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his own document, in his very great desire
-for some reason or other-to take up and
discuss the manifesto of the leader of the
opposition (Mr. R. L. Borden.) It almost
seemed that matters had been reversed and
that the real speech from the Throne was
the manifesto of the Liberal-Conservative
leader. I have had a seat in this House for a
good many years, but I have never seen
such proceedings indulged in by a prime
ininister in the debate on the address. Leav-
ing the points with which it was bis clear
duty to deal, and which he himself declared
important, he devoted nearly the wbole of lis
time and energy in attempting-in bis own
peculiar way-to cast ridicule upon the plat-
form laid down by my bon. friend (Mr.
R. L. Borden) beside me. The first fifteen
minutes of bis address upon that subjeet was
very good opera bouffe, but it was not much
else. It seemed to be suflicient to please
hon. gentlemen behind him. and I hope they
will long have a lively recollection of the
comie way in which their leader treated
this part of bis subject. But what was the
matter with my riglit hon. friend? He
had been studying that manifesto; he had
been swallowing that manifesto; he had
been trying to digest that manifesto-and
it had evidently proved a pretty hard pro-
cess, so hard that he has been obliged to
set at naught the rules of practice
in the discussion of the Iing's speech from
the Throne, and give his whole force to an
endeavour to break the strength of the plat-
fori of the Liberal-Conservative party.
While I call attention to this fact, J wish
to have a word or two to say upon the riglit
lion. gentleman's comment upon huit docu-
ment. le declared that this was not solid
nor was it liquid; it was elastic and capable
of expansion or contraction; tiit everything
in it was qualified; that each clause had an
'if' or a ' but;' that there was no finality
in it; that the hon. gentleman who proposed
it argued one way and concluded another;
his argument being good so far as it went.
but his conclusion teuding in one instance to
the conclusion declared for by my hon.
friend (Mr. W. F. Maclean) who sits here to
an' left. Now, really, wasn that an accurate
statement? An ounce of fact is worth many
pounds of such highfalutin as we have neard
from the right bon. gentleman here to-night.
I have here the platfori a's it was laid diown.
I clalleng' the il lit lion. gentleiman to read
it clause bv cbiise 11d to point ont the *1ICs'
ainl nds' and ' buts' l it. They are not
thei-hev are only ini my riglut hon.
fi l's iiigiioni . That was a pecunliaîrly
alît summîniing up of niy right hon. friend
that wts nude by one of the iiebers ol
tle oloniial conference in Eagland. When
tbey w ere discussing some question-I have
forgottei exactly what it was-sonie one
suggested tlat what was wanted was a
naie or a phrase thiat would strike the
public inagiiiation and wln favour, and
the inswer came, quick as a flash, ' We
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iust apply to Sir Wilfrid Laurier for that.'
So these 'ifs' and 'ands' and 'buts' are in
bis imagination-thoughi hie had the docu-
ment in his liand which contradicted the
statenient he made. These declarations of
the platform are plain and definite. Let me
read one :

Honest appropriation and expenditure of
public noneys in the public interest.

Are there an «' ifs ' or ' ands ' or ' buts
about that ? Is there I single relundant
word? Is there a man woli sits behind
the right lion. gentleman who does not
ilerstanid it, and lie know's that the people

of this country are beginning to uniderstand
it, and frofn the Atlantic to the Pacific they
are calling out against meni wIo do not hon-
estly appropriate or honestly expend the
public moneys in the public interest and
are calling for men wlio will carry out this
plank of the platform. And here is another:

Appointmnent of publie officials upon con-
siderations of capacity andi personal character
and not for party services alone.

Is that not direct and to the point? Does
not that carry its meaning upon its face?
Does not my riglt hon. friend uinderstand
it ? He understands it only too well, for
he knows that if ever the leader of a min-
istry in this country has been guilty of be-
devilling the public service that man sits
opposite nie in the person of ny right hon.
friend. He it is who lias trafficked in ottices,
fromi judgeships down to the lowest. This
commenced when lie bouglit and sold judge-
ships and governorships to his friend Lange-
lier almost before his feet had begun to
tread the paths of oflice to whi be 0had
been called. It lias been his strong point;
it bas been his invariable practice from that
time toe this, until there is no departient
of the public service, inside or outside, that
does not show the deleterious and injurious
effects of this policy and these mîethods that
have been brought into our administration
by the riglt bon. gentleman himîself. There
is no doubt about it. The hon. gentleman
does not know it? 'lie right bon. gentleman
certaiiily knows that lie bas thieves and em-
bezzlers in the public service to-day. When
it was brought to his attention and lie and
his supporters were challenged on it, he
stood up like a little man and voted that it
was riglit and proper to keep these thieves
and enbezzlers in office. Every man in the
civil service, outside aud in, knows what
all Caniiada knows about this. But how con
you expect men to be tilled with the pride,
the eiulation and the ambition which my
right lion. friend spoke about to do their
best in the service of the country, when that
service is bedevilled in that w ay from one
end of it to the other, outside and inside ?
I think that is plain enoug. There are no
ifs ' or ' ands' about that.

More effective provisions to punish bribery
and fraud at elections, to eiure thorough


