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ER DEALS WITH

SCANDAL CHARGES

Says Hyman Denies Stories of Immor-

ality, and That

in Gutter Gossip

Bourassa Deals

Member for i.abelle Moves

Bitter Speech, and Prime Minister Replies With Plain
Language Including Discussion of Remarkable Rumors
About Characters of Cabinet Ministers---Foster Attacked
by Carvell---Motion Voted Down by 109 to 56.

for Committee of Inquiry in

Ottawa. March 26—“I quite under-
stand,” said Henri Bourassa, as he arose
40 address the house this afternoon, “that
the majority of this house should be
amused by the fact that 1 am greeted
with applause of only my good {friend,
Armand Lavergne. I can quite realize
#yat members on both sides are not dis-
posed to receive me with all the joy aand
contentment with which, uader other cir-
cumstances, I might be received by them.
Be that as it inay, I fear that the mem-
bers may be somewhat disappointed with
the proceedings today. If it is expectgd
by anyone that I am going to engage 1n
the work of the man with muck rake, 1
wish to dispel that expectation.

“T have not come here for the pleasure
of dragging before the public the good
name of my colleagues with’ whom I may
have had some politicgl Jdifferences but no
perscnal enmity. I may perhaps claim
that I have some advantage in presenting
this matter inasmuch as the future and
the fate of either political party, as at
present constituted, is a matter of indif-
ference to me. I therefore bring  this
guestion ‘forward, not with the view of
belping the government to ruin some of
their political opponeats, nor with the
view of helping the opposition to bring
to task some members of the government.
I bring it forward because I consider it
is my public duty to give voice in parlia-
ment to the clamor of public opinion as
it is expressed at the present time
throughout all Canada.

A Public Scandal.
-~

“The origin of this question lies with
he royal commission ,not with this house.

artain facts with which the names of
u->mbers of the commons and the senate
viere connected were brought to light by
the commission. These facts are public
notoriety; they are contained in official
documents printed under the authority
the crown and by the conseat of parlia-
ment. Upon these facts the press of the
country has been carrying on a campaign
of comment, I might say a campaign of
slander. Comments have been passed up-
on the honor, the integrity, the indepen-
dence of members, that neither the ac-
cused parties nor those who think they
may have been remiss in their duty can
allow the session to close before on the
one side they should justify themselves
as public men and on the other side jus-
tifying their accusations against these
public men. .
Fowler Caused the Orisis.

“The matter was brought to a crisis
by Mr. Fowler, who took the grouad that
if he were attacked for private matters
he would carry the war into Africa. This
gave the matter an importance that it
otherwise would not have had. But what
makes it the imperative duty of the
house as a matter to be investigated is
that public opinion is losing confidence in
the integrity of its public institutions and.
of the members of those institutions.
Rightly or wrongly an impression prevails
that both parties are afraid of the revel-
ﬂ?ions and that neither party wants to
pass judgment on the other.”

Mr. Bourassa quoted from Hansard
what Mr. Fowler actually had said and
whs called to order by the speaker, as he

egan, for referring to past debatz. The
speaker said that he merely called the at-
teation of the house to the matter and
us no one objected, Mr. Bourassa was
permitted to infringe on that well known
rule so as to be the better able to estab-
lish his case.

Mr. Bourassa endeavored to show that
thfsre had been a bargain between the
prime minister and Mr. Fowler to shut
out discussion on this matter. His justi-
fication for this claim was that the prime
minister stated to the house that if there
were anything in the report of the insur-
ance commission against Mr. Fowler it
wdtld be proper to proceed against him
when the report came before the house.

“I would like to know,” said Mr. Bou-
rassa, ‘““where the connection is between
the report of the royal commission to in-
vestigate insurance and the relations of
members of the government to ‘wine,
women and graft.” I do mot know that
the insurance commission was instructed
to inquire into the private and public con-
duct of ministers of the crown. Even
without the insurance commission it would
be the duty of Mr. Fowler to make good
his threat. Except for the semblance of a

w-off, the premier admitted the session
should not close without the matter being
discussed. The leader of the opposition
had agreed with Sir Wilfrid. Mr. Fowler
l\ﬂadmitted it was necessary to have an
investigation.”

Mr. Bourassa said he had waited long
enough for the members of the house to
have read the insurance report, and had
then brought up the matter. On the first
occasion the prime minister said that the
matter would be investigated before the
cession closed, and on the second occasion
he had stated that there was nothing to
investigate as far as Mr. Fowler was con-
cerned. Mr. Fowler had mentioned  no
names nor any offence, and this action was
taken by Sir Wilfrid notwithstanding that
two weeks previously be had said that the
housa could not prorogue without an in-
vestigation.

This led Mr. Bourassa to the insurance
report, from which he was to read state-
ments that were of the most damaging
character against certain members. He
gaid that the charge of one member against
another should not only be investigated,
but  a committee should be instituted to
investigate and find out who are the hon-
est men and who are the dichonest men.
(Cries of Oh, Oh). ‘ .

