
R26 COM-MONS

unden the Inquiries Act, for the issue of this
commission, and hie did not see why the
country should be called upon to pay the
expenses of it and particularly the fee of
the counsel employed to assist the com-
missioners in arriving at a conclusion. The
view 1 take of this matten is that we have
no judgment of a court. The expression of
opinion by Mr. Justice Gaît is not a judg-
ment of the court; neither is the expression
of opinion by Chief Justice McLeod or ex-
judge Tellier a judgment of a court. They
are simply expressions of opinion by those
gentlemen which will have no weightan
which ought to have no weight eithen with
the people of this country or witb the mem-
bers of this Parliïamient unlesgs the evi-
dence justifies eithen the one or the other.
Thiat is ail. The one is the expression of
opinion of two very worthy gentlemen, and
the other is the expression of opinion of a
gentleman who was appointed, on the re-
commendation of the ex-Minister of Public
Works, to the very high office of judge
hecause of bis great ability and integnity,
and presumably also hecause of bis impar-
tiality. We have one opinion one way and
anothen opinion the other way. The bion.
memben for Calgary (Mr. R. B. Bennett) ap-
pealed to me as to whetber or not Chief
Justice Mcteod could he suspected for a mo-
ment of coming to a w'rong or improper con-
clusion or of dishonesty. I would be the lat
man in the world to suggest such .a Qhing
with regard to Ohief Justice McLeod. He
was long at the Bar o-f New Brunswick, be
is3 a very emninent judge; 'hie has discharged
bis judicial dutiecs with great ýability, and I
have nothing to say against him personally.
But the trouble in regard to the investi-
gaJtion -that took place before those two genl-
tlemen was that thene was n0 counsel to
represent the public no counsel to repre-
sent the oftber side. I would flot trust the
Angel ýGabriel to ýcorne to a proper con-
lusion in regard to a question unles8 bo-th
sides were fairly represented.

Mr. MEIGHEN: What side did Mr. Teed
represent ?

Mr. PUGSLEY: Mr. Teed-

Some hion. MEMBERS: Oh, oh.

Mr. PUGSLEY: Mr. Teed la one of the
warmest Conservatîves in the province of
New Brunswick.

Mn. MEIGHEN: What bas that to do
with the matter?

Mr. PUGSLEY: 'Mr. Teed was no douht
employed because lie was-

[Mr. Pugaley.]

Mr. STEVENS: Recause hie was an honest
man.

Mr. PUGSLEY: He was employed because
it was feit hie would aid the commissioners.

Mr. CROTHERS: Who employed him?

Mr. PUGSLEY: I have no doubt the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries (Mr.
Hazen> suggested his appointment.

Mr. MEIGHEN: The hion. member forgets
that the hion. member for Carleton (Mr.
Carveli) stated that Mr. Teed was employed
by Sir Ezekiel McLeod.

Mr. PUGSLEY: 1 have no doubt hie was
sug-gested by the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries as a gentleman desirable to ap-
point for the purpo?é of aiding the commis-
sioners. But you cannot have an investi-
gation which can be depended upon unless
you have hoth sides of the question fairly
represented. Counsel was flot present to
represent the people and to sustain the view
piesented by Mr. Justice Galt, to see that
ail evidence which would have a bearing
upon the correctness or otherwise of his
opinion was fairly presented before the
commission. You must have that in order
to 'have a proper investigation.

Mr. MEIGHEN: We appointed counsel to
assist the commission. The commission
,vas representing the people and no one
else. Consequently counsel represented the
people. If we were to appoint counisel on
one side as against the other, then we would
have to appoint counsel for Mr. Rogers.
Mr. Rogers had his own counsel. Why did
not the Government of Manitoba follow the
samne course?

Mr. PUGSLEY: I am not concernied wlth
the Government of Manitoba. Tbey ap-
pointed a commissioner who investigated
the matter, and if there was not the fullest
opportunity given to Mn. Rogers to be
represented by counsel. then the commis-
sion was very greatly at fault.

Mr. MEIGHEN: You do not answer the
question.

Mn. PUGSLEY: After ail, it is simply a
question of the evidence. The matter is
stili for Parliament to deal with if it
chooses to do so.

Mr. CROTHERS: I understand my hion.
friend fromn St. John has known Chief
Justice McLeod for a great number of years.

Mr. PUGSLEY: Yes.-

Mr. CROTHERS: I do not know hlm,
but I ask my bion. friend: Is Chief Justice


