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ONTARIO LEGISLATURE. |

FOURTH PARLIAMENT—THIRD SESSION. |

(By Our Own Reporters, )

TrEespay, Jan. 24,
The Speaker took the chair at three o'clock.
i:ETITlONS.

The following petitions were presented :—
The following petitions were presented :—

By Mr.ii'uukr -The petition of D. Davidson ~f al;
also of V. Messier «f al, all of Tiny, vraying that
the Bill to incorporate the town of Penetanguish- _

ene Mmay pass.
By Mr. Harcourt—The petition of the Town-

ship Council of Grimsby praying that the Bill |
township of Grimsby may not

to divide the
A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.
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Mr. HARDY said that before the order of the

day was taken up he wished to refer to a question
of privilege and 1o make an explanation. In
Saturday’s issue of the Vail newspaper he found an
article, not in the editorial column, but in another
column, headed ** Disgraceful Garbling. Mr. Hardy
Captured in * Flagrante Delicto,”” having reference
to the question which had been brought up in the
House by the hon. member for North Eruy and the
hon. member for East Grey on Thursday night.
The Mail was, he supposed, in ession of any
information on Thursday which they had for
Saturday’s issue, and might have made any
charges or accusations which they intended to
muke on Friday morning, so that they could have

been answered, or the attention of the House and

country drawn to them on Friday, but for some

reason it was left over until Saturday morning

before the charges were put into print, This was,
therefore, the tirst opportunity he had had of call-
ing attention to some of the statements in that
article—statements which should not have been
made after his explanations given two evenings
before. There were two elasses of charges madae.
One was that certain portions of the report of Mr.
John Smith, Dominion Immigration Agent at
Hamilton. were not printed in his (Mr. Hardy's)
annual departmiental report. 1t went further, and
said that they were struck ont of Mr, Smith's
report. If by that was meant that these portions
were struck out of the original manuseript then he
gave it a tlat denial. The origzinal manuscript re-
mained on file just as it was received. Anyemen-
dations that he had made he made npon the
printer's proof, as in fact he had never seen the
manuscript until this discussion arose two days
ago. Astorefusing to print certain portions of
the report, that he not only admitted but defended,
but he took care, and he desired the House and
the country to understand that wherever he did
not print a paragraph or clanse he inserted a line
of asterisks, showing he did not print the full
report, bul only extracts from it. That appeared
from the report w hich he held in his hand, and
there was no concealment. Hon, gentlemen oppo-
site were not misled, because they had the report
last session, and if they had thought that there
was anything wrong they could ha -~ ask-
ed to have had the original brought down,
and therefore he assumed that they had
taken the same view that he had., He had only to
say that he justitled that entirely. There was
nothing secret in it; it was done openly : the
House was inforined of it ; and he was rrepan-:l
to justify what he had done, aud toygive the public
good reasons therefor., Another and grave charge
was that ho had (alsifled that report, either by
putting in words which were not in the inanu-
script, or by leaving out words, or by changing the
form of expression which Mr. Smith had used. le
took the opportunity of giving that the most
ungquahted demal, There was another matter
the hon. gentleman had never seen the manuseript
or asked w see it, and his (Mr. Hardy's) word
therefore in denial ought to have been suffloient
at least until the contrary was shown, not onlyto
the House but toevery newspaperin the country,
A paragraph of the Wail article sub-headed ** Fal.
sification No, 3, contained thefollowing sentence :
“*The demand froin the United Kingdom for all
kinds of breadstutts and dairy produects has been
exceedingly good during the year, with high
rriuea; during the same period there has been a
ively demand for barley at more than average
wices.” This was a plain statement of facts, but

r. Hardy was not satisfled with it. He thought
it needed explanation, and s0 tothesentence about
prices he added these words with his own Minis-
terial hand : * With a keen competition amongst
the United States buyers.” The naked fact of an
inerease of prices might have been in some way a
point in favoar of the N. I, but Mr. Hardy was
bound mot to let it go im that shape, and
80 he forges for Mr. Smith a seuntence
in explanation.” He then read from the
manuscript report in Mre. Smith’s handwriting
the above-guoted sentence, concluding with the
words, " wilth a keen competilion amongst U nited
States buyers.” (Cheers.) He would hand that re-
port to Mr. Speaker, or (0 the hon. member for
North Grey, who was man enough not to repeat
the accusation after he (Mre, Hardy) had given 1t a
denial on Thursday evening. 'The report reiied on
by the Mail and the hon. member for North Gre
was taken from the Ottawa Blue Book. Mr., Smit
was a Dominion Government oflicer. and merely
sent a copy of the report to his (Mr. Hardy’s) De-
partment. How did they find that to read in the
Ottawa report ! ‘T'he last sentence was left out,
for what reazon he did not know, perhaps for the
very reason that the writer of that article imputed
to him (Mr. Hardy).

Mr. MEREDITI rose to a point of order. The
hon. gentleman had no right to make accusations
against the Dominion Government in speaking to
a question of privilege, +

Mr. SPEAKERR was of opinion that Mr. Hardy
had gone about as far 1u L direction as he was
entitled o go.

Mr. HARDY said it was necessary for him to
make these observations, Hon. gentlemen oppo-
site derived their information from the Ottawa
report, and he wanted to show that upon com-
parisort it did not correspond with the manuseript
gent to his oftice by Mr. Smith. The Ottawa
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| ;%ﬁlhuritiea certainly omitted portions of the report,
and they

had a right to doso. But the omissions
that they had so meade were not marked with
asterisks or siars. as was the case with the omis-

sions made in his Department. Therefore the Do-

minion report was no standard by which to judge

~ 0\ were a numberof passagesin the report
.. I};?,; rlrlil:%a to the North-West Territories as a de-
e

of 1880.

