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any Ume thereafter pending in any court aga!nst counsel to-day, that it mlght well be that
such witness in respect of any corrupt prae- an ordinary tribunal with the fullest power
tices committed by him prevlously to the time of in conneetion with the trial causes would
m giving bis evidence ata ineeton conernghesitate before dealing with a parliamentarywbich he bas been so examined, the court iha1l,ofceau prlmntrdcmns;n,

on production and proof of such certificate, stay Ofieer and parliamentary documents; and,
such proceedings, and may, in its discretion, therefore to remove all doubts, to make it
award to him any costs to which he has bee n absolutely clear, there is, in a similar case,
put: provided, that no statement made by any the trial of election petitions, express
person in answer t any question put by the statutory provisions under which subpænascommissioners shall, except the case of an in- run to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery;dietment for perjury, be admissible in evidence a'
in any legal proceeding. and by this legIslation, all doubt is removed
Now, any Iawyer, or any layman for that as to the power of the court to see that he
matter, will see the difference between that obeys the subpænas and produces these
clause, which empowers the court to grant documents. So that. as was stated by the
a pardon on the spot as against criminal leader of the opposition, not that it was
proceedings and the clause that stops short clear beyond aU doubt that this commission
with prohibiting the evidence tending to in- would not have power io subpæna the Clerkwithproibiingtheevienc tedin toin-or the Crown in Chau~cery. but that it would
criminate being used against him. and leaves oe erwn eingte bu that hud
the man to be indicted and confronted withb
other evidence. And the start of the prose- been taken in the case of election petitions,
cution, the Initiative, the detective work, to follow the precedent there set, and to
may be the very evidence extracted from pass an Act In this connection so as to re-
him on thie stand. Consequently, as Mr. move all doubt and prevent these proceedings
Blake says. if you are going to ferret into b eingwholy abortive. The suggestion put
corrupt practices, you must go as far as the forward by the Minister of Railways and
English Act lias gone, and you must go a Canais to-day that, whether these sugges-
little farther in order to use the criminal1 tions of the leader of the opposition were
whose evidence is so Important. In 18'76, good or bad, he, for one, as a member of
Mr. Blake said: the government, was afraid to adopt them,

lest It should be said that he had beenWe can see very clearly what the consequence orced o do s by the leader of the opposi-
of this may be. In the first place, it adds
strength and vigour to bis testimony, supposing tion. A more humiliating statement never
he was guilty; in the second place, it proves was made by a Minister of the Crown. I
the fact, morally, at any rate, that he is guilty, thought I could see a blush mantling the
and is consequently some argument in favour cheeks of his colleagues when such a reason
of a more extensive indemnity clause. But was put forward. There is no other reason
whatever the argument may be, it is absolutely for not adopting these suggestions, for notessential for this part o the investigation 'bat following the former practice in these cases,there should be a clause to lndemnlfy witnesses
who attend and give evidence. for not removIng all doubts and making
But not for wituesses who refuse to speak the matter clear and certain. After parlia-
or who cannot claim a certificate of Indem- ment has been prorogued, if these doubts are
nity on other grounds. The case is one not well founded, the business of this commis-
of ondemnity, but of privilege for the use sion may come to a very sudden end, and
of bis evidence. delay be caused for which, I am sure, theof h.,a evIdncepublic wiUl hold the government account-

But not for witnesses who refuse to speak or publcc
who cannot claim a certificate of Indemnity ona Then, in connection with the pay f wit-

~thr goun! nesses,-there le noeother reason aalet it
S8o, It Is clear that the MInister of Railwa s nseteei oote esnaanti

except the ridiculous reason given by theand Canals, who has spoken so positively, Minister uf Railways and Canals. It ls true
has never compared the legislation referred that you may make provisions by an Act
to by the leader of the opposition and has of Supply for the payment of any one, In-simply followed the very superficial-I say eluding witnesses; but what happened in theit with all respeet,-opinion of the MinisterO
of Justice on that point. F>ven ln the case Ogilvie case ? They had money galore;,of ustceon ha pont.Evn i te csewhen money was wanted for any purposeof the Clerk of the Crown In Chancery, which whee mo nete for the urosewas ot efered o, b th MInste ofwhatever, ln conneetion wlth the Yukon Itwas not referred to by the Minister or was forthcoming one way or the other. ButRailways, but by the Prime Minister, I witnesses appealed to the commission,think, and also by the Minister of Justice.afI hae awordto ay. her wer Vey fappealed to the legal officer representing theI have a word to say. There 'were V'ery1 government sitting with him for their. ex-able lawyers in parliament when the Elee- oenend theilfesltttlmbfor theme
tions Act was put through this House, and hpenses and their ees,sm puttng before them
the Prime Minister, I am sure, wIll remem-eg put to. Many wtnesses could not be gotber, that, while there were no very posi-i pecaue ofth lck of mon. nd mot
tive opinions expressed as to what power admothelaed ftmoney. ndthem on
a court would have over the Clerk of the -had closed before a dollar was pald to anyCrown in Ohaneery and over the parlia- of the witnesses, and then It was only paidmentary records and documents in his te those who hand run the risk and attended,
charge and custody, it was stated by emuinent jThis Is a point of the legislation thiat thecounsel, and it 1s the opinion et eminent government has overlookedi, a.nd the Minister
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