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T1 dilemma in which the conscientous niember o

8between the majority and minority reports in the
Of 8ir Hlector Langevin was, as we have before said,

~'lilar to that wlîicb Confronted bim a fow days
ithe case of Mr. Cochrane. In the one case as

t~ Other, the choice was really betw CDe declaring the

t 1e innocent of complicity or knowledge of certain
t'otO of which it was almost impossible, under the

. t sR csto conceive hlm ignorant, and condemning
'r Crimes of which he had flot been proved guilty by
,f ewhich would have satisfied a court of Justice.

ýqr W1as, howevcr, one important difference between the
t O s. Mr. Cochrane did not avail himself of the

tPPoitunity of going into the witness box and solemnnly
0"Ouoing bis innocence, but ef t it for bis counsel to

eX b8 ie failure to do so on grounds which must to every
týp-eudiedmind ;ppear insufficient and paltry. Sir

Sangcedin on the other band, did flot hesitate to
bLangevin,

la own innocence in the most solemn and unequi-
taniner. Hence it is flot strange that the members

prOlounced M r. Cochrane guiltless failed to convict
'tMinister of Public Works. Lt sbould not be for-
1thOugh, that Sir Hector's testiniony on bis own

was in direct contradiction of tbat of more than
of the previous wituesses, and that one of these

leil reaffirmned bis previous statement. The
tOf Sir Hector's denial was, consequently, dimin-

t~ tOte extent of whatever measure of credibility

reh 'ny belong to the oontradictory evidence. t may
elî be observed in passing that the late Minister of

Works was fortunate in bis tribunal. Had bis
i een conduîcted before a criminal court, lie wonld

Ilee in mucli worse case, seeillg tbat. bis own testi-
Cou1d flot bave been given, whereas there can be no

that that testimony was the most potent factor in
Ied ict hy wbicb be now stands acquitted by the

Nt r4o18 of intentional and conscieUS wroug-doing. In

0i t that verdict itself it can only be said that, leav-

Of view ahl the positive testimony of the dis-
Witniesses, and rememabering the lexi.gth of time
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during which the Il conspiraters " had seemingly every-
thing tbeir own way in the Department and phunderod
the Treasury almost at will ; rernembering also tbe utter
absence of evidence of any adequate motive on the part cf
Perley and Bovd, the engineers who, on any other theory
tiîan that of the late Minister's gîîilt, must have most
treacherously deceivod bim, and aided the contra>ctors in
robbing the Govornment ; remnembering, furtber the
remarkable intimacy through long years between tihe Min-
istor and Thomas MeGreevy ; remensbering, toe, the facli
that a prominont Quebec rîcwspaper lad, so long ago as
1886, stated that sncb outrages were being perpetrated, it
must remain one of the wonders of the session bow the
one Iundrod and one msembers who decbsred by their
votes that, in their opinion, the evidenco did not Justify
the conclusion that the Minister know of the censpiracy,
or that le willingly lent himself te its objects, could have
refused te accept the amendnîent proposod by Mr.
McCarthy that the alternative of bis guilty connivance can
ho notbing else than a Il biind confidience in the integrity
and efficiency of bis chef engineer, even in that view
scarcely te ho distinguished from weakness almoat criminal."

W 1-ATEVERI may ho thought of the action of the Oppo-
sition in bringing, at se late a period of the session,

an old charge against Mr. Hlaggart, the Postmaster-General,
whicb botb the latter and bis alleged partner in the trans-
action, Mr. McLaren, bave repeatedly denied in the most
solemn mannor, most of those who care for the good namo
of the country w il], we think, deeply regret the action of
the Govornment in refusing the investigation, and wilh stili
more deeply regret the argument by wbich Sir John
Tbompson supported that action. In regard te Mr. Lister,
who brought the charge, and the prominent members of the
Opposition wbo supported it, it is clear that their justifica-
tien, or otherwise, depends almost wboily upon the kind
and amount of thc new evidence whicb thc former ciainis
te bave discovered but a few days before makiug the
charge. Nothing short of new evidence of a very positive
and cenvincing character comîid have warranted Mr. Lister's
motion, and in the absence of any knowhedge of such cvi-
dence the public will ho slow te believe the two gentlemen
in question go ilty of deiberate and repeated perjury.
None the less, the charge h aving been seriously mnade, and
the accuser laving staked bis position as a member of the
lieuse on bis ability te substantiate it, it was, we believe,
a grave mistake on the part of tbe Government te refuse
thc enquiry. As tbe 1all Mail Gazelle observes, the
present is net a time when the Canadian Ministry can
afford te pass by sncb a charge against one of its members
without investigation. Stili lesa can Parliament it.self,
if it realhy cares te restore Canada's reputation for poitical
morality, afi'ord te dispose of suds a charge, however
bonestly it may di8helieve it, by the tee ready aid of the
nîajerity vote. But if the action of the Gevernmcnt
majority wss a disappointment te those whe may have hoped
that the conscience cf the flouse of Com mens bad at last
becoîne thoreughly aroused, and that it wouhd besitate at
ne expenditure of time and trouble whicb maight be noces-
sary te purge itself from suspicion, the speech of the Min-
ister of Justice and leader of the lieuse was we believe
te many, as te ourselves, an astonishment-we bad almost
said a revelation. If there is ene man more than another
on the Mînisterial benches te whom many cf thc people
have been looking for stern and effective measures cf puri-
fication, that man was Sir John Tbompson. One of the
mest reassuring facts in connoctien with the conduct of
affairs, both in Parliament and in thc Privileges and Eiec-
tiens Committee, bas been the straightforward and impartial
course of thc Minister of Justice, wbo for a time seemcd
te decide about as often against thc contentions of bis own
legs judicially-minded coleagues and supporters as in thoir
faveur. That le, of ail mon on the Government side,
shouhd bave corne forward, net only te refuse a cemmittee
of enquiry into a serieus chargo against a member cf bis
Cabinet-that miglit have been pardoned under the cir-
cumstances-but as the apologist of a theory which, carried
te its hogical resuîts, miiglît fil tbe Treasury Benches with
Ministors who lad vioiated the iaws cf Parliament, deceived
their feliow-representatives, and forfoited their dlaim te
the respect cf uprigît uen-this was unexpected indeed,
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L EST rny should think we are putting the case against
Si on Thompson's speech too strongly, ]et us look

