other reasons, It has taken 
toe tariff shall remain sufficiently high to 
afford ample protection to Canadian Indus
tries." Did any Conservative Minister ever 
offer or promise more since Sir John Mac
donald, ln 1881, ftrat announced fils 
of “ample protection to Canadian indus
tries"? Mr. Tarte went on: "I say that 
the grand principle of toe tariff, as it 
lets to-day, will remain unchanged, 
shall make slight alterations, a# It 
seem to ns that they are needed, bnt the 
tariff as a whole will stay ae it is at 
ont."

teat mproved 
franklin's, 25 Queen

con sum-
TO CURE A COLD I* ON

Take Laxative Bromo Qui all 
Alt druggist* refund toe mone 
to cure. 26c. E. W. Grove’s slgi 
each box.

ere Is the charge ns 
made by the Ottawa convention: “The con. 
ventlon deplores the gross corruption ln the 
management and expenditure of public 
moneys which for years past has existed 
under the rule of the Conservative party.”

R All Means Coemption.
I» It to be supposed that an Intelligent 

and thoughtful people reading such a 
charge and then reflecting that oor pre
sent leaders are expending far more pub
lic money for practically the same public 
service will ask them selves the question, 
"Were these charges of corruption true?" 
and, if they were, must there not be either 
greater corruption or almost unthinkable 
mismanagement bow? Bnt serions as such 
a reflection upon either the truthfulness or 
honesty of onr leaders Is, It Is trifling when 
compared with th# charge, which can nei
ther be denied nor explained Away, that 
they have deliberately and flagrantly de
ceived the public, and broken the solemn- 
pledgee they gave for the purpose of ob
taining office and power. Let mr again re
peat, for It cannot be too often 
strongly Insisted upon, that unless we of 
the rank #nd file of the party clear 
selves of complicity ln their criminality 
by repudiating onr foresworn leaders, we 
must be content to be held to be consenting 
parties to the shamefnl deception which 
bag been practised upon the people of Can
ada,

■S to Pro-

=There could hardly be a more flagrant 
case of deliberate deception than the action 
of our present leaders upon the prohibition 
plebiscite. At the convention of 1893, ! a 
resolution ln favor of a prohibitory liquor- 
law was offered by Mr.F. 8. Spence. Speak
ing upon this question and upon what ought 
to be the attitude of toe Liberal party to
ward It, Sir Wilfrid took the ground Jhat 
no definite policy could well or properly be 
declared until the Royal Commission, then 
Investigating the subject, had completed Its 
work, and made lta report. TTie convention, 
however, toolf the view that the wish of tjie 
people should be ascertained Ify means of 
a plebiscite, and the following resolution 
Was passed:

"Whereas public attention Is at pres- 
ent much directed to a consideration of 
the admittedly great evils of In temper- 
ance, It is desirable that the mind of 
the people should be clearly ascertained 

he question of prohibition, by mean# 
Dominion plebiscite.”

I do not think there is a single Intelli
gent man who will think, or an houost 
man who will say, that the plain meaning 
of this resolution, the meaning that It whs 
Intended and expected that the electorate 
would attach to It, was neither more sbr 
less than this: That If the plebiscite 
should show a clear majority of the votes 
polled hi favor of prohibition, then we 
pledged ourselves to Introduce and carry a 
prohibitory liquor law. As the report of 
the convention shows, this waa the mean
ing attached to It by Hon. T. W. Anglin, 
who, himself, opposed to prohibition, 
argned against thé adoption of the resolu
tion because, ae he contended, if 
should be a majority for prohibition when 
the vote was taken, "tffe friends of prohibi
tion would be in a position to call upon 
the Liberal party to follow up this resolu
tion logically by assisting In the

OENRY A. TAYLOR»
1 1 DRAPER
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A BIG DYEHOL8E
A large addition has Jest been compte 

to the‘extensive works of Btockwell, U 
dereon & Co., of 103 King-street west, 
meet the demands of thetr ever-tnereas 
business. The season Is now on, an# It 
quantities of work are turned out en 
day. Cleaning or dyeing of every deed 
tlon. Dry cleaning a spwalty. ’I’m 
and wagon will call for order. Rxpr 
paid one way on out-of-town orders.

