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mnaking the de-fence of a mian about whoe
case the leaet that je said the better. The
Minister of Justice 'was eloquent on 1he
oharaeter of hie client. Now, I have no
desire to say one word that wou-Id refleet on
the character of! the hon. member for
Richelieu, save in sio far as what I ,feel it
my duty to say with regard to this, particu-
1er charge may necesearily reflect lipon hi&
character. I arn willing to assume, and I
do eo 'with pleaeure, that we are spproadh-
ing the consideration of the question, of
whether, thie gentleman hitherto enjoying
an irreproinchable chareter, la or je not
guilty of the offence that je ]aid to hie
charge. The hon. the Minister of J'uetice
wae also eloquent on the penalty 'tiht might

* ensue if this House should decide that the
hon. member for Richelieçu was guilty o! the
charges -brought against him. Hon. mem-

* bers who have had occasion to be present
at criminal trials will have observed 'the
pa'thetic tones with which counsel repre-
seniting men whose offence carnies capital
punishment are apt to get f ar away from
'the question o~f the off ence and to keep
vividly before the eyes and thie ears o! thie
lurors the penalty that will follow if they
find the accused. guilty. That we had done
thie afternoon and done to perfection .by the
'Minister o! Justice. We were told that the
question was whether the hon. mem'be fo
Richelieu s.hould be expelled fz0romthis
'Flouse, and yet, Mr. Speaker, you odi
y-our hand the motion and thie amendment
to thst motion, and ha there one word of
sugge»tion in either motion or amendnient
as to -the infliction o! a penalty upon the
hon. memiber for Richelieu. Before you
proceed to infliet a penalty you have to
deal with the question o! fact, and the que&-
,tion of fact ie the whoie question thaît we
have *before us for decision; the question
cwhether as a moatter of f act the hon. mesu-
,ber for Richelieu je guiity o! the offence
charged againsL hua, or, poesibly ae sug-
geeted by the hon. meniber for Welland in
*moving the motion, of some lesser offence
that inight be included in that charge that
waa made. That je the question we have
before us. We have besildee that, the <pies-
ition whether the hon. meinher for Cham-
plain (Mr. Blondin> has merited the cen-
sure that was passed upon him in the re-
port of the majority of the committee.
oehhoe are 'the questions that we are called
'upon to deternine; those 'are the questions
that it ie our duty to approach in 'that
judicial freine of mind which the Minister
of! Justice so highly commended, to ne.
And, we would be making juet as grave a
mietake if we allcowed our judgment on
those eowo questions to be swayed by the
faut thut the coneequen-ce of! the finding in
one way might be very grave for the hon.
member fox Richelieu, as we would be- if
we allowed ourselves in reaehing a con-

clusion to forget that il is not only thie
hon. mexnber for Richelies iwho le gravely
interested in the decisio:i of this parlia-
ment, 'but that this par liament itaelf la
gravely interested ini the decielon that it
jis going to render. We are called upon in
this decision to set before the 'people of!
Canada what the standard je that parlia-
ment thinkse hould be fixed for worthinesa
or unworthinees to formn part of itself. Ths.t
is a matter o! no littie importance. It je
important to this whole country thaît the
people of this country should be taught
that the standard of morality, the standard
of honour, of 'their respresentatives, if neot
of the very highest which I would like te
see it set at, je at all evente oe which doeu
flot faîl below the average standard of the
'peqple of thie country.

And now, Mr. Speaker, I address myself
directly to the consideration of the ques-
tions that we -axe called upon to coneider
and decide. We have before us two reports
from, the Committee on Privileges and Eles-
tions, one of which telle us in substance that
the conduet of the hon. member for Riche-
lieu, as revealed in the evidence laid t)efore
that committee, je -above reproach-not only
that, but that he was so stainlese, that hie
conduct was so f ar aboya suspicion, that
the belief, the ackaowledged honest, sin-
cere belief, of the hon. member for Cham-
plain (Mr. Blondin), that the hon. member
for Richelieu le guilty or rathen hie action
based on that beliel je deeerving of the
condamnation of this Housa. We have, on
the other hand, a minorîty report that finde
in eubstance that the hon. member for
Richelieu has been guilty of unlawfully
procuring for himself the services of work-
men paid with the mont9ys of the people
of Canada and goode belonging to the pao-
pie of Canada, that that work and those
goode have been appropriated ta hie own
uses, and that he obtained them by unlaw-
f ully combining or co-operating with arn-
ployees of the government of Canada to
place at hie disposai that work and hand
over to him those goods; and we have the
funthar finding that, in the judgment of
the minorîty of thie committea, this con-
duct on the part of. thie hon. member for
Richelieu infringed the Independence of
parliamant. -So fer, on thie part of the two
hon. members who have spokan in support
of the report of the mai orlty, it has eppear-
ed that they considered that the question
that -we have to decide, thie great important
question, was not how the member for
Richelieu got that work dons for him, or
how ha got hold of those goode, but whathar
ha peid for them or not. I think that very
fairly resuits from what, I consider, if I
may be permittad to say so, the very
modarata, and from hie point o! view very
fair, laying before tAie Houe of thie qus--
tions involved, by the hou. membar for


