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of the vessel gave $10,000 or some other Mr. WALLACE. I must insist on the min-
very large sum-perhaps less than $10.000, ister paying a little more attention to the
or may be more than $10.000-to Mr. F. C. rules of order. fHe bas to justify bis
Wade as a retainer to him to engineer own coume. and it w!H fot do for hlm to
things through for him, and this was oqe say: 1 have an officer there, and W111 get
of the tbings lie engineered. behind him, because he is a capable and

honest man. The minister bas a duty to
The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. That is perform as well as the inspector. The in-not there.spector says: My opinion is that the article.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPL1R. It which was valued at $10,000, should have
is sworn to by Mr. Wade. been valued at $25,000 at the very least.

What does the hon. minister think of that'?
Mr. WALLACE. It was read out to- le will not tell us. Does he think that the

night. man who made that entry should have got
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Not clear witli the penalties inflicted under

that Mr. Wade had anything to do with the clause No. 8? There are other clauses which
entry. infliet higher penalty.

Mr. WALLACE. I amu saying that Mr. The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The de-
Wade's client had to do with the comnpany., partment did not infliet the penalty. It was
and Mr. Wade got a retainer of $10,0, or Mr. McMichael who inflicted it himself.
less or more. and lie had to earn the money,
or the man who gave him ithe retainer' r.WALLACE.
would be dissatisfied at the end of the year, imflictste mpenalhy.
and would want to give him a less amount.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. How The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. You are
could lie earn the money ? 11rg.

Sir CIARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. By Mr. WALLACE. The report is made to
defrauding the revenue. te minister by the inspector. and has to

be signed and approved by the minister.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. How%

could lie do that without the inspector being The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The lion.
a party to it ? entlemai is wrong. Mr. McMiehael vent

there with fuil power to deal with theMr. WALLACE. The minister gets be- .case. If he eonsidered it a case of deiberate
hînd the inspector and stays behind. He fraud his duty was to have seized the ves-
says that if the inspector thouglit there was sel :but fromdthe fact that he did lot seize
a fraud. Ie should bave muspended ei col- itbutinflicted ithe penalties provided bylector. I ask the gentleman who is placed section S. lie evidently did not consider it aover the inspector. and who is responsible uase of fraufd. Mr. McMichael imposed thisdirectly to us. to state what he thougiht elt
about this matter ? peCWl111 hiself. withouittie onutltationabout his mater ?of the eprmlt and the fine wvas paid

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I thouglht efore lie left Dawson at ail.
that Mr. McMichael had done what he Mr WALLACE. The hon. minister bas
thought was right. I have confidence in NI us that halft a dozen times already. andhim: but I see that the hon. gentleman has . . . . .
not and the gentlemen about hm have ot istead addin to our informationis
He talks about my getting behind the in- simply giving furtier proof of bis cowardice
spector. I will not do that. for if I were having no opinion of bis own. He says
led to believe that hie defrauded the rev- that hie sent the inspector out there with full
enue, he would have to go : I would not be powvers. He cannot clothe the inspector
behind him or anybody else. withl any powers which parhiament does nlot

conter on him. nor can hec take away any
Mv. WALLACE. Evidently the minister power that pariament confers. The min-

eannot answer a question without misre- ister cannot escape his responsiblity in that
pvesenting. I have flot said a word to- way. He knows that this money was paid

ighAt to iply that the inspector of eus- under protest. and that everything came be-
toms was guilty of any fraud. On the fore him. The question is whether Mr. Wade,
contrary. I have said that e is an offieer who w-as found closely connected with other
who I believe does his duty honestly, con- frauds against theountry. and is clients
scientiously, intelligently and well. were to bie punished, or whether the influence

The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. Whyîî of Mr. Wade w-as so strong with the Minister
should nfot I be guided by his report. then? of Customs. as it had been previously with

the Minister of the Interior. and the Minister
Mr. MONTAGUE. is report shows tha of Marine, that these parties escaped with a

there was a fraud. punishment altogether incommensurate with
their offence.The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. It does

nlot. If there had been fraud, it would have The use divided on the amendment (Sir
been bis duty to have setzed the vessel. I Charles Hibbert Tupper).

Mr. WALLACE.


