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can be discovered. r. Lucas replied| |compelled to listen and make n;er{ He said that when accusations of im-
to Mr. Pense by saying that the orig- rg)mx'a time and oft to vague a a o | proper Psecrt ‘were made’ against
inal charges at Ottawa did not impli- ¢finite charges and assertions g i bers ‘of Pariiament they cught to

o g from one end of the country dtﬂ the_ consider carefully whether it was right

o*her respecting corruption said to ex 10 -apPoint =1 conbilittec” 16 . excrcise t

cate Sir Hector Langevin, but when
his connection was shown, as the evi-
dence progressed, he prmnptl{] resign-
ed. {Oppﬂsitinn applause.) He could
not recall any statement which was a
prejudging of the case. The reference!

st 1 stration of affairs vy
ﬁ’lt*.: mLitI:}::r:ldeI{;l:rcrnment. He gasi their judgment upon the charges, es-

credit to the member for Manitoulin | pecially when we saw by hisgory that
for that measure of courage, for stand- | they rarely exercised it well. Th:y_had
o tters. We must| | up in Parliament and taking the | to consider whether the accusatygn;

had been to other matters. 'O o iresponsibility of making a definite | were not such as some better qualifie
Jdear the moral atmosphere g :?.tartl . |charge, which the Liberals would see | tribunal could consider. If the. law
Fhe Premier should throw ‘down the il was properly answered, and, if not, the | gave a right to these tribunals to carry
bstacles and allow in rnnflenunngtc:l- accused would get the punishment they | on such investigations it was most pro-
lence it there was any, and unti! he deserved. It was a pity tha':t-sn much IT- | per that the House should refuse to do
did that he (Mr. Lucas) ‘-'~'f"_“1‘l not be- relevant matter had been introduced in it. That fitted the present case exactly.
lheve 1in his smcerity. Hon. ‘ David the discussion, and they should endeav- They had the specially-designated tri-:
B_lil!s. pcrhur_m t_ln: grea]tcaf finl.*'lﬂtlttl" or that everything .ﬂf'a pcrsnniﬂ char- | bunal for hearing such charges. The
tional authority in Culn:-}r]a._ ;111&.1 plrnu; cacter should be eliminated. Nothing, | Legislature had seen fit, after the
minent Liberal, had ;‘““ o d[.fﬁft; ”‘a Mr. Cameron prﬂcclcdgd. could be charges in 1884 of attempting to cor-
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refcrence to a Royal Commission. 1,':*“3(1 that every single charge made | 35 1O make provision for the trying of |
: el by the member for Mawmitoulin in th-@ such cascs. In th_c “.’f-“ Huron and
Powers of the Commission. Brockville cases, in view of the out-

It had Deen insinuated in some quar-

wong peper read to the House, and : :
prepared by himself—(laughter)—was | rageous manner in which the Me-

ters that Mr. Gamey had been bought 'subrect to the ing:stigation of that | Greevy case h:;dlll:)cclr_i cnnduulctcc‘l:bcinre
d and brought back the |commission. (Applause.) Could any- | a committee of the House, the Conser-
|?;”l:§;l r?ItE:_.t:E due to Mr. Gamey that | thing be fairer than that ? Complaint | vatives said that they would not under

tunity I\ : de that the commissioners

ave every opportunity ot proving |had been ma at t
:?5 ]i:da:; Fgr ilnzitnn-:‘{', the country ,t:_ulﬂl:i make no hndlng. Tht _statl_ltc
| wanted to know from Mr. McGregor |gave them absolute power to inquire
what Mr. Gamey told him; they also |into the¢ detailled charges made, and

any circumstances agree to a reference
to that committee. Sir Wilfrid Lauqicr
on the same subject had declared him-,
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wanted to follgw up any other clue
which might be suggested as the evi-
dence progressced. But both these mat-

