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prevail. and of what character they were. rest of a matter, otherwise within the exclu-
And for that purpose Mr. Blake Introduced sive Jurlsdictlon o! this House; and that is a
in 1876, that elaborate Act, chapter 10 of question whlch may core up, If the hon.
the Revised Statutes of Canada, copied from gentleman's position be right In regard to
the elaborate provisions made for the sameianother matter, that counsel, other than the
purpose in England, and there never was a two named by the commissioners, shah have
man, Sir John Thompson, or any other em- access to that tribunal. If the partis ln-
inent man in this House, who was charged terested may attend by counsel, ne of the
with these matters, who ventured the sug- very first questions that will come Up wIll
gestions that have fallen from the lips of be that; and if the hon. gentlemen are
the Prime Minister, and the Minister of anxious that this commission shah proceed
Railways in regard to this matter. There speedily, and shallflot be dlsturbed, why
never was a suggestion in anything which should not that doubt-though the hon. gen-
Sir John Thompson said touching this tieman does not share lt-be put aside by
amendment in 1889, of a totally different the use of apt language ? What possible rea-
Act passed for a totally different purpose, son Is there for resisting the suggestion
that would warrant the observation made that ail doubts as to the JurIsdiction of par-
by the Minister ofRailways, that he had hlament should be removed,? I would put
considered that the Blake Act was un-'It to any reasonable members o this House,
necessary, and that with regard to the in-: who has studied b{he question at ail, when
demnlty provisions it had gone so far. Tbhereï you are dealing with a question like the
was nothing sald, and for a goold reason Huron and Brockvile cases,and other smi-
these tio statutes deal with entirely div- lar questions, whih Is the Act most suitable
ferent subjebts. This is the first case whieh to copy ? Whi are the provisions most
the hou. gentlemancan eau tomid in adequate on their face ? Those in the Act
whic It was ever attempted to elothe a relating to corrupt practices, or those found
commission with authority to inquire into ntiea dt respectng Inquirles Into any mat-
the prevalence o! corrupt practices and fraud ters relating to good government? So, in
and crime and rasality relating to elections 1889, Sir John Thompson, recognizing the
or anything else. The other Is the machinery difference, asot nly in the language, but In
devised for that purpose by the able sen the appcation mo those two statutes-one
who prepared that legisationr t England. expressly dealing wth corrupt practices and
The other s the result of the study of Mr. crimes, the other dealing with Inquires into
Blake. made in 1876, when he copied rsn the Improvement of the civil service, with
legiseation with certain Improvements; and, regard to the condut oh ofAlcers in the ser-
as I say, it was neyer pretended by any one vice wihth regard to matters suesting
on ether side othis bonse, before we had legiisation, iattersn fcIonnection with the
at hand that ittie Act relating to publih - grain trade, and other natters, of that char-
quirles Into ndatters relating to good govern- acter-mmght well say that the provision was
ment,ythat would ake that machinery and unnecessary, whi h found Its way Into the
ail those provisions in the other Act wholy Cp eorrupt Pratices Act, simply on the ground
unnecessary. on whieh Mr. Blake put It that you have to

Touhing, too, this question as to juris- depend on criminals for some o! the most
diction, I wouldhike the hon. gentleman to mo tan t e o ficars the to
renember the pecular jursdiction respect- get that evidence, or get to the botto of a

ing this matters roelections and ail relating erime, where the crime pas extensively pre-
tmen II ta au itake tat maciney vailed, unless you go further than the Actall thseprovaisisinto 1o t P es A complete indemnity,

ncery t Coi and allow the commission to grant absolute
mous is that of determinng ail matters touching prdon criminal fo mes a most

dictonI wuldlik thehon getlean 1oiportn oteinad yo canot hopelt

the election o their own members.
confession, and properly conducts himself

And he goes Into the history of this interest- before the commission. So the reasons have
ing subject, showing how the courts had fnot been met by the Minister of Railways,
attempted to 'deal with .these matters, but and the reasons, I think, were clear to the
how ln the contest the wIll and claim of mind of Sir John Thompson, when he
parliament had prevailed, as of course it amended an Act intended to deal with a
would prevail. So that when we find parlia- totally different matter.
ment delegatIng to the courts, and by Act of As to the payment of witnesses, the hon.
Parilament, of course, only a portion of Its gentleman says that we do not do ourselves
jurisdiction, and that relating slmply to con- justice In assuming that the government do
troverted elections, and then lu regard to not Intend to make ample provision for the
corrupt practices prevalling at elections, It witnesses. I do not know about other mem-
does seem to me to afford more than a bers on this side of this House, but I will
doubt as to whether this general legislation tell the hon. gentleman why I have con-
can be said to have taken the rest of the siderable doubt. I will admit that the state-
juriadietion away, or to have been so ex- ment o! the Minister o! Railways to-day,
pressed that it would have been interpreted, and the statement o! the Prime Minister
after argument, to mean that under that before hlm, on that head, are ample to sat-
the Governor in Council could deal with the i lsfy me, that is, the express promise, as I

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.


