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sent those parties when he asked them to1
send the letters, and then we will have the!
whole inwardness of it. I am told lie fre-
quently invited the departient to allow him
to negotiate on behalf of Canada, but the
department would not. They believd he was
not the right man. He spoke of the resolu-
tion of the lumbermen of Ottawa valley.
What did these lumbernien say ' Thîey sa.id
that in so far as he has been instrumental in
doing anything, we thank him. They did
not say he lad been instrumental. No
douibt lie helped to inake thiat resolution him-
self. It would have been mucli better for
him if he had not revived this question. The
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. lills) said
that the members on this side are attack-
ing him. îWho invited the attack ? We have
rather been defending what we sai4l hefore
and believe to be correct. It is the hon. gen-
tlenlan himself who brouglit forward this
subject.

It being Six o'clock. the Speaker left the
Chair.

After Recess.

Mr. McNULLEN moved the adjourn men t
of the debalite.
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casion was what to do in order to secure the
retention of the free lunber provisions of
the Bill. It was not that the proviso at-
tached to the Bill with regard to the exi ort
duty was not eatisfactory to Canadians who
wanted free lumber, but because the Bill
vith that proviso could not pass the Senate.

because with that proviso everything we de-
sire in connection with that Bill was lost a-
a foregone conclusion. The hon. gentleman
wants to know if I had anything to do witlh
this matter, if I was in Washington at the
tine, and why I did not let that Bill alone.
Simnply because I did not like to see the free

mmber provisions expunged from the Bill.
If I had let the Bill alone, and if no attempt
had been made to allay the hostility that was
aroused against that Bill in consequence of
the defective character-in the estimation of
those who wanted free logs-of the expourt
duty proviso of the Bill, and if no attempt
had been made to arrange the export duty
proviso to the satisfaction of those whose
friendship was essential to the passage of
the Bill, the free lunber provisions wtuld
have been lost. That is why 1 felt called
upon to make an effort in Washington to
secure provisions in that Bill that would bie
satisfactory to those gentlemen upon whose
good or ill-will the fate of free lumber in

ita t oill exc-11usivelv deeinded
N.4 %.Mr. CHARLTON. Before this questioiïs With regard to1l- Controller of Customs.

put to the House, I desire to offer a few r- that hon. gentleman, Sir, very gravelv ii
marks which are called for by some of the frmed This House that the Premier of this
statements made by hon. gentlemen opposite, Do>uininuin hiad informed hlm that I was !!-
aud especially by thlie hon. Controller of gaged i a conspiracy with an American
Customs. The lion. menber for Siimcoe (Mr. -eegation that had gene to Washington
Bennett) said that the Wilson Bill. as it for Ihe puIrpose of forcing this Goveriment
left the Committee of Ways and Means to do souething that they were reluctant
with the proviso attached to it at that time, to do, and that I had mnarshalled he
was good enough for Canada. and ought forces of the lumbermen of the Ottawa
to have been let alone. I do not know valler who h1eld an interview with himn
whethîer the hon. -gentleman, inmaking this and wi:h the Premier of this country.statement, evinces a want of knowledge of Certainly I must be a potent individual
the position of matters, or to what to attri- to marsiial the lumbermen of the Ottava
bute the mistake he lias made ; but he oughît alley and to compel them to act un-
to be aware that the Wilson Bill, as it left vonsciously in conjunction wîth this Ani-
the Committee of Ways and Means and the ericn dielegation for the purpose if eni-
House of Representatives, was in a position, arrassing the Government and wrecking cer-
as regards the export duty proviso. that was tain interests in Canada. Why, the thing isnot acceptable to its friends. and that it had toc absurd to make as a statement seriously
arrived at that stage where, if it stood with before this House. What I did, MIr. Speaker,
that export duty proviso, as it left the House was this: When I was informed by a friend
of Representatives. the free lumber pro- of mine that this delegation was about to de-
visions of the Bill would have been lost. par for Washington, acting on that infor-
So when the hon. gentleman tells this House mation and not because I had the directionthat t Bill ought to have been left theof that delegation as the hon. gentleman inti-state in which it left the House of Repre- mated, but knowing from that information
sentatives and that meddling with it result-cd n sriingon a roiso emnty when that delegation proposed te leave Bayed in striking out a provision .eminently Cit.y, Michigan, and when it would probablysatisfactory to Canada and putting in its Ceach Wahign,-for i knew proutervacli Washington.-for 1 knewv the routeplace a provision less satisfactory, the they would probably travel by-hon. gentleman has, unconsciously no
doubt, mislead this House, because that An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.
proviso was not satisfactory to the r. CHARLTON. An hon. gentleman says
friends of the Wilson Bill in Congress, and "hear. hear."-i went to the Premier of this
had that proviso remained, these free-lumber Dominion and - informed him that such a'
provisions would not have been in it at all. delegation was on Its way to Washington.
So that the question to be faced on that ce- I showed him the information I possessed in

Mr. SPROULE.
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