\d for immigration. These he struck

sirable

out with the exception of one or two. and it had

been admitted that he acted properly in
:fffﬁﬂfg. He would point out another peculiarity

in the Ottawa report.

It was there stated that

**the exhibits from Manitoba attracted
great attention” at the Hamilon Fair in
1830. In the report as it was issued
from his Department, and also in the
original manuscript, it was stated that the

- ibits from Muskoka attracted greal atten-
tiﬁ:.l!'blle did not think there were any exhibits
from Manitoha at all at the Hamilton kexhibition
(Hear, hear.) It was a very curious thing
that the word ** Manitoba” should appear in a Do-
minion report, and he called the attention of hon,
gentiemen opposite to thefact. Another paragraph
was struck out of the Ottawa report, which read,
“I'here is u large enquiry springing up in the
Northern and Eastern States respecting the Do-
minion and North-West Territories. and a fair
immizration may be reasonably expected if mecans
should be taken to disseminate the desired in-
formation.” This was omitted doubtless becaunse
they thonght, and thouzht rightly. that this was a
matiter npon which the public could form quite as
good an opinion as Mr. Smith, He (Mr. Hardy)
had. in dealing with this report. made
omission of all advertisements of the North-
West Territories, and of such clanses as were
nothing more nor less than advertisements of local
Hamilton interests, He was not going to give
Hamilton a local puil’. It was none of his business
to do =0 in his Lupurun::utul report. He had
omitted also allusions to a report which had been
made by the Great Western Railwayand the Ham-
ilton & North-Western Railway, two other Ham-
ilton enterpriscs.  Was there any reason why his
department shonld publish these?! There were
also some allusions to local factories.  Was there
any reason why he should publish these! It
mizht be said that he ought to have done so in
order that immizsrants might know where such
factories e<isted and in order thal they might ob-
tain employment there, Bui these reporis were
not made for the immigrants and were not dis-
tributed amongg them, They were not sent abroad.

They were made for the people,. He had
only to say in counclusion that the ground
he had taken was the ground which, he

apprehended, was taken more or less by
every departinent with its own offleers. This
was that statement!s not relalin g to specific ques-
tions of fact, and wiich were inerely the opinions
of the officer making the report, or which related
to collateral matters, could be given in full, in
extract form. or might be omitted eutirely in the
discretion of the head of the department. He was
the jud re. He eould only eharacterize the course
of a leading and important journal that would
hold its charges over,lying in wait,for twenty-four
or thivty-six hours and then publish them on
Saturday so that no reply could be conveniently
made to them belfore now—for they all knew
that a et many members went out of
tlown on Saturday and were not here on
Monday—aa a most unworthy course. It was the
most cowardly piece of journalism that had ever
come under his notice in this country. (Cheers.)

Vir, CHEIGHTON rose 1o soeal, bat was de-
claied by the Speaker 10 beoul of order, The
guestion was one ol priviiege,

Ve, CREIGHTON asked if the hon. the Pro-
vinewal Secretary wouid lay the manuscript report
on the table,

Mre. HARDY said he wonld send the report
across Lthe toor to the hon, gentlemen, and did so.

THE BOUNDARY QUESTION.

Mr. MOWAT desired to say a few words before
the debate on the Address was resumed. His
hon, friend from Kast Toronto (Mr. Morris) who,
he observed., was not in his place., had asked him,
1o make some statement as (o the private negotia-
tions that had taken place with respect to the
di=puted territory between himsell and meimbers
of the Dominton Government. He had not at the
iime felt at liberty to inake any stulement upon
the subject, but in consequence of his hoa, friend
having pressed him as he did, he had communi-
cated with the Minister of Justice. and hud ob-
tained his authority to state what had tuken place.
He would mention first that, despairing

after negotiations had gone on for some
time of their resuliing in anythingz, thev
had sent a despatch to the Government

at Ottawa, stating their case, what they claimed
and what they complained of, with a view of ob-
taining from that Government a statement ul'r any
proposals whioh they might choose to make. Thal
despateh has not yet been answered. 11 was sent
during the latter part of last year, and he (Mr.
Mowat) had hoped that a reply would come hefore
the House began its sgssion, but it hal not yet
been receivec. ‘These nezotiations referred 1o
the importance of effecting a iinal settlement, and
in the meantime of making some provisional ar
ranzements in regard to the general government
of that coantry. They had stated i various docu-
ments, which had been made publie, that
no proposal whatever was made  to this
Government for a settlement of the boun-

dary question, and no proposal was made
with reference to provisional arrangements
in regard tw the government of the dis-

puted territory in the mean times~ On the
other hand they (the Ontario Government) had
repeatedly made proposals for elfecting some ar-
rangements as to provisional Government. It was
only right that their jurisdiction should he recog-
nized there, and that they should have the richt ot
dealing with the lands and timber of that territory
—keeping an account of some pending tinal settie-
ment of the whole guestion, These suggestions
had been made, as hon. members knew, but they
had not been accepted by the Dominion. Nothing
further of substantial importance took place in the
negotiations until a new proposal was made to
them (the Ontario Government) with reierence to
o tinal settlement of the question, [t was the first
proposal which they had had from the Dominion
Government lookingtowardsa final settlement,and
it was this :—that the Ontario Government should
agree Lo a new arbitration, They were asked to
agree that a new arbitrator should be appointed in
the person of either the late Lord Chancellor of
England, Lord Cairns, or the present Lord Chan-
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