For the Provincial Cl
A number of additions 

points thrnout Ontario loll 
the two provincial champlol 
be decided at the Ontario I 
plonshlp bicycle race meed 
uled for next Saturday as 

| dole. The one mile chad 
i ready almost a full oompll 
K and the extra entries mol 
I running of the race In he# 
I crack sprinters have entcJ 

The fivewnllc champlonehu 
I- the riders who can plug iJ 
’ This event hae also fill 

S. ' well, and the race should 1 
I closest and moat exoitlng ed 
ï tfbe entry list will close I 

tary, W. P. Sutton, 186 El 
this evening.

care that

organ
wore permitted to practically grab a quar
ter of a million acres of coal lands, and 
the country la saddled with a totally un
necessary payment of two millions of dol
lar». We promised parity of administration ; 
the history of the notorious Drummond 
railway Job shows what regard our leaders 
had for such a promise.

One Long Shameful Story 
Bnt why go farther I The record of onr 

party while It baa been In power under its 
present leaders Is one long, shameful story 
of promisee unfulfilled and pledges broken ; 
of reckless extravagance; of Jobbery and 
corruption; and of utterly dlsgracefn! be
trayal of every pr Intel pi;- for. which as a 
party we have stood. For the purpose of 
securing tbemraives ln office the men who 
have been entrusted with positions of lead
ership have brought disgrace upon our 
party and dishonor upon the name of Lib
eralism.

on t 
of a MACHINERY FOR SALE,or too pollcy

T OHN PERKINS, MANUFAC 
tl of engines, boilers, shafting. 1 
pulleys, np to 18 feet and gene 
chdnery; Jobbing promptly i.t;. .—^ 
gate and chAk fairs*, from 2 te 31 
Front and Prindeoendrests; Tel. 88

T» OILERS—20 TO 40 H.P.-IN 
J) das* rendition. wtEh fitting 
Perkins, F root and Princess '

mir-
«»-
We

may

pres-
I am not quarreling with Mr. Tarte, 

or blaming him.Along with the promise that 
expenditure should be substantially 
duced, and that the public debt should not 
be Increased, another pledge 
viz., that the burden of 
be lightened.

the public Not being a Liberal, he 
was not bound by onr promise» auH pledges. 
He had no part ln making them, and Ms 
repudiation of free trade and declaration 
of adherence to the principle or protec
tion Involves neither t reach err nor dis
honor on his pert. But we, who made toe 
promises qnd pledgee, have to deal with 
the fact

WANTED......I're-
ti Arm wanted to rent-geo. ,h.
JD Churl ton. Thumb'll

Certificate fey Dr. Old 
_ I 1 have made a careful al 

sample of the Distiller»' | 
of Very Old Special Scotc 
by my assistant from the 
which It 1»'lying ready rn 
the results of my analysis! 
Is. a pure whisky, whlcb 
for a long time In wine 
of opinion that It Is excel 
the taste and of fine flavor.

was given, 
taxation should 

The "undue taxation of the 
people" was what out platform 
"We are the party of low taxation," waa 
the emphatic declaration of

ARTICLES FOR SALE.
condemned.

T710R SALE-ONE 8% BY 12 INCH 
JT slide vulve engine, complete "•kthflr 

wheel and governor. Apply Tbf 
Elevator Work*, 54 Duke-street, City.

there
sir Wilfrid 

Laurier. Mr. Mills said, "We are asking 
for a reduction of taxation." Sir Itlebard 
Cartwright,

t Mfu Tarte’» statements have 
■repudiated nor disavowed by 

his Ministerial ' colleagues, the leaders' or 
our party, and we cannot dear that tne 
Government* and the Liberal party have 
thus become responsible for them.
Mr. Sift on, too, has spoken for his 
leagues and the party on this subject. Here 
are hie • words: "The tariff Is #r question 
that Is settled, and Is now a dead Issue 
because toe Liberals have 
solving this great question, and the tariff 
Is one which onr opponents, If they get a 
chance, would not change 
What a humiliating, what a 
position are we thus placed in bv onr iead-

never bee
p OMMON SENSE KILLS RAT8, MICK 
VV Roaches. Bed Bugs; no smell, ■
Queen-street West, Toronto.

