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It wae not to be expected that Mr. Bell and
Mr. Mitchell couid supervise the distribution
of the expenditure. That must of necessity
be nmade under Mr. Kelley and the officials
of the Grand Trunk. Something may be
said later on as to how that money was
spent. However, one man was trusted by
the people of Canada as the head and front
of the aggregation, to control, it, and that
one man certainly had the undivided sup-
port of the people of Canada in accepting
the position: that was Sir Joseph Flavelle.
In pursuance of the duties which were en-
trusted to hlm he looked into the economies
between the two railway systems. There
was no doubt that there existed a great
gulf between the positions of the two gen-
tlemen, Sir Joseph Flavelle and Mr. Keliey,
because Mr. Kelley Wias an employee of the
people of Canada on a salary of $60,000
a year, if my information is correct, where-
as Sir Joseph Flavelle was assuming the
onerous duties entrusted to bum, not for any
monetary considerations, although his ex-
penses were paid, but simply with a desire
to carry out those duties, as he had been
requested by the Government. His appoint-
ment had been endorsed by prominerat Lib-
erals throughout the country. When Mr.
Howard Kelley was associated with a man
of the stamp of Sir Joseph Flavelle, it be-
hooved him to be on his honour, if he knew
what honour meant. What do we find?
We find that towards the close of last year,
when it had been announced that the ser-
vices of certain persons were to be dispensed
with Mr. Kelley had in his possession con-
fidential letters from Sir Joseph Flavelle.
I do not use* the word "confidential"' in the
sense that the public must not see them,
for they were the people's documents; but
surely there might b. confidences exchanged
between two gentlemen occupying their posi-
tions. Sir Joseph Flavelle, in the dis-
charge of his duties, had written to Mr.
Kelley a certain letter to which I will make
particular reference. He speaks about con-
ferences they had had in respect to the
reduction of staff with a view to affectîng
econornies. I am charitable enough to
assume it was for that purpose. Sir Joseph
Flavelle, as chairman of the committee,
called Mr. Kelley's attention to what was
going on:

Sir Joseph Fiavelle, Chlarman of the Rail-
way Board, wrote to Mr. Howard G. Kelley,
President of the Grand Trunk Rallway, under
date of October 6th last, a letter touching the
pensfion record of Mr. W. H. Blggar, Vice-
President and General Ciounsel o! the Grand
Trunk Railway:

7I arn led to query if we should renew now
the question o! the retiring of sorne of the

senior men, flot a year henoe, but at the end
of the year."

Again he says:
"If you are worklng up on your plans wiII

you kindly report progrees to the <next)
meeting of the Board."

Again, on the 3rd of December he asks
for an answer to the letters. This Mr.
Kelley, this $60,000 employee of the people
of Canada, deliberately takes that letter
out of the office where it was on the officiai
file and shows it-to whom? He must have
shown it to the proprietor of the Montreal
Star, Mr. Hugh Graham, Lord Athol-
stan. Honourable conduct or dishonour-
able conduct? This Government knows that
he did that, and yet this Government re-
tained hlm. Why did he do it? To gain a
political advantage; for that reason and
no other. Did he prostitute the position
that he heid? Mr. Kelley knew just as well
as he knew that the sun would rise next
day that there were going to be changes
in the management of the Grand Trunk
railway. Mr. Kelley did not want to see
those changes made, and he was going to
take the chance that a political change
might enable him to hold under a new
Government the office he then occupied.
So this gentleman, Mr. Kelley, took the
letter down and handed it over to the pro-
prietor of the Montreal Star and the
proprietor of the Montreal Star made
it public.

Hon. Mr. CAS GRAIN: In justice te Mr.
KeIlley may 1 say that he 'denied having
shown that letter to any.body.

Hon. Sir JAMES LOUGHEED: How*
did it get out?

Hon. Mr. BENNETT: Ail I can say is
it le rather a belated denial. It has neyer
appeared in the public press.

Hon. Mr. POPE: Hear, hear. Nobody
knows of it.

Hon. Mr. BENNETT: What happened
next? Mr. Kelley, or some person, having
taken this ietter out, a certain notable per-
sonage in the province of Quebec must have
been a.pproached and aeked if he would
make public the contents of the letter. Who
was that gentleman? No less a personage
than the present Minister of Justice of
Canada. I believe that Sir Lomer Gouin
was too old a bird to b. caught with a
newspaper effusion, and before he made the
etatement he did make I believa Sir Lomer
saw the original. I do not assert positively
that he did see it, but 1 give hlm credit
for being astute enough not to go and