for a moment at bis argument. Tt must be remembered,
of course, tlîat it is based tbrovighout on the assumiption
that the accusation is truc, which implies, be it observed,
that the sworn testinlony of M lr. HaggCart is fa! se, in other
words, that ho is guilty of perjury. Waïving, for argu.-
ment's sake, the point whetber the offence charged was
within the jurisdiction of the House and properly a quos-
tion of privilege, thîe Minister of Justice maintainod that
the violation of the Independence of Parliamient Act being
a statlitory offence and punishable by the penalties pro.
scribed in the Act, viz., fines and forfeiture of seat, and
the imposition of these penalties being subiect to time
limits which have long since expired, se that neither the
oDe nor the other could now be imposed, Parliament could
flot now take cognizance of the matter. After the penalty
had been incurred by any member of the House, hob was,
Sir John pleaded, completely absolved when a new election
takes place and the member ac(fuires his seat by another
titie. Could it ho said for a single moment that any
stigma attached to a man wbo violated the Jodependence
of Parliament Act in 1 879 would niake hino unworthy te
sit in the House or unwortlîy to be a meusher of the
(iovernment now ? Ail whicb means, if wo canu lnder-
stand it, eitber that a member of the lieuse may not only
secretly and stealtbily violate a law wbich the flouse bas
put upon the Statutte Book-which secret violation is
surelv in itself morally, if flot constructively, a fraud-
but niay ho repeatedly guilty of periury in denying suchi
violation, and yet have done nothing whicb makes bini
unworthy to sit in the House or ho a member of the
(ioverrument 1 Fromi this it ebviously follows that thore
is no moral guilt in violating the Independence of Parlia-
ment Act or any other Act of similar character. Tho only
crime, at least the only one of whidh thc Parliament, wbidh
enacts and is supposed to enforce the law, can take cogni-
zance, is that of being found out within a certain limited
timie1 And, ho it remembered, in so arguing Sir Johin
Thompson informcd the bouse that hoe was not te ho sup-
posed to bo making a legal argument. Lt is truc that bc
supported bis plea by citing as precedents several facts
which were crnshingly effective as lu quo que arguments
against the Opposition, but wbich clearly had nothing to
do with tlîe right and wrong of the question. Toudhing
the otiier part of the charge, that of making contributions
fronî the proceeds of the contract for political purposes at
the request of the Government, the Minister's argument
was, wo are sorry to say, constructed on the sanse low
plane. Lt was pitclîed on the samo ignoble key. t was
to the effect that there was no wrong done in the soliciting
or bestowing of such contributions, su long as it was not
charged that the decisions of the Government were impro-
perly influenced by these gifts. The best answer' to that
would be a quot1ttion from Premier Abbott's speech in
the Sonate in introducing the now Frauds Bill. Makincg
obvious substitutions, would it not stili be truc tbîat not
Ilone man in ton t.housand, or one moan in the Dominion,
would believe that a contractor, desiring to got favourable
terms and decisions from thc Government of tho day, who
makes large contributions to political funds for the support
of that Government, bas flot a desire to ingratiate himself
with that Government, and procure larger prices or more
frequent contracts, or more favourable decisions, or sorne
other thing inconsistent witb the best interests of the
country whicb that Governmont represents " ?The best
friends of pure administration are, we repoat, grievously
disappointed in the attitude of the Minister of Justice in
regard to this question, and will ho stili more) grievously
disappointed if, in this thing, the sentiment of the country
is not rather witb Mr. Laurier in bis declaration that the
fact that the ollence charged is a statutory offence does
not malte it any the less a moral offence for ahi time, as
well ; and that tbe proper rulo to ho observed in Canada,
as in England, is that tIhelieuse of Commons wiil not
tolerate as an honourable meniber any mans who bas dis-
graced bimself in any manner whatever.

R EADERS of the correspendonce oetwocn Lieut. -Gelv-
ernor Angers of Quebec and bis First Minister cati-

not but ho struck witb the strong family likeness in cor-