What then la onr doty to oor 
party and to "our country? Again I repeat 
that Only by repudiating these leaders, by 
dissociating ourselves from them, and by 
doing all that may be In onr power to pun
ish them for their faeleness and treachery, 
by driving them from power and from the 
offices which they retain as the price of 
their treason to principle, can we as Indi
viduals and as a party avoid sharing their 
guilt and participating In thetr shame. In 
no other way and by no other means short 
of this can we hope to regain or retain as 
a party the respect and confidence of a pa
triotic and decency-loving public. It may 
be said that tots can only be accomplished 
at the expense of a return to power of our 
political opponents; a party opposed to the 
political principles in which we believe. I 
do not dispute this, nor do I yhrlnk from 
this alternative. Neither do I believe that 
any true man or any man who baa an abid
ing faith ln toe truth of Liberal prtrvHp « 
or ln the ultimate triumph of truth will 
shrink from It. We are bound to 
that the Conservative part/ Is permeated 
and gnlded by a genuine belief In the truth 
of Its political Ideals and In the correct
ness o< Its principles. At any rate we can
not truthfully charge that party or Its 
leaders with having betrayed or abandoned 
its principles to get or retain office. This 
much we must say In fairness even If we 
cannot see eye to eye with them. At the 
most, then, the defeat of the present Gov
ernment would only mean loss of office to 
men whose holding of It 1» a disgrace and a 
scandal: it would Involve no defeat of the 
principles of Liberalism: no rejection of 
those principles by the men whose votes 
would bring about the Government’s over
throw. On the other hand for ns to ever-

ever emphatic.
"These villainous customs taxes 
poverishlng and ruining our neoole." All 
this amounted to a distinct 
if placed In power, onr party 
duee the burden of taxation of the people. 
Hae this promise been fulfilled?

Spine Death-Dealing Figures.
During the last three years of Conserva

tive rule, the total customs and excise du
ties, l.e., the taxation of the 
ounted to 681,598,963. 
years of Liberal role, these taxes have 
totalled $94,477,179, or an Increase or 312,- 
878,226, Instead of the promised reduction. 
An attempt "has been made to exnlaln tills 
Increase away by saying that the popula
tion has Increased In the meantime

declared, 
are Im-

Clty Analyst’s Laboratory! 
ed* 138 Bath-street, Ulasgd 

Adams A Burns, agents, I
1passage

and enfoncement of a prohibitory l|.,„or 
law." As The Globe’s report shows, "the 
resolution was put and carried, with a 
mighty shoot of ’aye’ against a few feeble 
noes.’ During the campaign which pre

ceded the last general election our leaders 
appealed for, and, as a matter of fact, re
ceived, a large measure of temperance’sup. 
fiort on the ground that the Liberal party 
were taking a “practical step,” the nrst 
sentons step that le to* be taken, If pro
hibition Is to become taw,"to use the words 
of Sir Wilfrid Laurier. The vote was taken 
at a great direct expense to the country, 
and, perhaps, at e^much greater expense to 
thoso who supported' and opposed what 
both sides were led to believe, and assired-

Hon.pledge that, 
would rc- eol- WBS6NAL ___

A SPLENDID GIRL BABE FOR ADOP- 
xY tlon; also a boy six weeks sld. 1* 
Alice McGllltvray, Hamilton, OnL____

succeeded in
Z^l OMMEUC1AL HOTEL. STltATFOBR 
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Hngarty, Prep.people, am- 

Dttrtng the three
verv qjuch." 
contemptible z

VETERINARY.
If we advance In the direction of 

free trade, we break the promises which 
Messrs. Tarte and Sifton have heen, per
mitted, perhaps commissioned, to make; it 
we do npt, we wfll be recreant to all the 
paat professions and pledge» of

p A. CAMPBELL, JETEBINARY,»®*; 1 
dlaeases’of‘doge. Telephone 141/

Hrp HE ONTARIO VETERINARY ‘-’Ob’
JL lege, Limited, Temperance-ftreefir- W 
rente. Session begins In October, t*”* I 
phone 8fll.

and
that the Increased total receipts from cus
toms and excise are due to this. Unfortun
ately for this excuse, it Is not home ont 
by the Government's own official 
In the trade and navigation retnrim, the 
percentage of taxation per head of the 
population Is figured out, and the figures 
show that toe taxation per head hae In
creased educe the present Government came 
Into power. More than that, the tfgnres 
show that, while under Conservative 
between 1892 and 1896, the taxation, ln 
proportion to population.! bad decreased by 
$1.12 per head, since the advent ol the pre
sent Government, Instead of the promised 
redaction, there has actually been an In
crease of $1,16 per head, or $5.80 per fam
ily. Can we, with any expectation of being 
believed, pretend, In the face or these 
facts, that onr promise to redace the bur
den of taxation bas been Duelled, or that 
any honest attempt has been made to fov 