Mr. Bourassa—“My honorable friends
need not think that I am taking this at-
titude with the idea of posing as the cen-
sor of my colleagues. I shall endeavor to
prove that the vast majority of the mem-
bers of this house, whom I esteem as hon-
est and honorable men, should take upon
themselves to make the line clear between
the honest and the dishonest.”

Sgores Senator Cox.

Mr. Bourasea quoted from the insurance
report, dealing first with Senator Cox. e
waid that Semator Cox had caused the

money of the Canada Life Insurance Com-
pany to be diverted from its natural chan-
rels and to be invested in stocks in which
he was personally interested, to the small
amount of $6,933,000. He referred to Sen-
ator Cox’s dealings with the Canadian
Bank of Commerce and with Ames & Co.,
and said the senator had helped to make
false entries in the books of the Canada
Life Insurance Company, and yet the
prime minister did not find anything in
the report of the insurance commission to
investigate.

Mr. Bourdssa next took up the Inde-
pendent Order of Foresters, and quoted
from the report what was said against the
Hon. George E. Foster, Dr. Montague and
others.

Hot Shot for Foster.

The Union Trust, of which Mr. Foster
was manager, was declared by the report
to have been a large and bold operator,
with the money of the Foresters forming
itd capital. Indeed, Mr. Foster at that
time pointed out that, whilst in reality
the trust company would be controlled by
the Foresters it was best that this should |
not be emphasized to the public, but |
rather the contrary. Mr. Foster had there- |
fore suggested that they should be careful
who they elected as directors.

Mr. Bourassa, commenting on the re-
port, said it must not be forgotten that
the Union Trust Company was for all
practical purposes the member for North
Toronto (Mr. Foster), who was the gen-
eral manager and financial adviser of the
trust company, and that the syndicate of
four who received the money from the
trust company to buy lands with for them-
selves, included Mr. Foster.

Mr. Foster—I caution my hon. friend,
because I know he wishes to bz fair, that
it might be well for him to exacnine some
of the documents before he takes as law
and gospel the statements made by three
gentlemen, who, if they were in this
house, would not be more than the equal
of my hon. friend.

Says Foster Misused Trust.

Mr. Bourassa—I think I will clear my
hon. friend’s mind for I am going to say
in conclusion that we must give him a
chance in this house to make his case as
a public man. The meaning of the words
is that Mr. Foster has misused the trust
of which he was the trustee. On the
one hand he is accused by the commis-
sioners of having formed -the syndicate
in order to take the trust funds of which
he was tnanager and loan them to him-
self. :

Mr. Foster—Might I ask my friend t
repeat that because it is a little confused
as it reached my ears?

Mr. Bourassa—I repeat that the hon.
gentleman became a member of syndicate
of four who received money from the
Union Trust of which he was manager
to buy lands for their own profit and
gecondly that during that transaction not
only did he take the money of the Union
Trust and give it to the syadicate, of
which he was a member, but he received
twice during the transaction personal ad-
vantage.

False, Says Foster.

Mr. Foster—All of which as contained
in my hon. friend’s statement is absolute-
ly a misrepresentation. P

Mr. Bourassa—Does the hon. gentleman
claim it is a misrepresentation of the
words of the commissioners? :

.Mr. Foster—It is a misrepresentation as
the echo of the commissioners, whether
it be a true and absolute report of the
commisgioners or not.

Mr. Bourassa—I accept the correction
of the hon. gentleman because I leave it
to the judgment of the house if the way
in which I have summed up the words
of the report is not a faithful report.

Mr. Bourassa said that the report
stated that in the fall of 1903 R. H.
Pope, ex-M. P., and G. W. Fowler, M. P.,
commenced negotiations with the C. P. R.
for the purchase of land on behalf of a
syndicate, including with themselves W.
H. Bennett, M. P., and A. Lefurgey, M.
P. Can the hon. member for North To-
ronto leave that report in the public ar-
chives of the country in Jdocuments that
will be referred to and quoted by gener-
ations to come, much more damaging than
if they were uttered with the violent lan-
guage of the popular tribunes in words
which convey to the mind of anybody not
familiar with the fact that the manager
of a trust fund caused that company to
loan money in order to make a profit for
himself without disclosing his connection
with the transaction.

Mr. Foster—As another mild caveat, if
either Mr. ‘Bourassa makes the statement
or if the commission makes the statement
that nothing was disclosed to the Union
Trust Company the statement is not true
in either case. It may be true that noth-
ing is disclosed in the minutes but there
are documents as well as minutes and it
is a common practice to refer to Jocu-
ments but not to spread it on the min-
utes. If they make the statement there
that becausc it is mot disclosed in the
minutes therefore there. was no disclosure
it is a misrepresentation. They Lknew
that it was disclosed and therefore 1 say
again it is another misrepreseatation.

Mr. Bourassa—Quite so. I agree with
Mr. Foster that if it is disclosed without
anything having becn written with regard
to it I will be happy to give him a chance
to prove it.

Mr. Foster—Which again is not truc.

