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WEDNESDAY MAY 7, 1913.
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“FALSIFIER » “TRADUCER,” “STA
THERE WITH A FACE OF BRASS
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| The Premier Indulges in Vitriolic Lan-

guage in the Debate in Legislature
on the Proudfoot Charges.

“Are You Going to Allow Such Conduct?’’
Asks Mr. Rowell of Speaker, and Sir James
Makes the Reply.

MU, IP'rondioot has imiplemented to refresh his memor)
| his statement  to the Committes on AL this point Mr. erguson inter-
. : : rupted My, Prondioot, and stated that
'1ivileges and  Kleclions that ne ap | |
A e .~u1.]r] 110 Sy Illlll'l' EH*HI'- i hoe ‘:-:]l'"-'l!""f‘l'
WOl ATy his nl'ljl cCtieens to | he ' ! '
, _ I : : T 1]1:“{-11 o obhtain Ny reading sieth
1O 1T 11 LI commitie i Lhe ; . '
| 4 jepisties, “"Why not  table them?
flou :
| said he,
' 'i]l Il.'rl jt'Hlif’lll!Tllrl "! |il" I#IIEL‘HL;I'-

“We can table anvthing now,” re-
. . plied Mr, l'l'unIH"Hrf. “hut we couldn’i
esterday the member tor Centre

f s =3 | | e In commitiee,” This retort had sneh
I Jiuron mviareeeql hig entive i,n--'l-’luu he-

Lure alter a ten days' adjournment

_ lan effeet vpon the Opposition  band
giglature and belore the
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_ N " hat they continually pounded their
l .:,“”Fih 11 it he I 'rovince luxercising L ‘ el e R
| | desks, which was quickly returned by

his rights 2 v member, Mr., Proud

| E] = -
i ’ he Government side in responsc (o
P Lo D IS nied i exbhaustive reviecw !, ) ]
| . . _ j”lillllllhi‘r' remarks frrom membhbers
11! 2y SMITRINL Situation, and made | e -
| 5 ) i | The Speaker was linally forced to ask
SIIRAIT property | 11« contonls o i =
| l ' "1 | the nmembers to ohseryve Lhe ruales ol
I Jed - o Thorne 1o Maisonvilie | , = :
il er | ' g ) tdebate and consgider the dignity o
| | & O 1T s ¢ e CLeg v !
| SERE Wk RROBTRIMORIGNNTY. 190 - the House.

Lhe commitice last weelk. . a8
' An Undair Report,

%

LS I "roundtoot spoke Tor over two
“How, in the face of the evidenco

| hours At times he was subjected to

L acrimonions interruption, but preserv- 3 adduced andg the statements murde 1
?v.:‘ through all the tryving ordeal an the Provincial Secretary, oan Lthe
l Ve femper., Theroe was,. howevelr, comnmittee record =uch a4 statement
I no interrupiion as he read the Thorne that no evidence was Jorthcoming to

Support the charges?” Mr. Proudloo:

letter: on the contrary, ar anxious and
asked. I sayv that such a report s

almost apprehensiye look came over

| the countenances of many members Unlair, and not in accorlance with
on the Covernment side. who ceased the evidence taken How can' it be
(rom r<ading or conversation and sus- Stated that there was a full inquiry”
| pended wiiting to calteh every word of ,TH” !I.lil,i“l'ii,‘h’ of the members of that
HTjII rateful document . coemmitiee []1¢|;-.:;1 e ve peculiar  con-

Iublic interest centred largely in ceptions as to what” a full inquir

B

the proceedings of the day, At an means. They must think it means
! carly hour the galleries were filled, the shutting out of muach o Lhe evi-
and long belore the debate coimmenc- | dence.’
ed there was not a toot of vacant ' l'r“'""‘*!lil.’.: M. I'I"Ir'l“'uu[ ooz ol
Spaee Ol the (loor ol the House, Section 158 of the s Criinina ! ol e
| At the opening of the liouse the ) “”}';‘-“’T"-“ﬂ*' 1S guilty ol an Indictalle
| Lieutenant-Governor arrived minus  oflence and liable to a fine of not les
::]'a- usual trappings of State, and gave Cthanu %100 and imprisonicnt o
consent to one hundred and fifty- | term  not exceeding one year. who
Lhree bills, representing the result of 'r”“'t‘i"*“‘ an offer, propos:al, gift, loan
the legislative eofforts of the House Lo hromise, directly or Indirectiyv, o
!!4 r the session, 'his brings into cany ofticial or .Iw:'.w.rn in the ‘,”.”_]”‘,..
| operation the new laws  that have (o the Government, etce.” “"Here we
{ been enacled, and prevents inconven-  ‘ind Taylor had a contract with the
't!“;ll vy "'“:‘H'1 R Tl _I”H““r Government, which extended over gy
' how iong the debate may now be pros | period of years, shortly after the con-
. ! Lracted. :‘H-.u*T was started there were disputes
| The Debate Onened. | between them until the matter was
: | . : ;f]‘ﬂ&l“}' closed mp. This code ii"“l“h
E (i the motion by Mr. . Howard strates the position  "Tavlor was i
I Flevguson (Grrenviliaed (oo 2do0pt the re- | : | kR
| | e . 7. . N | . when he offered the money to Mr
| port of the Committes on vivileges ' Hanna ; |
| and Elections that the t'roudfool | ‘
}t*hit‘f!-‘;wr-: “have no foundaticn in fact,” 5'\" Tndictable Oftence,
!|}1,~ usual notice was ™aived, and H'H"l “How does this alfect M. Hanna 2"
:‘w‘«"m-h- question was thrown open Lo . he asked. “Section 69 of the code

debate makes him liable to an Imdictable ol -

Mr. Proudiool supported his argu- fence. We were not permitted to en-
quire how the $500 were Ziven to him.
r 11"

We have 1t :slundm;.-: clearly before

us that the evidence Was being guard-

ment by opinions from K, . B, John-
L 'ton., H. H. Dewart. George . Wat-

Se— s —

i:'E-lﬂn. M. K. Cowan and 8Sir Allen
1;\;.']:1511.'-:1111. in which. they declared
;lhul the evidence relative to thesconl
{tenders should have heen admitted
!durin;.:; the investigation, It was ulso
declared that a witness under suech

f’*{]. In*t'tlllm* Lhe man who Look nNionco
from Taylor is as gullty as Tavlor is
undeyr the other section.

Then if we went inte the circum-

stances s 'ing why o
leircumstances should bhe permitted howing why the money was g
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