111 It? If Hon. Mr. Patereon. who says

oar party.
I know ttmt attempts have been made to 

make It appear, that the tariff has been 
amended in the direction of free trade, 
nnd one Minister, Hon. William Patereon, 
has even had the boldneee to claim that alt 
our pledges have been folfiMefl to the let
ter; a statement more Indicative of courage 
than honesty. Unfortunately for this 
ten I ion, the trade and navigation returns, 
which are authoritative, contradict It flat
ly. These returns show that the 
age of duties collected upon goods entered 
for home consumption Is only 1.58 per cent, 
lower than It was when the late 
ment was In powssr, and If a proper allow
ance, were made for American corn, which 
appears In the returns as Imported free for 
home consumption, while a great part of it 
Is reshlppefi abroad, the entire decrease 
would be less «(çn 1 per cent, 
come to examine the tariff, in detail, the 
evidence of treachery to past oromise» be-

ly did believe, to be the initial step toward 
the enactment of a prohibitory HqUor la4. 
The majority thioont the Dominion was 
over twelve thousand, yet. Instead of car
rying oat their promise, the Ministry took 
refuge behind the plea that tt 
snry that there should be a majority, net 
of the votes polled, but of the- whole elec
torate. Worse, etui, the Premier 
lost to shame as to admit that there had 
been a secret (he calls tt “Implied" 
ment among toe opponents and supporters 
of prohibit!oa In the convention to this 
effect.
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This statement can only be be
lieved by those who aye prepared to think 
that the temperance leaders within the 
petty, including the present Minister of 
Agriculture and the Premier of Ontario, 
were consenting parties to one of the most 
despicable pieces of trickery that ever dis
graced politics. If any such agreement was 
made, It involved this: that the temperance 
people were to do what had never been

m CBNT.-MONET TO 
on city property. Mans44Govern-

Toronto-itreet.

TheCHARLES H. RICH»®*
Canada Life Building. Toronto

*' Paliea.expert. *V;zLa
aU*fSslS* "**’

When we Solicitor of patents and
8456

\ A
!i :.1 e-

l

£ v * ng

1i

l-

a

*^1

WEDNESDAY MORNING2

ff

l

V rv
i

-r I

If you’re undecided between the verv short 
and the very long, take both, or select the me
dium—not a trance medium, but you will be en
tranced with this medium length, medium priced, 
medium weather oyercoat

8.50, 10.00, 12.00.

A
t

i

Call and see them at

OAK HALL CLOTHIERS II5 to IS King Street East 
and II6 Yonge Strait.

Ministers of tSe Crown?" On the contrary, 
the accused Minister, backed by his col- 

r leagues, positively refused to grant a Judi
cial commission of enquiry, and this, altbe 
the member who brought the charge offer
ed to abide by toe result of toe Investiga
tion, and, ln the event of fils failure to 
substantiate his charges, to forfeit his rigdt 
to sit in Parliament, or to hold any office 
in the gift of the Crown. More, and per
haps worse than this, notwithstanding the 
solemn condemnation of the practice of 
referring charges against Ministers “to 
royal commissions created upon the advice 
of the accused," the Government entrusted 
the doty of "Investigating" the charge» to 
one of their own officials, an employe of 
the department he was Instructed to In
vestigate, and a relative by marriage of 
the accused Minister. As If to msge cer
tain that even this not unfriendly investi 
gator should not be able to make any un
pleasant discoveries, each restrictions and 
difficulties

PRINCIPLES DESERTED 
PLEDGES BROKEN.

Continued From Pace 1.

leaders fulfilled this promise to the electo
rate?

What Have the Liberals Dene V
During toe many years that the Con

servative party was ln power, and up to 
the time when Mr. Mulock Introduced his 
measure, up^ to toe time when he and 
others made their strongly condemnatory 
speeches, 17 members of Parliament had 

