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fiets with the information given here. The
answer aiso says that at Three Rivera there
was none, but I have information there was
a guard at Three Rivers. The answer
says that at Montreai there was none and
I amrn ot going to dispute that. Then the
question was put:

On what state occasions or other occasions,
if any, is it proper for the Hon. the Speaker
of the Bouse of Commons, or Senate, to wear
his officiai robes or apparel outside the pre-
cincts of parliament during the recess or
when parliament; is prorogued?

On ail such occasions when hie attends any
function or gathering in that capacity shouid
ho not ho accompanied by the Sergeant-at-
Arms with the mace?

That was answered,'as foliows:
The government is not aware of any prece-

dents in the matter referred to; although
there may have been occasions when speakers
of Canadian legisiatures have attended such
celebrations.

Weli, I was flot aware that there ever
was such a celebration ini Canada before.
Then the answer continues:

On such occasions it is customary in the
province of Quebee for judges of the higlier
courts to appear in their officiai costumes,and His Hlonour the Speaker holding rank as,
a magistrate-

Not as the Speaker of the House of Com-
mons, but as a magistiiate, and I ask my-
self the question: If hie were going on the
bench to try a case would he appear there
in bis officiai robes as the Speaker of the
Comions.
-informs the government that on the occa-
sion above referred to hoe appeared simiiarly
attired as a mark of respect for the solemnity
of the occasion.

Well, that is rather a peculiar ansNuýer if
it is not somewhat amusing. Then, I ask-
ed a question with regard to the adminis-
trator of the government, and the au-
swer is that Mr. Justice Girouard
was not acting in August as the Governor
Geneial was bore durîng ail the month
of August and attended to bis, duties,
but afterwards the answer says that
Justice Girouard was .appointed in
August. Thon it says that Mr'. Justice
Girouard was applied to for information,
but hoe fai]ed fo give it. It does seema to
mýe that when the government is asked to
give information on a public iluestion they
should surely have sufficient authority to
enabie them to make any officiai give an
officiai answer. I am speaking on this mat-
ter with a little rostraint on account of the
lamiented demise of Mr. Justice Girouard,
and. I oniy refer to it because I amn obliged
to do so in connoction with theso other mat-
ters. I thjnk the least that couId be ex-

pected is a courteous reply, but that is
not deigned to be given to the House. It
xnay bo ini the estimation of the person
who gave the reply that it was only some
insignificant private member who asked
the question, and therofore any answer
would do, but in my judgment a mombor of
parliamont is a membor of parliament,
and as such is ontitled to the courtesy of
a proper repiy to any proper ,questions
that are put by him. Thon, the foliowing
question was put the other day by my hon.
friend from Dufforin:

1. Did the federai government tender a re-
ception te Cardinal Vannutelli in Montreal
during his attendance tt ithe Eucharistie
Congress in September last?

2. If so under whose supervision or orders,
acting for the government, was it carried ont?

3. What members of the federal govera-
mient attended?

4. How many invitations were issuod?
5. What goverument officiais besides the

cabinet minîsters attended?
6. Did such government jofficiais inciuding

the Speaker of the Blouse of Commons, attend
clnthed in their officiai robes of office?

7. lIow inuch did it cost the country, under
whose a-uthority and out of what item of the
Sinpply Bill or estimates wss it paid?

The simple answer given to that ques-
tion by the First *Minister ïs:

The federai government did not tender a re-
ception te Cardinal Vannuteili during bie at-
tendance at the Eucharistie Congross in Sep-
temberP

But, I have in iny band the narriative of
that gathering in Montre ai published by the
parties themsolves, and it states:

Roception of the Dominion government.
Unusuai, net in magnitude, perhaps, but by
reason of the cosmopolitan character of the
guests was the reception given at night at the
Windsor by the Hlon. Charles Murphy, Seere-
tary of State, acting for the federai govern-
ment.

It says:
The gathering was large but the composi-

tion of it was its striking feature.
And it gives a full account of the re-

ception. The question now is whiclX is
right, and which is wrong. I do flot say
that the answer given by the First Minis-
ter is wrong, but one or the othor is wrong.
0f course, the deniai that there was any
state reception given covered aIl the other
questions. I draw attention to these an-
swers because they appeai to me as not be-
ing proper, or at least not such a .ve
the whole information. They may be abao-
lutely correct s0 f ar as I know, but they
are certainly not in accord with the infor-
mation given to me by reliable sources.

Sir WILFRID LAURIER. I have already
spoken on this matter, but the Bouse wiil,


