Premier had claimec _ |
ment had allowed the prosecution to
choose their own counsel

done so, but he cc:uul];l lm;a
an cutcry would have been .
Cﬂn-'--cr"vr:tivc Government had claimed
.credit for such a statement.

same men had also appointed thm;iﬂwnl
tribunal, and they would also endorse

the deliverance of these commissioners,
and thus seek tO make themselves
clear. Now, in the language of con-
descension, we heard that the prosecu-
tion had been allowed to choOS€ their
own counsel. We heard a great clle'al
of Liberalism, indeed, and of this bemng
a democratic country. It I_'t_ad been said
that if you scratched a Russian you,
would find under the skin a Tartar,
but if you <cratched some of the hon.

o mtte B et ‘
that th nvcrn-[ﬂ

gine what,

Thf:SE|

gentlemen opposite you would ﬁndqa.}
mixture of demagcgue and tyrant such
as Russia could not supply:

The Patronage Given tO Gamey.

The Premier had denied that the]
hon. member, for Manitoulin had got
any of the patronage. He knew ol
no man in public lie who needed so
careiul watching as the Premier when
he was making arguments in favor of|
a party posiuon. .

f\?r. %lrrga explained that he had said
that the member for Manitoulin got
no patronage irom the Provincial Sec-
retary’s department. He had admitted
the appointment of Mr. Flesher and

of the returning officer.

Mr. Whitney—Then he had rece
some of the consideration he was pro-
mised for supporting the Govern-

ment.

Mr. Hammond's Evidence.

d to him that the Pre-|
mier. having made up his mind that
he himself would be in some danger 1l |
he appeared as a witness before the
commission, would also fight very E.hyL
of the attempt at subornati )
jury on the part of the Provincial dSec-
retary in regard to Mr. Hammond.
He did not do so, however. He said,
that there was no harm in Hammond's
~vidence. Who had said that there
was? The point was the conduct of}
the Provincial Secretary in endeavor-
ing to induce Mr. Hammond to forget
some of the things he knew:. Suppose|
the hon. member for Manitoulin

had
done that. He could imagine the su-
preme indignatio

. of the public. It
was quite impossible to frame a more
dishonest comment on this question
than the comment of the commission-
ers themselves. They did not refer to
the alleged offence—not that Mr.
Hammond differed from the Provincial
Secretary, because he did not differ
very much on anything important—-
but that the Provincial Secretary had
attempted to get M= Hammond to

iwved
|

1t had occurre

L |

on of per- ‘
|

commit a crime.
The Premier had spoken. of the sup-|
port given to the

by the others ci his party.

as the Provincial Secretary might be.

But the Premier talked about the loyal

support. 1f the Premier had ‘not said,
that. it would not have beea .necessary
for him (Mr. Whitney) to say what he
was - going to say.

that from one end
of Ontario to another, a
the House, statements w

1

01 th e

Liberal members of the Liberal party|

that. no matter what else should hap-
oen, they would get rid of Stratton.

The Letter to the Premier.

The Premier had said that he wish-
ed to rule with clean hands. That was
a proper wish; but if he were sO anx-

ious to have the public believe so0,
why did he not g0 nto
the witness box 7 He had a
letter irom the member for Mani-

g his support to the (_j;m-..
ld not go 1nto
had said In

toulin offerin
ernment, and yet he wou

the box. The Premter
the morning that what hpd been said
to Mr. Gamey was that if he did not

he would not receive
the patronage. He was at the time

simply paraphrasing the language Ol
the report. The commissioners,

sign the letter

Provincial Secretary!
He ht-l

lieved that there were men sitting on . . 1" i
the floor of this IHouse just as guilt?i fy ed with jeeLs,

How did it cqme;hims:lf took good care not to
Province! p:
nd even within| vinced that he had done enough for
ere made by|them by giving them 160 acres of land

| Hamilton Heral

! -l'f"i'
e been the

i
[l - [}

w ] m 1 s
uage, ?.nd- :: it
| s own. ngu
gﬁiﬁiﬂ represented more ar}d_ mnltl'c
that of a man who waZ eccas;?nahi
engaged in thinking gloud._ ' t
ember - for . Manitoulin received :111:_1?
patronage at all it amounted to this
that the Government made a bargan
with him, which, ﬂ'l;::l
Premier's language, re
to get out of.

Judges Merely Individuals.

The Judges who heard the evidence
were Just individuals,. like any who
might be picked out from the strect
anywhere, and appointed commission-
ers to do certain specific and well-de-
fined work, and take down the evi-
dence and rzport to the House, and
so anyone who dealt with them as
Judges was coIng himself and the
~ublic a wrong, and much harm might
-ome of it. The commissioners,
herefore, could have no reason ‘10
omplain when their conduct was crit-
cized. HHon. George Brown had
riticized Judges on a previous OCCd-
ion when they were acting as Jutges
n the matter of ‘an election petition.
nd " he was summoned for contempt
i court. but was held to be justified
n his remarks.
easonable that men who were not sit-
ing as Judges, but as commissiOners,
s servants of the House, shou'd not
e {ree from criticism upon their acts,.
[he conduct of the Government 1n
alling to. their assistance members
f the judiciary could not help but
wring the judiciary considerably nto
lisrepute.  But these considerations
were trifles light as air in the minds
nf the Government. We had. a ju-
diciary of which the whole world might
well be proud, but they were not held
how in the same high regard that they
were two yecars ago.

Sir John Boyd’s Family.

Fancy Sir Oliver Mowat doing as
the two Judges had done in the pre-
sént case. We had this gentleman

they -endeavo

must hav |
'!Phe language of the.

