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founded or not, but I will see that the statement is brought promote bis interests. The hon. gentleman cannot under-
down. stand why, if those charges were sustained aeMMt!Kr,.

Moticn agreed to. Iodwell, he was not dismissed froru his office, and w)3, if
he -was not compotent to perform the duties of Sirperin-

THE CASE OF MR. E. V. BODWELL. tendent of theWelland Canal, ho conld be competent toper-
form the duties of an accounitant in coninection with the

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex) moved for copies of t he corres- Canadiati Pacifie Railway in Brtish Columbia.1Imay
pondence and other papers on which was based he state very trankly to the hon. gentleman, that when the
Commission issued in the case of Mr. E. V. Bodwell, thon report of the Commission and the evidence are brought
Superintendent of the Welland Canal; of the Commission down, il will bc made quite apparent te him wby li.
and all instructions in connection therewith; of ail corres- Bodwcîî should not be îhonght able, with sdvanage
pondence and papers touching the appointment of Counsel to the country, to diseharge duties involving the
on the Commission; of the report and evidence; of allexpenditure of a great amount of publie monoy.
correspondence thercon; of ail Orders in Council on, or Re migbt not be able 10 discharge those daties With
other disposition by the Government of the matter; with advantage to the country, and yet, being a gentleman in
a statement in detail of ail the expenses connected there- whose integrity the Government had no reason te feel any
with, including the amount paid to Mr. Bodwell or his want of confidence, ho sbould bu quite equal toperform the
Counsel; also, for ail papers in connection with Mr.duties of the very important and rosponsible position which
Bodwell's transfer to British Columbia, and a state- hu holds in British Columbia. 1 found, from the report ofthe
ment of the salary and allowances attached to each Corinissioner and the evidence, that il was not in the public

appointnent, and any allowance made for travelling or inîcrest 10 retain Mr. Bodwell la the position ho ocupied,
other incidental expenses. He said: It seems that Mr. and îurned my attention 10 the moans by whieh good a
E. V. Bodwell, the late Superintendent of the Wellandp or dn
Canal, shortly after the elections in September, 1878, was buitonld bcifoiydifcharge he deinmen o
romoved from thit position, and transferred, at very hlm. 't acîed, as the head of the departmentwith
great ineonvenienco to himself, to a position on the the sincere desiru to do justice to Mr. Bodweil,
Pacifie Railway in British Columbia. The Ilouse andat thu same time, efficientiy
has not yet been informed of thoebarges preferred, rvlefo th

has oV et ooninfomedof ho harg3 peferedperformance of duties which, aceording to the report of the
against &Mr. Bodwell, or the nature of those charges. It was Coimissionur, he was not equal 10 performing. If the
generally supposed by the public that bewas an excellent
oflicer. He received testimonials at different limes from 1 think it only right ta nake this explabation frankly to
those irmmediately affected by his services. Those who the flouse.
used the Welland Canal and came in contact with Mr. Mr. BLAKE. 1 hope my bon. friead will press for the
lkodwell, reported him to be a very efficient and pains- papers. Of course, it isquitepossible that whilethe charges
taking offleer. For some reason, which is unknown, charges which wcre made against Mr. Bodwell may have turned
-wero preferred against Mr. Bodwell,'vhieh resulted in hisor
exculpation-bocause, although ho was dismissed or consid-outhonluiasn lreste th aoe he
ered unworthy of occupying the position of Superintendent of tht coclo ashno asuiale perte oue la
thle Welland Canal, ie was not considered unworthy of-the duties of Suparintendent of the Welland Canal. Il la
another position under the Governiment. The facts con-
notedr pith the charges investignted,end the dtermOina- quite consistent with the fut that no ipropriety, such as

neoed ithhiechagesinvstîate, ~nd liedetrnina-was charged against hlm, was establishcd, that that resait
tion of the Commission, so lar as this flouse is concerned, aremay bave impressed itscifupon the mmd ofthe hon-Minister,
still unknown. I am anxious to get at the facts, and lsoto butIili learn with surprisc, from ail I have heard of Mr.
get a bill of the expenses. I do not know whether the pro- Bodwell's administration of the canal in my time, that
secution was a vexatious one or not-whether Mi. Bodwell sncb is the resait of the investigation. 1[arnsorry
wa.s unfairly treated or not. If he was a good superiniten-wn uiary retc r ot f ic'vsa oo spii tn that the bon. Minister did flot 'vait until the papers
dont of the Welland Canal, I fail to understand wly he came down, and, with the papers before us, mako the state-
should be removed ; if ho was an unworthy offcier, I fail ta mont wlich is calculated 10 bu so damaging to Mr. Bodwell's
see why ho should hold any position under the Government.
I wish to got at the facts to learn whether lie was treated ap
as a public officer should be treated, or, wliether at the backm . The case, I hope, in tb&t particular, wil romain in
of this investigation, there was some improper interference, tsenseialthewbichothe hoge ansaesubiel prove
and, therefore, I submait this motion. temtras hctebn etea aswl rvandtheefoo, subit bismoton.his prop)osition, are plaeed before the lieuse. I was net ia

Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. I am .little surprised at he Parliameat whn these proceedings took place, but I
motion of the hon. gentleman. I have no reluctance what- observed an accouaI of them in the public press, and it hal
ever to bring down atlthe papers to which this motion1 becu my intention, during the hast Session cf Parliarnnt, te
refers; but I cuit the attention of the flouse to the very bave moved for these papers on public grounds and for the
extraordinary circumstance that this motion, or a very reasan whieh I am about to explain. I did net move in the
isimilar one, was put on the paper a year ago. Mr. Bodwoli matter last Session because 1 found my hon. friend (Mr.
was thon in the lobby of the louse on public business, hoRoss) bad a notice on the paper. That notice wa net
was bore for the purpose of acquainting himself with the prasecuted, and when il was dropped h wsstee late for
duties of the office to which ho was transferred in British mu ta put a notice on the paper. Thon, as now, I had ne
Columbia; and that motion, placed on the paper by one of communication whatever with Mr. Bodwell on the subjeet.
his political friends, was removed from the paper, I abstained fromspeaking with him, thougl ho was an old
I have no doubt, at Mr. Bodwell's own request. I personal potitical friend of mine, when ho wu down hore.
have reason to believo that Mr. Bodweil was I abstained from inviting any discussion whatever
very far from making any complaint with of bis position or remova, or anything cnnectod
reference to my action as hoad of the de'partment. I with bis case. I have abstained forn corresponding with
have reason to know that ho was disposcd not to make any lmhilce that lime, bemuse 1 'as deterrined, if ne other
complaint at ail, but rather to consider that the Govern- hon member did, ho meve for these papers, and 1 Wîàbed te
ment and myself, as the head of the department in which bc able te say, as I do fow Sy, Ihat my cUr
he was cmployed, were anxious to do ail wocould tefWohomptehin
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