Mr. Bourassa—Quite so; but T am quot-
ing from the report.

Mr. Bourassa said that the statement
of the commissioners was that the Union
Trust fund was nothing else than the or-
der of Foresters, and that Mr. Foster, as
manager of the trust fund, lent money to
syndicates in which he was interested and
that besides he received a commission. The
business of the commission was to investi-
{ gate and ascertain where the money of
the Foresters went, and with respect to
! the company with which Mr. Foster was
i connected they say it was improperly
{ dealt with, both in regard to the amount
| invested, the kind of investments, and the

«discreditable things about him, but he had

amatter of public scandal any one who

1im this house during the present session,
namely, by the

| interest of the manager of the trust com-
pany in these investments.

e AT

Nobody expects that this insurance re-
port should be legislated upon this ses-

sion, but in the name of hundreds of thou-
sands and millions of policyholders in Can-
ada therc is certainly as much necessity
for legislation this session as for the land
bill. It is not so much legislation that is
expected by the people as that we will
show a strong hand in the inspection of
companies. What justice can be expected
from a parliament and from a government
the leader of which says, in the face of
this report, that there is no finding against
a single member of parliament? Sir, if
the prime minister will oppose investiga-
tion now, if he does not give Mr. Foster
a chance to clear himself, or if he should
call on parliament to support him in ex-
alting the member for North Toronto,
what confidence can the people of Canada
have in the government? If the matter
is left as it stands, the people will say
that Senator Cox and Mr. Foster have
paired.

Mr. Foster-—It is not the first time we
ever paired.

Mr. Bourassa replied it should be the
last time there is‘a chance to pair.

Mr. Bourassa then said that, in looking
over the record of what had become of
the Foresters’ money, they found that the
member for Kings (Mr. Fowler), as well
as Messrs. Bennett and Lefurgey received
some of it.

Mr. Bennett-~Will the honorable gentle-
man state in what part of the evidence it !
is shown that I received part of the
moneys of the Union Trust?

Mr. Bourassa—I will deal with that later
on. The Liberal press pointed out that
these members had accepted favors from
Mr. Dan. Mann, in order to have their
transactions completed, and repaid that
service by opposing the G. T. R. bill.
These are no ordinary accusations. The
charge was also made that they received
favors from a railway magnate who has
to deal with parliament every day.

Mr. Bourassa taunted Mr. Foster with
having brought a young man before the
bar .of the house last session for saying

not attempted to deal with the editors and
newspaper men who were now circulating
such damaging statements against him.
Mr. Bourassa asked when that general
clearing up was to take place which was
announced so many weeks before parlia-
ment met. It had been said that there
was nothing to investigate. They could
not, in the commons, touch Senator Cox,
but he should be brought before his peers
or stand an inquiry.

Mr. Bourassa said that the insurance
commission was .not appoiated for the
purpose of impeaching any member of
parliament but to investigate the affairs
of all the insurance companies. However,
the report noted that the name of one
member was connected with one of these
companies and the result of report has
been the articles which have appeared in
the press during the past six months and
statements which have been made in the
house. The matter has gone too far or
not far enough. We must give the mem-
ber a chance to clear himself and I shall
be happy if he can do so.

The accusation made
Fowler, Bennett and Lefurgey is that
they received special favors from the
Camadian Northern and the Canadian
Pacific -railways. A straight charge is
made against them by one goverament
newspaper that on that account they
have lost their right to sit in this house.
We cannot know whether that is true or
not without an iaquiry. Mr. Bennett and
Mr. Lefurgey have asked for inquiry. It
sheuld be givea.

Not Willing to Make Charges.

It has hKeen asked and probably will
be again, tthy do you not take ‘the risk
of making a charge yourself? I shall be
perfectly candid with the house and the
govermmnent. I am not going to give to
the goverament or to the opposition a
chance of making me the scapegoat in
this matter. (Cries of oh, oh).

Mr. Bourassa said the charges that were
being made were from public documents
and the result of the action of parliament
in instituting a commission and it was
the duty of parliament to complete its
work by proceeding with the inquiry. The
government should take hold because the
machinery of the department of justice
must be put into action.

Mr. Foster—Does the hon. geatleman
suggest that the minister of justice should
investigate me?

Mr. Bourassa—No, I don’t say that.

Fowler's Accusations.

against Messrs.

Referring to Mr. Fowler's insinuations,
Mr. Bourassa said that not only did the
member for Kings make accusations but
stated that he had material, that he had
been gathering data and that is why his
charge is entirely different from aay other
charge or insinuations . that have ever
been made in this house by a public man.
Rumors are going all over the city of Ot-
tawa and insinuations are made right and
left in the corridors by members of par-
liament and outsiders. It was the duty of
the government to intervene. In regard
to the morality of the ministers of the
crown his guiding principle was that ap-
plied in Great Britain. He cited the case
of Sir Charles Dilke.

In respect to the Hyman story, the
member of Kings should be called upon
to prove it. In regard to the general ac-
cusations about “wine, women and graft,”
if any minister of the crown is connected
in any such way that it has become a

has the facts must make them public.
Mr. Bourassa's Resolution.

