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°bn0>_<i0us passages in that report and
Sent it to my hon. friend, so that he had
.’om Monday last to the present time to
lnvestigate and thoroughly sift the ques-
ton before it came up to-day, and I must
Confess that I cannot understand the hon.
gentleman when he says that this matter
38 been sprung on him. My object in
80Ing to gee Sir John Thompson was not
only to give him time to make reparation,
I reparation were possible, but to ask him
© was aware of this—if he had seen
and reaq this before it was printed. I told
M, in submitting the matter to him, that
1d not believe—I could not believe that

€ Was a party to it, or that he had any
lowledge of what was being placed in
N ]e report. To my utter astonishment he
0ld me, after some hesitation, that he was
AWare of it Notwithatanding that state-
E‘:‘}t of the Minister of Justice, I have no
b Sitation in saying that I did not believe
at statement of his (cries of Oh! Oh!)
fo ave more charity, more consideration
r,h_lm and for the high and honorable
98ltion he occupies, than to believe that
t}? read that report before it was put in
1® hands of the printer. I believe his
‘dness of heart and anxiety to shelter
8;3 Official, caused him to state that he
imw 1t before it went to press. That is the
-\Pression that was made on me at the
.  and I hold that impression yet, for
®re Sir John Thompson guilty of being
Party to the libellous, the scandalous

z"d: I 'might say, indecent report, made
5(') u}he Inspector of Penitentiaries, he

d be unworthy of keeping the position
leag ¢ now holds. I will now show the
er of this House, and every member
can }jb Senate, that no two constructions
Yofor: Placed on that report, and that it
onl lﬂb to me and to me alone; and it is
inag Y an enormous stretch of the imag-
act °n and by a complete perversion of
Theﬁ,hthat one can avoid that conclusion,
lap o 00 gentleman has read that particu-
ex.LOTtion of the report referring to those
COnviets that came over from Seattle

N 188ued a number of fly sheets containing
28 h’:lost libellous statements and slanders,
Coly S{){ys, on the officers of the British
ing im 13 Penitentiary. There was noth-
chal‘ndaf‘mlte about this statement. The
lnostge? Mmade in that fly sheet were of the
only Violent character, and that fly sheet
Years Ii:’Pl’eSeuted what was current for
efore it made its appearance in that

form, It will be observed here in all the
passages and letters quoted by the Leader
of the Government, that he omits the con-
nection with myself, and I intend to fill up
that gap which will, as I said before, show
you conclusively that the language used
was meant for me and no other person,
Immediately after characterizing the per-
son who would not formulate his charges as
a dastardly coward, and abusing him in the
strongest adjectives he could command, he
connects my name with this proposed 1n-
vestigation and says that he addressed a
letter to ‘that person.” Now, the hon.
Leader of the House has read that letter to
you. It is dated New Westminster, 5th
September, 1889, and was written about
one week after the arrival of the Inspector.
The city of New Westminster has a popu-
lation of about 8,000, and every official in
connection with the penitentiary was
aware that I was about 8,000 miles away
from home at the time this official, who
was about to exercise judicial functions
and investigate the irregularities at the
penitentiary, addressed a letter to me. In-
stead of myself acting in a cowardly man-
ner, he showed himse!f an arrant coward—
he took advantage of my absence with my
family, when I was travelling in Europe,
8,000 miles away from New Westminster,
to ask me to formulate my charges and
substantiate ‘what I had said in my place
in the Senate. And in order to shield him-
self again hesays “ I received noreply, the
Senator as I learned being absent.” He
does not say that he learned of it at the
time, though he must have been aware of
it. But this is only in keeping with the
complete farce of the whole investigation
that was held at New Westminster.
Then again he wrote a letter ask-
ing the editors of the British Colum-
bia newspaper to appear and make
good the charges they had published four
months before I ever spoke in this Senate
about irregularties in the penitentiary. I
I may say here that for years I had been
receiving letters, and dozens of respectable
men had told me of the irregularties, not
irregularties, but abuses of the worst and
grosses kind in the penitentiary, but m

lips were sealed by the fact that I had
never had an unpleasant word with Mr.
Moylan, the warden, the deputy warden or
any official in connection with the institu-
tion, and the only thing I reproach myself
for now is that 1 so long kept quiet, and



