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I am not responsible for Telesi'.ims being

sent ; I am responsible for tlie replies.

There was a telegram sent from Victoria,

from a lawyer—I would not call liim a

heeler, I would net describe liini In that

way ; I cannot state what the telegram says,

because the Information comes to me In a

way that I cannot disclose. If the hon. gen-

tleman had given me a name, If he will give

it to me now, I will looic ; I will meet him
on his ground and prove that he does not

know what he is talking about ; but I can
only look around and see how the story got

around. The law partner of the member for

Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) is the

only man that the public or private 'ccords

of this Government show has ever teiigraph-

ed to a member of this Government from
the city of Victoria about a liquor permit.

He telegraphed to one of my colleagues. My
colleague asked me about it. Well, what I

told ray colleague Is best evidenced by the
answer that my colleague sent. The answer
that my colleague sent was :

Saw Minister of Interior. Regret exceedingly
In-.posalble to grant permit.

It being Six o'clock, the Spealier left the
Chair.

After Recess.

The MINISTER OP THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). Mr. Speaker, when the House
rose at six o'clock, I was dealing with the
charges, or statements, of the hon. member
for Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tuppor),
with regard to the administration of the Yu-
kon, and I think I disposed of the allegation
of the hon. gentleman about the telegram. I

desire now to say, with reference to

the statement of the hon. gentleman (Sir

Charles Hibbert Tupper), as to a fee of $500
having been paid to a lawyer who was de-
scribed as a heeler of the Grit party, that it

turns out, according to the b(!St information
I can get, after searching the public and
pr'vate flies of the members of the Govern-
ment, that the reference must have been to
the partner of the hon. member for Pictou
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper). Whatever fee
may have been paid to this gintleman
Is not my business, and it is not the business
of the Government, and it is not part of the i

otHcial duty of a Minister of the Crown to !

regulate the fee which may be paid to a i

lawyer In Victoria for any business which
he may do with the department. What I

am relsponsible for is what I do, and if a
gentleman telegraphs to ine, I am not re-
sponsible for his telegram ; I am respon-
sible for the answer ; and I have shown
absolutely beyond any doubt, that the state-
ment of the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) Is altogether Incorrect. No
such permit as that to which he refers was
ever obtained. The only application that was
made for a permit to which he could possibly
refer was made In that way, was made by

his own partner, and It was properly re-

fused. It surpasses the wit of man tO' un-

derstand what the hon. gentleman (Sir Char-
les Hibbert Tupper) could have meant by
mal<inK such a statement in this House.
The hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert

Tui)p(M-) made another statement, which I

will repeat to the House, and I will let the

House decide between the Minister of the
Crown and the leading member of the Oppo-
sition who made the statement. The hon.
gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) de-

liberately stated that I had stopped liquor

at the boundary of the Yukon so that liquor

that was being taken in by friends of mine
might catch up. That was his charge. So I

understood It after reading the " Hansard "

report, and so I understand It now. I do
not tliink there can be the least doubt that
what he charged was about what he meant.
Sir. I aave already stated what my posi-

tion upon the liquor question was. I

have stated that there were not any
permits I had granted, that there were no
friends who got any permits, or who were
taking any liquor up there. The statement
of the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) is, therefore, without any foun-
dation. I will go further, however, and
I will make to the House a complete dis-

closure of all the knowledge I have with
regard to the question, with special reference
to tlie question of the hon. member for York,
N.B. (Mr. Foster)—who is not now in his
place—when he asked me, if 105 gallons for
which I gave permits for personal use. and
druggist use, and so on, was the only liquor
that had gone in. At the end of August,
1S97. as I said to the Hou.se last year, I

made up my mind to prevent, if possible,
liquor from being sent in, and that matter
was l)rought up in the House last session
and then discussed. That resolution I ad-
ii.n'cd to up to the time when the local coun-
cil took charge. Whatever Mr. Ogilvle and
his council may have done since, I have no
returns from them on the subject ; but I

liave no doubt that I will be able to assume
tlie responsIbllHy for what he and his coun-
cil Iinve done up to this time, and may do
in connection with the question. As to that,
however, I have no return up to the pre-
sent time. It was a matter of discussion In
the House last session, that I had had an
interview with the members of the North-
west Government. The question as to whe-
ther they had power to advise the Lieuten-
ant-Governor to issue pern.lts came up, and,
witiiout attempting to come to any decision
upon the legal aspect of the question, or
upon the propriety of the Government un-
dertaking to interfere and by force of Its

authority over the chief executive officer of
the North-west Territories or its relation to
him. to prevent the Issue of these permits,
an understanding was come to. I Interview-
ed In the city of Ottawa the two members
of the North-west Territories Government,
and I stated to the House last year, if I

recollect it aright— I have not seen the


