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such a poverty stricken condition that it
could not pay $175 if that was due ? At the
present time 1 am told by the gentleman
who is administering it that there are thou-
sands of dollars still outstanding that cau
be collected at any time. I will not refer to
the insulting tone the hon. gentleman has
adopted ; but I can assure him that the
people of the North-west know him, and
when this thing comes to be fairly sifted,
they will find that a member of parliament,
and a friend of a government for seven-
tcer years in power, one who had the confid-
ence of the political leaders and their per-
sonal friendship, in regard to him it cannot
be found that he ever benefited himself in
one jota. I am able to say here and
to defy contradiction that during all those
vears I never spoke to a minister or a deputy

minister of my own motion, and never but!

once, at the instance of another, and that
“about the veriest trifle of any matter in
“which I was personally interested. And
now, one of these clever fellows finds
that for the sake of $175 I Dboodled
they have taken the language of a man
that I will not characterize, but it will
be shown by and by what kind of a word he
has. They have taken his ribald utterances,
which he withdrew and apologized for when
he was about to be placel on his trial ; they
have taken the ribald misstatements of that
man as statements of fact, and an hon. gen-
tleman gets up in this House and moves to
have a reference te the Public Accounts
Committee. to make inquiry of that sort, in
face of the opinion of Mr. Rimmer, the law
officer, that the money was not due Mr.
Scott. I will not refer to what has taken
place in the committee at the present time ;
but I have done here what I did in the com-
mittee, I have taken the first opportunity of
letting the public know what the facts are.
The hon. gentleman who has just sat down
has quoted a statement, which of course is
a misstatenmient, that the lieutenant-governor
denied that he sent for me. The lieutenant-
governor said frankly that he did not re-
‘member, and he sald he might have sent
for me. It was very necessary that I
should take the first opportunity of bring-
ing all the amount of fact that I can bring
without infringing on the rules of the
House.

Mr. DAVIS. The hon. gentleman has tak-
en exception to the language that I used in
discussing this question. I do not think I
said anything that is not parliamentary.
The hon. gentleman takes- exception to my
“making a statement on the word of Mr.
Walter Scott. I wish to draw the attention
of the committee to the fact that Mr, Walter
Scott last winter published a letter in his
newspaper that was scattered all over the
North-west Territories and the Dominion of
Canada, an open letter to the hopn. gentle-
man. I have it here under my hand, and it
is very nice reading. Now, when a letter of
that kind is scattered all over this country
¥r. DAVIN. ‘ ‘ ‘
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accusing a member of this House of bood-
ling, and when the member takes no steps
to contradict this party who signs his name
to this letter, and to drag him over the coals
before a court of law, I think any gentleman
in this House is justified in taking Mr.
Scott's statement. Here is the letter, several
coiumns long, published on the 9th of Nov-
ember, 1899, and from that time to the pres-
ent the hon. gentleman never took occasion
to contradict that letter. Now he complaius
that I have moved a resolution to have this
account referred to the Pubkie Accounts Com-
mittee. I think I have a perfect right to do .
so as a member for the North-west Terri-
tories when a letter of that kind is published. .
I do not want to inflict the reading of this
long letter on the committee, but it sets
forth the agreements between the hon. mem-
ber for Western Assiniboia, as managing
director of that company. and Mr. Scott.
The hon. gentleman cannot deny that he i3
openly accused of hoodling. ‘ ‘

Mr. DAVIN. Will the hon. gentleman read
that ? ‘ ‘

Mr. DAVIS. Do you want me to read the

: whole letter ?

Mr. DAVIN. Read where he says that he
accused me of boodling.

Mr. DAVIS. I will just read the para-
graph in which he uses this strong lan-
guage :

I am, therefore, driven to the necessity of re-
former tactics, and to again allege
against you that in or about the month of April,
1895, you did, as managing director of the ‘ Lead-
er’ Company (Limited), obtain payment of the
sum of $400 of public money of Canada to the
said company for alleged advertising for immi-
graticn purposes in connection with the Terri-
torial. Exhibition, which said advertising bad
not been donme nor such service rendered; and
you further allege that on the 12th day of Sep-
tember, 1894, you did, as managing director of
above-named company, by representing that the
work was done, procure payment to the company
of $175 of public money of Canada, for alieged
printing of the law reports of the Supreme Court
of the North-west Territories, when, in truth,
the work was not done. I allege further that
you nor your company never did the work, and
unless vou have recouped the public treasury
within recent months, which I doubt, you still
retain that $175 of the public money of Canada.
Common people might think that these payments
savored of boodling. = I myself have to admit
that they bear a suspicious approximateness to
that offensive term. Yet I would not go the
length of calling you a boodler—it is a very in-
delicate appellation.

That is pretty strong language, I think.
Now, when a letter of that kind has been
scattered all over this country and the hon.
gentleman accused takes no steps to con-
tradict it from the 9th of November last
down to the 1st of March, I think I was
perfectly justified in bringing this account
before the Public Accounts Committee.
Here is a member of this House accused by
a newspaper editor, over his “signature, of
having taken $173 in one instance of the