Mr. Bourassa concluded by moving the
followag resolution:

That the report of the royal commis-
sion on life insurance and the evidence
connected therewith have made publie
various transactions in which members of
this house participated, namely—the hon-
orable member for North Toronto (Mr.
Foster), the honorable member for Kings
(N. B.), (Mr. Fowler); the honorable
member for East Simcoe (Mr. Bennett),
the honorable member for Prince (P. E.
L), (Mr. Lefurgey).

That such transactions have been com-
mented upon by eeveral organs of public
opinion in terms reflecting upon the hon-
or, the integrity and the indépendence of
the above named gentlemen; that refer-
ence to such transactions have been made

honorable member for
Carleton (N. B.), (Mr. Carvell), on Feb.
7 and 21, and by the honorable member
for Yale-Cariboo (Mr. Ross), on Feb. 19,
in terms indicating that, in the opinion
of these two honorable gentlemen, the
above named honorable members are
guilty of improper conduct.

That on Nov. 26 last the honorable
member for Wright (Mr. Devlin) referred
to the honorable member for North To-
ronto -as being unworthy of a seat in this
house, on account of the transactions
above mentioned. ‘

That on Feb. 19 last, the honorable

member for Kings (N. B.), (Mr. Fowler)y

addressing the honorable member for
Yale-Cariboo (Mr. Ross), stated: “We
will show your connections with Mr. Hill
—and we will give you the true insight
of the Hyman story, too,” and added: “I
shall discuss* the character of honorable
members opposite, whether they be min-
isters or private members, and their con-
nection with women, wine and graft.”

That these statements have become a
matter of general comment and have
aroused public opinion throughout the
country so that an immediate inquiry is
imperative.

That the prime minister and his col-
leagues, being the principal guardians of
the honor of parliament, should take the
initiative in such an inquiry.

That the government should, therefore,
ask the house to constitute a special com-
mittee to conduct a strict and impartial
inquiry as to whether any ministers of the
crown or members of parliament have im-
properly made use of their positions as
such for their private gain or have other-
wise been guilty of personal misconduct
vnder such circumstances or of such a
character as- to justify the intervention
and censure of this house.

That any charges that may be preferred
against any member of the government or
of the house should be formulated before
that committee, and that members of this
house, or other persons, who have mater-
ial or data at their disposal with reference
thereto, should divulge them to that com-
mittee.

' That such committee have power to em-
ploy and_hear counsel to send for persons,
papers and recrds, to examine witnesses
on oath or affirmation, and to report to
the house during the present session.

Sir Wilfrid Laurier.

Sir Wilfrid Laurier said ‘“the motion
which had been placed in the speaker’s
hands by Mr. Bourassa is the most extra-
ordinary one which, in the course of a
long parliamentary life I have ever seen.
It is certainly unique in its character. The
honorable gentleman has chosen to bring
this motion in shape of an amendment to
go into committee of supply.

“It was open to him to submit his mo-
tion as a substantive one which could
have been debated upon its merits and in
all its aspects. He is aware that, by the
method which he has adopted, discussion
is circumscribed and there is mnot free
scope to amend or present the different as-
pects. According to rules of the house
the motion has to be taken in its entirety,
voted up or voted down and it is not
susceptible of any amendment. If there
be in that motion truth and falsehood,
truth has to be rejected with the false-
hood, or falsehood has to be accepted with
truth. If there is in it that which is prop-
er or improper, the same rule will apply.
Thefefore, it is to say the least an extra-
ordinary proceeding on the part of the
honorable gentleman, at the outset pro-
fessing to be so anxious to have a fair in-
quiry into this matter, to limit the scope
of discussion as he has done.

Every Man Honest Till Proved
Otherwise.

“The honorable gentleman has told us
something about his motive. His desire
is to clear the atmosphere in which we
live, to ascertain where are honest men
and where are dishonest men. I can only
say to Mr. Bourassa that every man in
this house is an honest man (cheers).
That every man.n this house has a right
to walk with his head erect, and every
man in this house has a right to his char-
acter until that character has.been taken
from him, not by insinuation, not by
tittle-tattle of the ‘street, but upon a
charge made by some one who has the
courage to make such a charge. (Renewed
cheers).

“Tt will not do to say that there are
rumors.  Of course theré¢ are, and’ there
may be rumors, but sincz when is a Brit-
ish parliament and under British institu-
tions have rumors been a matter of in-
vestigation?

“If there are rumors against me or
against my colleagues, it is open to any
man to take up these rumors and to bring
them forward in the shape of a charge,
which I ’can meet, to which I can oppose
my denial or in regard to which I can
offer my explanation; but it is absolutely
unprecedented in any British parliament
that the house of commons has ever in-
vestigated or has ordered one of its com-
mittees to investigate rumors. The house
of commons has never either in this coun-
try or the mother country, ordered an in-
vestigation except upon a charge, which
the minister against whom it is levelled
can face and to which he can given an
answer. That is the position, however,
which my honorable friend has taken.