t been appointed to office. During toe four 
years the present Government has been in 
powei. 13 members have been appointed 
to offices, with salaries aggregating $39.000 
per year. So great was the Indecent haste 
of toe present Premier to give the lie to 
his previous professions and to stultify 
his party on this principle of the Inde
pendence of Parliament, that, on July 8, 
1896, he wrote to Mr. Francois Lahgeller. 
the member for Quebec, these shameless 
words: "This is what I propose; The posi
tion of Lieutenant-Governor will be at our 
disposition at the end of 1897, and, If from 
now to that time yon are not appointed 
Judge, I propose to place the Lieutenant- 
Governorship at your disposal." Later, he 
wrote to Mr. LangeHer's brother, asking 
him to "tell Çrancols ihat I do.not wish 
there should be any misunderstanding; I 
wish that my promise may be considered 
sacred." Mr. Langeller sat and voted In 
Parliament f<*"two sessions with this pro
mise In his pocket, “a mere parasite upon 
the Administration," "moving abVut among 
hls colleagues, a corrupting agency within 
their own ranks,” to use the forcefully de
scriptive language of Mr. Mulock. At the 
eqd of that time Sir Wilfrid’s “sacred pro
mise" was fulfilled, and Mr. Langeller be
came a Judge with a salary of $5000 per 
year. So debasing has been the Govern
ment’s attitude and example In this mat
ter that recently one of their supporters, 
In a letter addressed to the Liberal Asso
ciation of hls constituency, brazenly told 
them In effect that should they re-nomlnate 
him he would, If re-elected, look upon hls 
seat In Parliament as a stepping-stone to 
an office of emolument, only stipulating 
that the Office should carry with It "an 
adequate salary." .Surely Mr. Mulock was 
prophetic when be eld that “the electo
rate. noticing these things, are coming to 
the conclusion that the highest aim a fiian 
can have in seeking public life Is that he 
may, thro Parliament, find hls way Into a 
comfortable position for life.” And surely 
honest Liberals ought not to forgive or re
frain from punishing the false leaders who 
have <m tola qneetlon of the absolut* In
dependence of Parliament lowered the ban
ner of Liberalism and dragged It In the 
dirt. Mr. Langeller’» case Is not an Isolat
ed one, others equally discreditable might 
be named, it is even charged now that 
there are In the present Parliament a 
her of members who have been sitting and 
voting with promises of judgeships and 
Other offices ln their pockets. This charge 
may not be well founded. It Is to be hopedf 
that It Is not. Bnt Is It not humiliating 
to reflect that the conduct of our 
has been such that a charge like tYfs, In 
voicing Ineffable disgrace to our party, can 
be aside with an evidently confident expec 
tation that It will be believed?

>

were- imposed open him and 
upon those who might be called upon to 
give evidence that the eominlssloner was 
compelled to acknowledge in bis report that 
his Investigation was Incomplete. Can we, 
In the face of these facts, deny that thé 
leaders of onr party; the men for whose 
conduct we shall rightly be held responsible 
unless we repudiate It. and them, hare fob 
slfled the pledge given to the people to 
serve and maintain the
Parliament?

3 ■

pr?-
Independence ol

Promise .» to the Debt.
Perhaps the most definite ahd positive 

promise made by onr party to the electo
rate was that the public debt should be at 
any rate hot Increased, and yiat the enfcual 
expenditure of the Dominion should be 
materially reduced. This was a distinct 
promise; not something which might be 
Inferred, bnt positively and definitely mafic 
by the convention that defined our party 
policy, and reasserted over and over again 
by onr leaders. Her# Is the promise-as made 
by the conrenttota:

“We cannot'-hufc'view with alarm the 
large Increase of the pnbtlc debt and of 
,the controllable anfinal 
Dominion, and «PSfcn

i

V

expenditure of the 
sequent undue taxa

tion of the people under toe Governments 
that have been continuously In power since 
1878, and we demand the strictest economy 
In the administration of the government of 
the country. "

Not to speak

r ■3

of statements made by 
other prominent and leading men of the 
party, for whose utterance» we conld hard
ly escape responsibility, I will give 
extracts from speeches made In amplifica
tion of this promise by members 
present Government prior to the last 
oral election :

Sir Wilfrid Laurier said : "if we get into 
power we will follow the example of Mr 
Mackenzie, and I will say that, altoo we 
may not be able to bring the expenditure to 
what It was under him, 
amount two, yes, three, millions of dollar* 
per year."

a few

of the
gen-

c

we can reduce the

A- i-
Thoae Broken Pledges.

Sir Louis Davie* thus understood and de
fined toe promise made by the Liberal 
party:” The Liberal party says that 
al millions may be lopped off the 
expenditure without Injury to the" public 
service.”

num-

sever- 
present

Hon. David Mills declared that he had 
"no doubt that the efficiency of the pub
lic service might be Increased, and the ex
penditure reduced by almost one-half.”

Hon. William, Paterson said

1er»

. .. :“We are
taking $6,115,000 more In taxes ont of the 
people than we-should. and we spend $7,- 
571,000 more than we should.”