It was much more

|

O —— =

with three sons in the employ of the

Government, which must stan
according to his decision, and Sir John

d or fall

Boyd himself, {or the last eight or ten |
vears, had received irom the Govern- |

ment of Ontario remuneration for his

employment by that Government out-/

side of his fees as a Judge. He was

' sorry, upon his honor as a public man

and as a private individual, to say 1

but it was indecent—(Opposition ap-

plause)—and the fact that all these
things were being done from day 10
day, without promoting even a smile
on the faces of the partisans, in this

country was another evidence of the
low state of morality . this Pro-
vince among certain people f{rom

whom higher and better things should
be expected.

Mr.
jons in this regard were backed up D
that of many of the independent papers
of the Province. Quoting from lhe
Toronto News, he read a reterence 10
a meeting in the Queen’s Park
decorate the veterans monumerits,

L)

Whitney declared that his opin-,

when the mention of the judiciary was

Mr. Ross—The jeers were heard at
Conservative gathering.

Mr. Whitney-—The meeting was one
of the Veterans’ Association of
tario, _:md it did lean closely to Con-
servative principles. The Premier
b

COIl-

d

present at that meeting,

being

somewhere,
The Finding Too Extreme.

Mr. Whitney quoted also from The

and The Ottawa
Journal to substantiate his own opmn-
ion that the position taken by ‘the
Judges n the commission was one

|which had lowered them in the pub-

lic estimation. Nor was this opinion
shared alone by the people outside of
the House. The hon. members op-
posite, by their actions, had shown
when the report was laid upon the
table, that they were dissatisfied, Their
faces on that occasipn showed no sign
of triumph, because they felt that the

commissioners had gone too far, In
every quarter of Ontario to-day the

opinion was expressed openly that this
deltverance was too extreme an] had
gone altogether too far.  The coun-

scl engaged had been altogether ig-

(n-|

|

‘Government would have

e

v e

ey never dreamed that'

s 5.
such a deliverance would have Dbeen
given. The argument of Mr. Blake

touched upon by the!
commissioners.  Their finding = was,
simply a compilation of the evidence -
in favor of the Provincial Secretary, |
accompanied by a very skillful mini-
mizing of anything that could count at
all against him. The simple fact was
this. that the member for Manitoulin |

had been on trial, and the langua el
used by witness after witness corrob-
orating the evidence of the member
for Manitoulin was not ?uuted, and |
not even mentioned, in the teport, with

the result that the supporters of the
to draw 1IN
submit to the Pro-
le while longer.

was not even

their horns and )
vincial Secretary a litt

Charges Were True.

He declared that the
which he was forced = was that the
charges made by the member for Man-
Soulin were true, that they were main-
ly true, and the commissioners them-
celves believed that he received money, -
and, as he (Mr. Whitney) took it, for
the purposes he had said that he T¢-
ceived 1it.

The attempt to get Mr.
to forget some of the things he knew !
was not only not disproved, but the!
Provincial Secretary had not cared 1O
say a word about it In the - witness
box. These facts rendered it 1m-|
possible for him (Mr. Whitney) 10
say that he did not believe the state-
ments of the .member for Manitou-
lin. The Premier had spoken of the
presentation of evidence on j:xerg ma-
terial point to the commission, but in
instances, when evidence

one or two 1 e _
of a very distinct, positive and serious
there, 1t was

character was brought
nbt adlowed “to be given befores theé|
tribahal; When evidence of meri who
were prepared to contradict and prove
the utter falsity of the evidence of
Frank Sullivan was offered, it was at
once turned down by the distinguish-
ed Judges. The evidence of Mr.
Passmore, saying that the $900 came
from the same pf’ace as the $3,000, nad
not been referred to by the Judges.
although it was very material to the
verdict. "
Mr. Ross—Mr. Gamey said that the
%900 came from Manitoulin. "
Mr. Whitney said that perhaps Mr. |
Passmore had said so, but he was
trying to point out thap the commis-
sioners had believed everything sawd
by Frank Sullivan and had discredit-
ed Mr. Gamey's evidence, because he |
had said that he had nothing but the
best interests of his constituency at
heart. Simply because he did not
say that his motives were bad, and
that .ther:, was no money considera-
tion offered, they discredited him,

Credibility of Witnesses.

Again, the Judges had asked, “ Are
the Ministers’ statements.to be read in
the light of a corrupt bargain, or asj
indicating a policy of conciliation?” He|
could imagine that the Ministers would
thank the commissioners for that ex-|
pression.

[hey might call the member for]
Manitoulin whatever they pleased, but |
w_hen a man whose evidence i1s worthyl
of credence agreed with one whose
evidence was not worthy of credence
they must count two. In the presen;:
case, the evidence of the member for
Manitoulin was corroborated in one:
very important regard by the men who
heard him talking to Frank Sullivan in
the Crossin Piano Factory. The Judges |

opinion tO

Hammond |

w— ——

said this evidence ‘“‘mav affect”

_thi er \ the
credibility of Frank Sullivan. Most
people would say it did affect it. They

gave as their reason for brushing aside

F‘ ..
the evidence of these three witnesses
that they did not all tell the -aa‘mke

story exactly alike. That was in thair
favor, and it was an established gwrin-
ciple of evidence that exact rcac‘mh-
I;mrg oif stories tended rather thn dis-
credit them. The Judges also made no

mention of the evidence of Mr. Cav-|
ers. |

The Letter to the Premier.

- There were two important matters'
in régard to Mr. Hammond. He would
say nothing of the attempt to get
l_-Inmnmnd to alter a signed interview.'
Bﬁut Ham'mnnd, he was informed, had
glven a signed statement to the coun-|

M