“Tet me call his attention, because I be-
lieve he has written this in a hurry, to the
conclusion of his motion.” The premier
quoted this, and gontinued: “Against
whom is this levelled? It is levelled
against the 214 men of the house of com-
mons. It is open to anybody to bring
before this committee and to make a
charge against any member of the house,
against the honorable member for Labelle
himself. He, strong in his fortitude and
in his rectitude, may-say that he would
not object, but I do object that the privi-
leges of the members should not be in-
vaded unless there is cause for the invas-
ion. I do object that the rules and regu-

lations as provided and carried on shauld !

be discarded.
Who Will Be Accuser?

Let us appoint-a committee to investi-

gate and who will be the accuser? Any-!
body may be the accuser and nobody may

bs the accuser. Let this committee be
granted and what shall be the evidence?
Anything may be the evidence and noth-
ing may be the evidence. There is noth-
ing substantial. But this committee
would be a committee of inquiry at ran-
dom, to be dispozed of nobody knows
how, to be guided nobody knows by
whom, and to come to a conclusion that
nobody can tell.

The hon. geatleman tells us that he
would not take the responsibility of con
ducting the investigation. - He tells us
that he is not going to be the scape-goat
in this matter, but he says that it is the
duty of the prime minister to take that
responsibility.
prime minister certainly to see that every
charge which is brought against a mem-
ber is investigated and if my hoa. friend
from Labelle will bring such an accusa-
tion against anybody he would have the
fullest opportunity to make it good.

No Saw Off, Says Laurier.

1 protest against the idea that the
house of com:mons should be turned into
an iaquisition. The house is the guar-
dian of its own honor and it is its duty
to see that every member shall have fair
play and justice. My hon. friend has

stated that there is a saw-off between the|
two sides of this house. Although I re-|

fer to this again I would have supposed
that there would not have been any neces-
sity to do so in the face of the denial
twice repeated by the lcader of the op-
position that there has been mo saw-off.
1 would have expected that after those

~denials the member for Labelle would' rumors into the house.

not have undertaken today as he has done

It is the duty of the|

tinction all I can say to the member for

Labelle is and I think it will be corro-
borated by the member for Kings (N. B.)
that he and I have not exchanged a word
during the present session. I met him
once or twice to say good-day and that
is all. There has never been any com-
munication between myself and the mem-
ber for Kings. For what reason should
I choose to have a saw-off in the tmat-
ter? Because it has pleased the member
for Labelle to level some insinuations
against certain colleagues of mine? 1 shall
come to that presently and I shall tell
him that I have no reason to fear any in-
vestigation and that there is no occasion
for my resorting to any saw-off.

The hon. member says more. He ac-
cuses me of having had a saw-off with
the member for Kings, but he weat a
little further. I took a note of his words
at the time and he said that I had taken
the opposition under my paternal care.

Mr. Bourassa wanted to have an iaves-
tigation as the result of certain words
spoken by the member for Kings on Feb.
21. I had to see what was to be done and
what was my Jduty under such circum-
stances, and when the question first arose
I stated in the house that we should wait
until we had the report of the insurance
commission. When we did get that re-
port I stated then that we should have a
discussion upon it before .the session
closed. My young friend is more lucky
than I am since he has been able to read
the whole of the evidence and the report
of the commission.” I have not read the
evideace. I have glanced through the re-
port from beginning to end. I afterwards
took it up to rcad it when I had more
leisure so as to form my own conclusion
and if I am to state my own mind at the
preseat moment I must declare that I am
not prepared to say what the coneclusion
I have come to is and what action should
be takea by the government on this re-
port.

I had hoped that long ere this we would
have been able to have had the discussion
but we have not been idle in the house
in the meantime and I still hope that
we may have a discussion warranted by
the report before the session closes. :
; But Mr. Bourassa goes further. Ha says
in. the first part of his motion that the
report of the royal commission refersed
to four members of this house. Now 1
would have been glad and the house would
h.ave been glad to have had the coaclu-
sion of my hon. friend on this report.
I followed his speech very closely and I
noticeq that he avoided telling us what
was his own conclusion. He told us the
conclusion. arrived at by newspapers and
w?xat was reported in the streets but not
his own views.

I can tell him that I have nothing to
thh@mw from what I said on a former
occasion to which he took exception. 1
said that beyond submitting the blank
bill fqr the consideration of the house,the
commission did not report and had made
no report against any ome. I meant of
course that they wmade no report against
any .membet of parliament and I have
nothing to withdraw from that state-
ment.

Pagsing to another part of the motion
relgtu_:g to Mr. Fowler’s statements, Sir
\'Vllfnd said the member for Labelle had
informed him he was mistaken in stating
on a former occasion that the member for
Kings had made no charges against any
one.

“Well, Mr. Speaker, I have to perform
at (;his moment a rather painful duty, but
it is a duty which I must discharge in
justice to myself and in justice to my col-
league, the minister of public works, and
when I have made the explanmation the
honorable gentleman (Mr. Bourassa) will
understand why I would not be anxious
to go into a saw-off with the member for
Kings (Mr. Fowler).

