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caIu-e of nearly ail the irregularities, all the Hon. Mlr. MuINES (RC.)-I throw
wrong doings and ail the ialfeasance in myscîf on the indulgence of the buse.
office in connectioi with that institution. It This man Moylan is, or ought te be, under
may be contended by some hon. gentlemen the control of the government, just as nuch
that iow he is not in the employ of the gov- as if he were in their employ. He has been
ernment, as lie is superannuted,-that the superannuated, but surely we are not going
government have no control over him. If to ailow superannuated civil servants to have
there are any in this House holding ,uch ree scope to attack members of this House
views as tlat, I claim- and of the other brandi of Parliament with

imipunity and without redress. I appeal to
Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I rise to a the P. emier if it is not his bounden duty-a

question of privilege I appeal to the Chair. duty that he owes to himself, to thi, House
.and to this country-that-this man's super-

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-There isannu itin should bQ immediately stopped,
a question of privilege- before the House at oi, tint he should be cautioned that if he
the present time. attacks any member of this or the other

Hon.Mr. ALTLACH~--Th quetonbran ch of parli>î îient it will be stopped, not-Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-The questonhe
is whether my hon. friend can go un with t
this tirade of abuse against a gentleman who yc conrary in thsi House.

enploy of the government. It is entirely Hon. Sir ACKENZIE BOWELL-I (Io
beyond his privilege. He is taking advant- fot propose to follow the hon. genteman in
age of his position in this House to abuse the remarks that he has made, because I am
the character of a man who stands as high strongly of the opinion that the matter
as any hon. gentleman in this House. brougit up by hlm is not a question of

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-1 privilege in any sen-e of the word. If every
woud lke o cil heattntin o th flus attack that is mfadle upon a public man in awould like to call the attention of the H a newspaper, eitier by interence or directly,

to the fact that when a question of order is to be considered a qrestion of privilegtaeor ife.i is! the utf the s1 eaker to iQ.
down until it is decided. The hon. member
must have forgotten that. of the session.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I did not Hon. Mr. PERLEY-We would fot want
forget it. The hon. gentleman rose to a any adjournment.
question of privilege lie stated, and not a
question of order. Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-In

the other lieuse it lias grown into practice to,
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL- explain any attack male upon a member la

Then it was an act of discourtesy to the lion. the public press, andalso to c fend oneself. I
gentleman as well as to the House. I vas do not wish te le understoo as apprving in
charitable enough to think the hon. gentle- amy way of the parenthetical sentence put in-
man had forgotten the rule for the moment. to the report of On the contrary,

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-The hon. I had a conversation only last Saturday
gentleman rose to a question of privilege, with the Minister of Justice, ho authorized

and not of order, consequently I was per- this
fectly justified in not sitting down-it was t louse, that lie deeply regretted it hlm-
discourtesy to the House. self; tiuat how it got into the report he could

net understand ; that wien he read the
Hon.Mr. ILLEIt-Teho. getlem n report as presented to [irn, lie put his penHon. M.ýr. M ýIL LEIR-The hion. gentleman

f romn Lunerburg in his last remarks used througi the referenee te the hon. gentleman,
the word privilege instead of order, but relevant ; a ow it got in
when lie first took the floor lie rose to a aftervards le does not knov. I told hlm
question of order. that I should take the first opportunity to

explain the matter t;- the flouse. For rny
Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I ask the rul- own part, 1 think it is reprehensible on the

ing of the Chair on the question of order. part of ay public servant, or of the public


