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loose in the town and give him the privi-
lege of finding a jury that will bring in a
verdict in his favour. That is what was
done in this case. The Government took
to themselves the right of cutting off the
vote of every man that they thought would
be opposed to them, finding a panel that
they were perfectly sure would vote for
them and bringing in a verdict in their
favour. After having found that panel
they wrote out a verdict in their own fav-
our and got the foreman of the jury to sign
it while, in regard to the distribution of the
votes, as was told yesterday, bundles were
put here and batches there, designed,
placed and arranged all in accordance with
the wish of the ýGovernment and where it
was thought they would do the most good.
That was not democratic or fair, nor did it
secure a proper expression of the will of
the people of this country. That is the
position we take and that is a position
which has not been answered by the right
hon. the leader of the Government who
says that although there was a year added,
that year was to be made use of in the
same way as the rest of the parliamentary
term for which members were elected.

The leader of the Government claims
great credit for what has been done in. re-
gard to technical education. The right
hon. gentleman knows very well that the
technical education policy of this country
did not have its origin in anything that
was done by this Government or by the
old Tory Government. Hô knows that it
is the product of the policy of the Liberal
party, that we pressed this policy
upon them day in and day out
and that they made no move until
at last they had to do something to
meet the demands that were continually
being pressed upon them. I must submit
that so far they have not done much to
carry out the ideas which were formulated
by the Liberal party in connection with
this matter.

The same thing is true of shipbuilding.
Every member of this House knows that
during the Liberal administration, under
the premiership of the late right hon. Bir
Wilfrid Laurier, we had a shipping and
naval policy in this country. It is well
known that during the first four or five
years of this present Administration, and
up to the time they started shipbuilding,
we were pressing upon them, day in and,
day out, the necessity of carrying out such
a policy. They left it until the very last
days of the war and until the cost of ship-
building had gone up to a point four times

what it was when they came into power.
Ships are costing this country at the pres-
ent time four times what they would have
cost if the policy of the Liberal party had
been carried out and if this shipbuilding
programme had been carried forward at
the time when it would have done the most
good and entailed the least possible cost
to the country. These are things for which
the hon. gentlemen opposite are trying to
get glory to-day.

The Union Government is trying to get
glory for having encouraged agricultural
production. If there is any credit due to
anybody for the policy of the present Ad-
ministration in connection with agriculture,
that credit is due to the present Minister
of Customs because in 1912 he brought in
a vote of $10,000,000 which passed this
House and received the support of Liberals
and Conservatives. The right hon. gentle-
man has such hard scratching to find some
reason for his existence to-day that he bas
to go back to 1912 and patch up a claim
that this Government has had something to
do with an agricultural policy with which
the present Administration has had nothing
whatever to do.

He says that they have done great things
for the returned soldier and that the re-
turned soldier is satisfied. I want to join
issue with my right hon. friend there and
to put in the witness box the returned sol-
dier himself. If my right hon. friend reads
the literature that is published in this coun-
try from day to day and month to month
of the leaders of the great body of returned
soldiers, ha will see what they think of the
&dministration. The leader of the Govern-
ment has been deluged with requisitions,
petitions and demands asking him to dis-
miss the minister who had charge of this
work. That is the way in which the re-
turned soldiers are satisfied with the con-
duct of the Government. The Governinent,
if they are doing good things, are most un-
fortunate in the way in which their acts
and favours are received by those upon
whom they are professing to bestow them.
They have not one friend among the re-

turned soldiers and if to-morrow
4 p.m. they sought their opinion by

means of a plebiscite, they
would be wiped out of existence, horse; foot
and artillery. That is where they stand
with the returned soldier.

Then, they claim that they are entitled
to credit for the great things that they have
done for the Civil Service. There has
never been such a muddle in this country,
or in the whole world, as there is in con-