“There have been a great many rumors
against my colleague, Mr. Hyman; there’s
no use in denying it., There have been
rumors in this house that he was sham-
ming disease and that he was not really
sick. I believe that idea has been dis-
pelled and that it is no longer entertained
by anybody. I believe that everybody
now knows that when Mr. Hyman left
the house he was in very bad health and
was a very sick man indeed. But that
was not the only rumor. The atmosphere
was thick with rumors and last fall, about
September or October, a certain rumor
came to me and I spoke to a mutual friend
who is now in this house and heard my
words, and I said to him: ‘I have been
a ~<friend of Hyman for many years; you
are still more a friend than I. I have
heard this and you have heard it also;
go to him and tell him he must let me

rumor was in connection with a certain
person. My honorable friend went to Mr.

Hyman and Mr. Hyman sent me word
| that there was not a word of truth in the
| rumor. I have -to take the house and
| country into my confidence; I wish it
| were otherwise. This statement made by
| the minister of public works at that time
has since been corroborated by a telegram
{ which was read in the committee some
! few weeks ago, and which was sent by
| Mr. Hyman to his friend, Mr. Duffield. It
i said:  ‘Any statement or insinuation that
my resignation either as member or min-
ister was prompted by other motives than
those contained in my letter to Sir Wil-
[ frid Laurier is absolutely untrue.’

“When,” continued Sir Wilfrid, “I had
Mr. Hyman’s own word about the matter,
then when he offered me his resignation
for reasons with which the house is famil-
iar, I concluded that I would not accept
his resignation, and therefore, knowing
what I believe is the truth, there was no
reason whatever why I should consent to
a saw-off with the member for Kings.

“Mr. Fowler told us that if he was at-
;tacked he would do this and he would do
! thats That is his own concern, and at the
‘ present moment I have nothing to say to
|
| it.
|  “But that is not all. There are other
{ rumors also, and if I understand my hon-
orable friend from Labelle right, he Wants
us to investigate these rumors.

“Now, it is not a very pleasant thing
| on the floor of parliament to have to com-
. ment on any such statements as we have
| heard this afternoon. But this, after the
honorable gentleman (Mr. Bourassa),
| speaking of my duty to the house. speak-
| ing of my duty to the public, speaking of

my duty to the government, told me that
T was bound to take cognizance of certain
rumors that were going about the streets.
He told us, among other things, that min-
isters of the crown—I took note of. his
words at the time—have gone into hotels
with women of ill-repute, and then, as Mr.
| Bourassa says that anyone
‘.should come forward with the proof, or
| words to that effect. Then the honorable
| gentleman said: ‘If I had the proof 1
| would bring it forward.’

“These are the very words he made use
of ‘If I had the proof I would make use
of it All I have to say to my hon.
| friend is, if he has not the .proof why
does he mention it at all? The rumors
! which have been floating in the air at last
| fall into the gutter and the hon. gentle-
{ man gropes in the gutter and brings these
Is it to investi-
|gate things of that kind that my hon.

before to assert that there has been a|{riend asks for a committee to be ap-

saw-off.
Mr. Bourassa—What I stated today was
that there has been a saw-off between

| pointed? The house of commons can in-
vestigate charges of corruption in a pub-
lic man but I mever knew that the house

the member for Kings and the prime min-| of commoas either in England or in this

ister. I did not say that there has beer
a saw-off between both parties.

Six Wilirid Layrier—1i that be fhe dis-

| country mmade itself a police court to in-
l\'cstigute charges of this character. The

hon. gentleman, however, has taken it-yp-

know what truth there is in this.” That !

| orable Mr. Ross, Col

knows that |

on himself to bring this matter to the
atteation of the house, and, teaching me

my duty, he has given me the example-

of Mr. Gladstone in dealing with the case
of Sir Charles Dilke and in the case of
Mr. Charles Parnell.

“It is true that on a certain occasion
Mr. Gladstone advised the friends of Par-
nell to compel him to withdraw from
parliamentary life, but when was this? It
was at a time when his offences were no
loager a private affair but had become a
public scandal. It was when the offences
of Parnell were the subject of a judgment
of a court. Well, sir, ii there were any-
thing of that kind against a friend or a
colleaguc of mmine it would be my duty to
do as Mr. Gladstone did, but am I to be
told that I must make myself a detective
and go about looking for private offences
and taking action upon them? Sir, if a
matter of that kind came to my notice 1
would do as I did when I heard the name
of Mr. Hyman connected with certain
matters. As a member of the government
and his leader I thought it my duty te
call his attention to what was reported
of him; but I do not know that I am
called upoa fo act upon rumors and upon
the tittle-tattle of the street. I am bound
only to act upon facts that are brought
to my knowledge. I think I shall have
the courage to do mny duty to my friends,
my colleagues, my party and if I may say
so, to my country.