one cf the items charged was that the

| F'rovincial Secretary was party to the

payment of money to the member for

seli emphatically in favor of the refer-

ence of questions touching the honor
of members of the House to a Roval

Commission instead of to a committee
of the House. Mr. Cameron quoted
from Sir Wilfrid's words, which includ-
ed the following reference to the Com-
mittee on Privileges - —“We refuse to
send this case again to that committee
because it is not right, it is not fair,
that the honor, the dignity and the seat
of a man in this House should be placed |
in the hands of such a court, under the

circumstances disclosed.” The quota-

‘ters would be excluded ifrom a Royal
 Commission. The act under which the gate that charge, and they must find
commission was to  be constituted whether that money had bﬂnr pal‘d over
' contained no provision for a TEPOrt or| py the _'\liniﬁt:r_nr not, Wasn't that
finding by the Judges. It did not con-\ encugh 7 Wasn't that what the hnn_;
;t{'mplﬂtt that l]'ltrl!' :'!lh[.]lﬂ[l hff' Hn)" h!'ld- gtntlfnltn {'}I]p“\ﬁltc -“-a"ttd t,n h“d nut-
(ing_or report upon the facts. . | Was there any doubt that under the
| Col. Gibson—Three Justices consti- authority conferred by the Legislature
tuting a commission issued under pre-  that commission would havcﬁ that ab-
’ﬂ'i-“fl}' a similar law seem to have solute and undisputed power :

thought otherwise, and have submit-

Manitoulin, The Judges could investi-

ted a report upon the evidence. (Min-| Objections Overruled. tion evoked loud Government applausc..
isterial applause.) : Reference had been made to the re- Ouher Eminent Opinions. -3

Mr. Lucas—I do not think that signation of Mr. Stratton. He had no ] & |
would be a very good reason. [ can doubt that if anything like what was In the Caron case Hon. Mr. Girouard

only read this act as I find it before
me. I thought T would have the opin-
ion of the Attorney General. |

Mr. Lucas proceeded to say that if
there was such a finding it could have
no meaning or force. If the commis- |
. sion found the Minister guilty of a|

brought out against Sir Hector Lange- ! had said that the consideration of this
vin should be proved agamst Mr. Strat- | division, a strict party one, led him.
ton he would quickly ffﬁff- :lhf”: | to consider whether the Committee of |
should be no acrimonious discussion on Privileges and Elections was the best
the matter. They all desired to see body to take charge of such a case.
justice prevail. The only question was, That was what might occur in the pre-
what was the best way to go about sent case if the charges were investi-

high crime it would not mean any-| it ? Surely they should insure for the gated by a committee of the House.
thing. The most the House could! accused the same protection which The hon. leader of the Opposition ap-
then do would be to confine him dur-| would be accorded the vilest criminal peared not to be anxious that a unani- »
Ing the present session of the House. | in ]tthfn.-:?u;ti?éted that the commission Mous finding should be arrived at. He
.| The Attorney-General’s Position. nterfered with the rights and privileges | “;jam‘i-'dr it seemed, d‘“ be ;blc to par- \
The Attorney-General's name had| ©f the House. The same objection, ade the country, an say that a major-

was made to a commission in the Pa- ny'hndmg_ only had been arrived at, '
cific scandal case. Lord Dufferin, on whitewashing th';‘ accused. Hon. Mr.
that occasion, reporting to the Colon- | Girouard had said that the history of |
1al Secretary, had expressed the view | the Privileges and Flections Commit-

‘| been connected with the charge. He!
‘| would like to know if the ﬂ_.ttun}cy-}
'} General had tendered his resignation, |

‘I too.  Mr. Li“f“lpﬂ”“d' "”"li {"l}_‘”?ql’;' that that objection could not be sus- tee had been of the same nature ever

: ;ng ni: s, oy "l]it erS— “| tained, the powers with which the com- | since he had known it—from 1882 to

