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taining for future genierations, what Lhe
honourable gentleman has said during his
term of office in the Senate, as well as what
has be-en said by ail other members of this
Hou se.

I faal to see why the honourable the jiinior
member for Halifax brought this proposi-
tion before the House. Is he not aware that,
ini coutradistinction to the public p'ress,
Hansard ie a record, while the public press
ie ophemeral.

Han. Mr. DENNIS: What happenýd be-
fore Hansard was established?

Hon. Mr. CLORAN: Its establisl ment
wàs an incident of the growth of the coun-
try. It je ta be rememlbered that Hansard
renders more service Wo the country th-an
any indivîdual organ of pubilic opinirn in
the country, .because an organ of public
opinion etates one thing to-day and the
day or the week aiter it states the oppc'eite.
There ie no controlling the vibration in the
newspaper offices; and I speak fromn exiperi-
ence, for I have been an odd newàpaper
man and know how the public opinion of.
this couCXry can be camoufiaged or de-
ceived 'by spurting out a certain opinion
to-day and contradicting it a week later.
The pu'blic press have a great mission ta
perforin, and, they cRn perform. it only
by publishing the facts and then a]low-
inig the public Wo judge of the 'acte.
1 do not believe that a writer in the publie
press shauld be heeded more than the firet
individual yau meet on the street. Who je
he that writee the editorials? Who was 1
when, 1 wrote editorials? An unknown.
Up to the present day editorial opinion has
been paramounit, but let me venture the
prediction that the day is f at coming when
dditorial opinion will avail nothing and
will amount to nothing. What le editorial
opinion? It is the production of a braîn
which je trained, which*m-ay be educated,
which may be intellectual, but it je also
the production of a brain that je none of the
three, and the public swallows the product
ai tbat braîn as gospel truth. That is the
value ai editorial writing to-day. It has
the upper hand, but the day ie coming
when every reader oi a paper shall be hie
own editor. Ail I ask in any country, and
especially in this country ai ours, ie that
the newspapere etate facte plainly and
clearly, without prejudice, withaut perver-
sion, without untruth. I want no descrip-
tion ai a meeting by a reporter. *He goes to.
a public meeting, ecientific, politîcal, reli-
giaus or otherwise, and what I want irom
hie pen je. not hie impressions af what
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occurred in that meeting, but the ipse dicta
of the speakers; then 1 will bie in a position
to make my own description and ta put a
value on what hec been eaid. Up ta to-day
the contrary system hae prevailed. A re-
porter goes ta a meeting, and wbat do you
find the next morning or the next after-
noan? A description ai hie own ideas, hie
own viewe, and probably ai hie ow-n wante.
That je a ialee principle ta follow in regard
ta the enlightening ai a peop le; and I firmnly
hope and believe that the day will corne
when reporters will eimply give the facts
and let the readere ai the jacte camne ta their.
awn conclusions and exercice their awn
judgment. That ie the difference between
the pûblic prese and Hansard. Hansard,
consigne ta print that which remains im-
mortal-the viewe, the etatemente and the
opinions af the men who are cbarged with
diecussing a publie, national or social
question. The reader ai Haneard je hie own
editor. In Hansard there ie no description
ai anything-a-nly what. the speaker bas
eaid; that je one benefit af Hansard.

The next benefit je that it prevente -a
public man irom making etatements ta-day
which he could reverse and deny the fol-
lawing year-a privilege given ta the public
prees. It id a privilege given te edlitors ai
papere ta declare one policy to-day. ta
deny it to-morraw, and ta praclaim another
the iollawing day. With Haneard it je
impossible for a public man ta do that. I
make a statement ta-nlight on a public
questian. It goes inte Hansard in
black and white. It confronte me forever
afterwards in lite, and a year later I dare
nat mnake, a statement contr.ary ta what 1
have already said. lt makes a speaker in
the other House or in the Senaîte careful ai
the truth, which'the newspaper press does
nat do. If 1. make statements here to-night
-and 1 am niaking some-and happen next
year or two years from now te deny that 1
made them or ever held euch views, ail any
hionourable gentleman lias ta do je to
eend for the volume af Hansard and con-
f ront me with the statements which 1 denied
that 'I h.ad made. That Ls :Lhe value ai
Hansard-what I wauld cail the philo-
sophical value oi Haisard.

The other -night 1 'heard the honourable
gentleman say that Eaneard consigne Io ite
pages trivial statements, heated argumente,
pereonalities. Why not? Wlhy not give to
posterîty a truc picture of the situation?
A triviality &ometimes contains; more force
and more truth than a so-called seriaus
siatement concocted under the candle-ligbt.
Give me fresh outhurete of opinion and I