“It is unprecedented to have a motion
such as we have had today brought to
the attention of the house. If the mem-
ber for Labelle or any one else has charges
to make agains’; myself or against my col-
leagues he is welcome to make them. But
let him do it in a parliameatary manner.
Let him formulate his charges and an in-
vestigation will take place immediately.
Let him substantiate anything that he
has in his mind and that he thinks ought
to be investigatel and tomorrow the in-
vestigation will be granted even if the
session should have to last three months
longer.

‘“But, gir, I protest in the name of par-
liamentary life, in the name of parliamen-
tary dignity against the speech that was
made this afternoon by the honorable
member for Labelle. Public life has its
duties and its responsibilities and it prob-
ably has more to suffer than to enjoy; but
after all there is one thing which we
should on one side of the house or the
other always endeavor to maintain—that
is to say that in our daily conflificts we
should fight fair and square and never
strike below the belt.”

F. B. Carvell. ’

Mr. Carvell (Carleton, N. B.), followed
and occupied the floor up to 6 o’clock.
During the half hour &t his disposal he
described Mr. Foster’s connection with
the Union Trust Company which he was
appointed to manage and which was fin-
anced practically by the*Foresters. The
member for North Toronto might con-
tend that the- commissioners having been
appointed to investigate the position of
insurance companies, they had no right
to interfere with the financial institution
of which he was manager, but 60,000 mem-
bers of the Foresters’ order had a right
to know what was done with $2,500,000 of
their money, and they had a right to dis-
cuss it in the house.

Again as to Mr. Foster’s share in west-
ern land deals they had a right to dis-
cuss the fact that he had used the trust
company for the purpose of benefiting
himself and had réceived a commission
for doing what he had already been paid
to do.

Mr. Carvell resuming after dinner, com-
mented on the great western lands trans-
action in which Messrs. Fowler, Bennett,
Lefurgéy and Pope were associated. He
referred to the advance to the syndicate
made by the Union Trust Company and
pointed out that up till March 1904, the
Union Trust Compédny had absolutely no
guarantee in respect of the money ad-
vanced. /

Mr. Foster—That is absolutely wrong.

Mr. Carvell challenged the member for
North Toronto to prove that the state-
ment was inaccurate. It was true that
the Union Trust Company did not lose
on the transaction, but Mr. Carvell held
that that did not put Mr. Foster in a bet-
ter position. He reaped the benefit of
the profits, but if there had been losses
these would have been sustained by the
Union Trust Company of the Independent
Order of Foresters.

He then drew attention to the mystery
surrounding the meeting of directors of
the Union Trust Company said to have
been held on 13th November, 71905, at
which a resolution was passed agreeing
to give back the bonus stock that had
been held in the Western Land Com-
pany. Mr. Carvell said the minute con-
tained ho record whatever of the direct-
ors who were present at that meeting,
whereas the minutes of every other meet-
ing of the directors for four or five years
were signed by the directors.

Mr. Foster—For what purpose have you
introduced - this? What inference do you
draw?

“ Mr. Carvell referred Mr. Foster to the

inference he himself drew when giving
evidence before the commission. He then
quoted Col. J. I. Davidson’s evidence to
the effect that he recollected no such
meeting and no such resolution as to that
relating to the giving back of the bonus
stock. '

Mr. Foster said he held in his hand the
very instrument detailing the particulars
of the giving back of the bonus stock, and
it was signed by John J. Davidson as
chairman. (Opposition cheers.)

Mr. Bennett—Take it back now.

Mr. Carvell—That is not in the evidence
at all.

A member—You don’t want to find it.

Mr. Carvell-I don’t know what docu-
ment the honorable gentleman may have
in his pocket.

Mr. Foster—That is not manly. (Cries
of ‘“order.””) It is not parliamentary for
him to get out of it that way. I give
my word as a member of parliament that
the document I have in my pocket is the
document that Mr. Shepley and the com-
mission had before them, (opposition
cheers), and that was before the meeting
which passed the resolution that (made the
transfer of stock. J

Mr. Carvell said he would Jeave the
house to judge upon the evidefice of hon-

Stevenson.

R. 1. Borden said that he did not agree
with the procedure or the terms of the
resolution, yet he had promised to sup-
port an investigation and would mot vote
against the resolution. :

Mr. Fielding disputed the right to in-

vestigate private character gf members. |

Chargss should be preferred in the usual
way.

Mr. Lavergne, Mr. Foster, E. B. Devlin,
Mr. McCarthy, Dr. Sproule and Miller
followed. The house divided on the
amendment, which was lost by 109 against
to 56 for; majority against of 53.

Yarmouth Schooner Lost.

Halifax, N. S., March 26—(Special)—
News has been received here of the loss
of the schooner Mona, of Yarmouth, at
Baracoa, Cuba. The Mona left Ponce (P.
R.), March 7 for Baracoa. She was 290
tons and three years old and insured for
$10.000.

Out of a fortune of $775.000, Mrs. Mary

Todd, of Oakwood (Eng.), left $500 for

idson and Mr. !