: ‘”{‘1‘ {t.‘;]*‘“ . \:m:t ‘E”‘“c;".‘ mission was vested being legal and | that time. That, forsooth, said Mr.
s v utney—INor about his own, granted by Parliament, 'and without Cameron, was the tribunal that they

| ‘ ., | lmitation.  Moreover, it must be re-

| Mr. Ross—More important still.

were asked to adopt in the present case,
' Mr. D'Alton McCarthy, “the brains
of the Conservative party,” had given|
his opinion upon the same question.  It!
was very untortunate, he had said. that | ~ |
On a question so important the decision |
was to be left to a party finding ; if the | {
matter had been left to

Ly

membered that the commission could
In no way intercept or supersede the
-"ltt“fﬂF}"G_C"ffﬂl jurisdiction of the House of Commons.
_ both imphicated. | The jurisdiction of the Legislature, Mr.
Mr. Rnss—-—\jv_herc are the papers ?| Cameron added, was similarly not in-
_Mr. Lucas—The papers are here— tercepted or interfered with in any way.
[ he Peterboro’ Examiner; it is a fami- Lord Dufferin’s opinion had received

(Laughter.)
Mr. Lucas—The
and the Premier are

:i I}_' paper, and will be accepted, 1 hope.

l_'_'. 1

| like to know if

You will notice it starts with the At-
torney-General. It says that Hon.
Messrs. Gibson and Stratton are the
names used by Mr. Gamey. T would
the commission will

charges against the Attor-
ney-General as well as the Provincial

Secretary. (Laughter.)
Col. Gibson—I am not in the habit
of rising to answer foolish questions.
I think this is a very foolish one. The
hon. gentleman knows that the whole
statement of the hon member for
Mamtpulip will be the subject of the
mvestigation. (Applause.)

Mr. Lucas concluded by pointing out
that Mr. Stratton ae Provincial Sec-
retary would have to sign the instryc-
tions given to the commission to try
the charges against himself

Mr. M. G. Cameron.

e M. G. Cameron (West Huron),
N opening, referred to the course
taken by the Government in this un-
Ortunate matter as reasonable and pro-

. The Liberals were as jealous of
eir honor and reputation as the mem-

involve the

—

the Opposition that had ever been spe-

the commendation of the home authori-
ties. The principle he upheld was the
same as that before the House to-day.
Moreover, our own statute made ex-
press provision for the matter. The
rights and privileges of the Legisla-
ture could in no way be interfered with
by any action that the commission
might take. They could take whatever
steps they liked after the commission
had made its report, as fully as if the

evidence had been taken before the bar
of the House.

Precedents for a Commission.

The Government was accused of
naming its own tribunal. It was true :
they were taking advantage of the law
as 1t existed. The same objection had
been taken against the reference of the
Pacific scandal to a commission. Lord
Dufferin had reported then that no
practical objection could be taken to
the appointment of a judicial commis-
sion,

Othcr_preccdcnts. moreover, could be
quoted in our own country. In the
Caron case the Liberal party presented

Objection was made by Sir John
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dent members of the Bench a more

three indepen- |

satisfactory conclusion would have been

arrived at.

In the West Elgin and Brockville
election cases, at the instigation of the
leader of the Dominion Opposition, the

- questions had been referred to a com-

s mittee of the
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| to the matter, and
have it.

House, but that was found
SO unsatisfactory, since their method of
dealing with the mat:_r Was partisan,
that when the matter came up agaimn it
was referred to 4 Royal Commission. If
this matter were given to a committee
ot the House, said Mr. Cameron, and
any witness were told that he need not
answer a question that would incrimin-
ate him, the Government would imme-
diately be charged with burking the in-
quiry, They wanted to have a finality

they intended to

'Sir Charles Tupper’s Opinion.

; | a resolution that the charges made b
; E;!ﬁ:'::: ;?i hﬂppﬂmﬂ ;ldt- his was J_: D. Edgar should be subrfiitted to th':t
€ many charges made by Committee on Privileges and Elections.
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Mr. Cameron then quoted Sir Charles

Tupper’s opinion on the same subject.