Sir Richard Cartwright said: “I say that 
it Is a disgrace and a shame to the Gov
ernment that have been entrusted with 
affairs that they come down to ns and ask 
for an expenditure of $38,000,000 a year 
tor federal purposes. Sir, the thing is ut
terly unjustifiable.”

Hon. William Mulock

A Sound Principle,
Among the solemn declarations of prin

ciple made by the National Liberal conven 
tlon at Ottawa In June, 1803, was the fol
lowing, bearing upon the principle of the 
Independence of Parliament:

“That It Is the ancient and undoubted 
right of the House of Commons to enquire 
Into all matters of public expenditure, and 
Into all charges of misconduct ln office 
against Ministers of the Crown, and the 
reference qf such matters to royal commis
sions created upon the advice of the 
ed Is at variance with the due responsibili
ty of Ministers to the House of Commons; 
and tends to weaken the authority of the 
House over the Executive Government,and 
this convention affirms that the powers of 
the people's representatives In this regard 
should on all fitting occasions be upheld.”

This was the declared belief of the Lib
eral party then. I believe It to be the belief 
of all true Liberals still. The making ol 
such a declaration implied a promise to the 
people, which, as a party, we cannot Ignore, 

t much less repudiate, without being charge
able with falsehood and dishonor. How 
have our party leaders dealt with that 
promise?

our
1

was equally em
phatic. "There Is nothing to warrant 
enormous expenditure of nearly $38,000,000, 
except the fact that we are burdened 
down with debt, and with office-holders 
great and small.”

this

Jump In Expenditure.
The controllable annual expejJIture during 

the last four years of the Conservative 
Administration was as follows:
1893’...
1804 ...
1805. .
1806 ...

.836,814.052 
■ 37,585,025 
. 38,132,005 
. 36,949,142 

an average expenditure yearly of $87,370,- 
056. During toe whole time they were In 
office the yearly expenditure averaged 833,- 
535,540. Tills was the expenditure which, 
by solemly adopted resolution, 
rtemned. It was to this expenditure that 
the language I have quoted was applied. 
How have our promises and the pledges 
of onr leaders been fulfilled? 
and they Intended the electorate to under
stand was that if they placed our party 
In power the public expenditure should be 
reduced. This was our contract and agree
ment with them. "What has happened ? The 
controllable annual expenditure under the 
present Government has been:
1897* 55
1808 .
1890 
1900 .

we con-

Those Sifton Charge».
On June 27, 1899, Sir Hlbbert Tupper, ln 

hls place In Parliament, made a series of 
distinct charges, 27 ln all, alleging Inca
pacity, misconduct, corruption and malfea
sance ln connection with the management 
of the affairs of the Yukon hy the Depart
ment of the Interior. In a number of these 
charges Hon. Clifford Sifton. the Minister

O
What we

of the Interior, was accused of personal 
wrong-doing of the gravest character, 
and all of the charges reflected 

character

. .838.349,75» 

.. 38.832.525 

.. 41.903,50-1 

.. 48,175,001 
an average of $40,565,196 yearly, greater 
by $3,195,140 then the average daring the 
last four years of the Conservative Admin
istration, or $7,026,647 more per year than 
our opponents spent 
their 18 years of power. The average total

V.

eitherhls and conduct.
as a man or as a Minister. I shall not 
here dlscnas whether these charges 
true or not. Three Liberal members appear 
to have believed that some of them at any 
rate were true, but this Is not the question 
I wish to discuss. To us. as Liberals, the 
Important question I* : Did our wijtv and 
it* leaders

were

on an average during!
yearly expenditure since the Liberal Gov
ernment came Into power has been $46,- 
616,623, as against a yearly average under 
Conservative rode of $42,335,881.

meet and deal with these 
charges as a Liberal Government onghKto 

ave met and dealt with them? Were they 
met and dealt with to the manner whleh 
we a, . party, had declared by a solemnly 
made affirmation that 
be.and as we had pledged

That is,
Instead of the promised decrease of from 
two to five millions, there ha* been an In
crease of more than four and a quarter 
millions yearly.

each charges should
... t ourselves to deal

w!th ouch charges? Did the Libera, leader, 
eseert the ancient and undoubted right or 
the House of Commons to enquire into . . 
%U charge* df misconduct tn office

Sir Richard*» Excuae.
An attempt has been msde to make It 

appear that whst was objected to as 
travagant was the expenditure of *38,182,-

i

ex-against

I
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