AOVA SCOTI

 PROHIBITION BILL
BOWLED OUT

Cannot Be Introduced as a Private
Measure as it Contained Money
Clauses—Sweeping Amendment to
Liquor Act Introduced.

Halifax, N. S., March 26—The prohibi-
tion bill introduced into the legislature a
couple of weeks ago came to an inglorioug
ending in the house of assembly today,
when it was thrown out on a technicality.

The measure was brought in by E. H.
Armstrong, of Yarmouth, a supporter of
the government, and was given a first
reading. When it came up for a second
reading this afternoon, Premier Murray
raised the point that the bill could not
constitutionally be read a second time, be-
cause it contained money clauses, making
a charge on the revenue.

Speaker Farrel at once said that he had
been looking into the authorities, and had
come to the conclusion that the bill could
not be read for the reasons stated by the
leader of the government. He so ruled.

After the prohibitory bill had been dis-
posed of, C. E. Tanner moved the second
reading of an act to amend the liquor
license act.

The amendment would prohibit a licen-
sce in Halifax from selling or shipping
liquor to any person in a Scott act county,
except to druggists or licensed vendors.
It requires every licensee to make a sworn
monthly return to the government, giving
particulars of all liquors sold or shipped
into Scott act countips, and must be
marked with the name of shipper, con-
signee and description of the liquor con-
tained.

It is interesting to note that sixteen of
the cighteen counties of this province ara
under the Scott act.

WILL INVITE
EARL GREY T0
VISIT FREDERICTON

Governor Tweedie Will Tender Him
a Reception—Special Steamer to
Bring Vice-regal Party to St. John.

Fredericton, N. B., March 26.—Lieut. Gover-
nor Tweedie will extend an invitation to
Earl Grey to visit Fredericton during his
trip to New Brunswick in the latter part of

|July next. Should his excellency accept, he

will likely be presented with an address by
the civic corporation and the lieutenant gov-
ernor will hold a reception in his honor im
the parliament buildings.

It is proposed that the vice-regal party
proceed to St. John from here by special
steamer in order that they might be afford~
ed an opportunity to see the river.

QUEBEC'S PREMIER
OFF TO EUROPE

Will Go to Belgium for Teachers to
Conduct Technical and Commercial
Schools. i

Montreal, March 26—Hon. Lomer Gouin
left hers tonight for Europe via New
York. The object of the premier’s tour
is to look after the interests of the proy-
ince in Europe. He will be away twa
months. He will watch certain cases in
which the province is interested which
are to be argued before the privy council
but will not plead himself. He will prob-
ably participate in the consultations and
fostivities accompanying the imperial con-
ference. He will also strive to impress
upon the imperial government the im-
portance of the question of increased pro-
vincial subsidies and the need for the im-
mediate amendment of the British North
Acnerica Act.

Mr. Gouin will go to Belgium in quest
of good teachers for the commercial and
technical schools which he is establishing
in Montreal and Quzbec. There is a com-
mercial school of great reputation in Bel-
gium and in connection with it Mr. Gouin
will go for informatioa. .

FIRST DISTRIBUTION
OF ROCKEFELLER'S
EDUCATIONAL FUND

New York, March 26—The first distribu-
tion by the general edueation board since
it received John D. Rockefeller’'s most re-
cent contribution of $32,000,000 was made
at a meeting of the board today, when
conditional  gifts totalling $625,000 were
made to five educational institutions.

The money was divided as follows: Yale
University, $300,000; Princeton University,
$200,000; Bowdoin College, Brunswick
(Me.), $50,000; Colorado College, Colo- .
rado Springs, $50,000; Killsas College,
Jackson (Miss.), $25,000.

After muking these appropriations, the
board voted to give a total of $42,500 to
colored schools, the names of which were
not made public lest the help of the board
should tend to discourage gifts to these
schools from other sources.

RUSH OF AMERICAN
SETTLERS TO WESTERN
CANADA BEGINS

Saskatoon, March 26—From twenty-five
to thirty cars of settlers’ stock and gen-
| eral effects are being unloaded at the yard
here. Yesterday a train of twenty-three
cars came in from Minneapolis. On board
were men and families from Southern
Jowa, lllinois and Nebraska. When the
party pulled out of Minneapolis there were
150 cars of settlers and effects waiting to
be sent along to destinations in Western
! Canada. All these who have arrived de-
!clnre themselves but the advance guard
| of hundreds and thousands of American
farmers, who are preparing to follow thig
spring from a dozen states.

MORE SALVATION
ARMY SETTLERS

Halifax, March 26—(Special)—The Do-
minion line steamer Vancouver, under
charter of the Salvation Army, which sail-
ed from Liverpool March 15, arrived in
1lalifax this afternoon, after a rough win-
ter voyage, head winds and heavy seas,
having been encountered right to this port.
Thessteamer landed 780 passeugers, 120 of
tH¢m are to remain in Nova Scotia and

distribution by her cxccutors to homes|the remainder are for Ontario and Mani-

for cats and dogs,

hobao ¥




