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" beyond the oompetence of the Canadian Parliament, I desire to renew to you as Chairman"c of the Committee the ofier made by me on the part of the Government on the floor of the
"HlOuse of Comnios, to imsue a Royal Commission addressed to the gentlemen forming the
"Committee which would confer upon them all the powers given to the Committee by the"flouse Of Commons, including the examination of witnesses under oath, and the power tosend for persona, Iprs and records, and containing the same provisions ai to the votes

ofThe embers of the Comnmittee and yourself as Chairman, as was ordered by the House,The aceptance of this Commission will enable this Committee to proceed with the enquiry,an the exammation of witnesses on oath without any important delay. I shall cause a
copy of this letter to be sent to each Member of your Committee.

."I have the honor to be,
" Your obdt. servant,

" To Hon. J. H. Cameron, &c., &c. " J. A. MACDoXALD.

" P.S.-Tie Commission will contain a clause enjoining the Commissioners to rportCto the Speaker of the House of Commons.
" (Signed) J. A. MACDONALD."

The majority of the Committee are understood to have been willing to return a favorable reply to this proposai had their colleagues assented, but neither Mr. Dorion nor Mr.
Blake considered thenselves at libertyto accept the arrangement, and stated their rossonsin the following terme -
" To the light Ilonourable Sir John A. Macdonual<.

"I Sa,-I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2nd inst.,
received this morning, enclosin'g a copy of a letter addressed by you to the Hon. J. M.

Camneraon Chairman of the Special Conmittee of the House of Commons, now itting inetMontreal, in which'you state that, as the Act which would have enabled the Committee
Ci eexamine witnesses under oath had been disallowed, as being beyond the competence of
Cthe Canadian Parliament, you deaire to renew to him, as Chairman of the Committee,the offer made by you on the part of the Government to issue a Royal Commission, ad-dressed to the gentlemen forming the Committee, which would confer upon theu al thepower given to the Committee by the House of Commons, includini the examination ofthe witnesses by the Committee; but, as I understand your proposa, it is that the Gov.ernment should give to the several Members of the Committee named by the Houae ofCCommons to enqiure ito the charge made against it, a Commission to enquire into theCsame charges, with power to examine witnesses under qah, and this with a view to
«carry ont the intention of the House, to have this enquiry made under oath. Now Iwould beg to Oil to youir attention that the Committee was originally named on your

own motiun, as an ordinary Parliamentary (nommnittee, without reference to any au-thority to examine witnesses under oath, and that it was only cn the suggestion of. the
Committee subsequently made, that the House and Senate unanimously passed the Oaths"Bil, although on more than one occasion you yourself made the suggestion, unheeded by
the House, that a Commission night be issued instead of lassing an Act to authoriae theadminitering of oaths to the witnessee. This alone seema to tue to be conclusive that theHouse of Commons, whose nominee I an on the Committee, did not intend that the en-
quiry should be carried on by a Commission appointed by the Executive, and iesponsible
as such only to that Execntive. It see-ns to nie, moreover, that the authority which issought to be conferred on the Committee to examine witnesses under oath cannot betttained by the issue of a Royal Commission, for,although the Commissioners appointed
miglt examine witneses under oath, it would not be as Members of the Cmmittee ap-POinted by the House that they would do so, but as Commissioners, whose decions and

ngs wuuld be subject to the supervision and control of the Exeoutive, underphom tIy would hold thoir appointment, a4d not of the Hoxm. I have aiways beeq


