
COMMONS DEBATES. DECEMBERP lei

of this ]Royal Commission. There is, however, another Royal
Commission of which we do not hear anything in this doeu-
ment, although I venture to say that it has attracted
a larger share of attention, and its 6perations have
been , watched with very mnch greater interest thah,
even the Royal Commission on the subject of the'
Civil Service of which we know little, and, I suspect, a larger
part of the population care less. Now, as to this Commission
of tyhich we do not hear anything, itjs said that it was issued ;
ard.it contains upon the face of it, the avef-ment that it was
issued to, enquire into allegations or charges made on the
floor of Parliament, in reference to certain matters oonnected
with the Pacifie Railway. It is said, siadeed, that it is not
confined to such allegations, but that it expressly embraces
in its terms, as one of the material grounds for the issue
of an enquiry and for the subject matter of an enquiry,
allegations made in this louse. I take the earliest oppor-
tunity of, for my part, protesting, as I have before protested,
upon the occasion of the' issue of a Royal Commission of
enquiry, into other transactions connected. with the Pacifie
Railway, against any such action on the part of the
advisers -of the Crown. I believe that to be in fact,
andin substance, a serious. attack, not upon the dignity,
for which I do not care much, but upon the independence
of Parliament. I believe that charges which are made
herd re not :to be taken up by the Crown unless com-
municated by the Crown to this Hlouse. I believe. that what
passes here; is to be known there only when we choose it
shall be known, and 1 believe that charges we make here
are ,to be enquired into either by us or by maohinery by us
constituted, not by machinery constituted independent of
Parliament by the advisers of the Crown. And, so far as
we may judge from the course pursued in this investigation
it seems to me to go far beyond the legitimate objects of
such a Commission. Such a Commission may properly
be issued in order to inform the minds of the advisers of
tho ýCrown. and through thom the Crown, of facts of which
they are ignorant, or in order to investigate the causes,
not, in my opinion, when they go so far as crime, but causes,
at.any rate, short of crime-of the management or misman-
agement by subordinate ioficers of the departments-in
orderin'a. word, to inform the minds of Ministers of things
Of which they ought to be informed with a view to the pro-
per conduet of the business of the country; but I believe
it to be wholly beyond the scope of such a Commission to
entiertain questions of public policy, political questions, still
less dô I believe it to be within the proper ecope of such a
Commission to enter into the question of the particular
connection of Ministers of the present or past Government
with êùch questions. These are beyond the domain of such
Commisions; they are high and important matters of State
to be ldisposed oftby Parliament, or by nachinery which
Parliament shal devise. They are not departmental
matters; they are not oftentimes on questions of fact,
they, are matters of policy or political questions,
with iraference to wlhich the confidence of the people
of this country may be given or withheld. There is yet
another objection, from my point of view, to such ques-
tions being entertained by snch a Commission. It is con-
trary ·to the very first principles of reason and justice that
mon should appoint their own judges. It is contrary to
the very first principles of reason and justice that men
should appoint judges for their own adversaries. Both these
principles are violatedby the appointment of a Commission
which we see summons beford it Ministers and Ex-'Ministers,
and calls upon them to purge 'themselves upon oath as to
whether they have been guilty of acts of corruption, or
of being persernay interested in contrats. I believe that
these accusations, if they are : to be made he-e, are. to
be made on the responsibility of the member4 andbehould be
pioseeuted according ito the maéhinery whieh Parliament
shall deviseabd that there is no justice, *no precedent, no
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reason or fair- dealing in the arrangements whieh, in this
case, have been made. Who are theseappointedO enquire
into these stubjects, and what are their instruetïins ? We
know that Royal Commissioners are bound teoactaetording
to the instruetions they may receive from time totime; we
know that the Crown is entitled to give ther- instructions,
which means the Ministers. Whether the]lfinisteîèýgave in-
structions or net, I do not know; but there le loe ' >sitive
rule as to the manner in which these instt-netio$s- tob
received, or the manner in which they may be eomnn.iiCated.
We do not know whether the honý the Minister of IRalways
may not, by Order in Conneil, have up his chiefCommissioner
evory morning in the Department to point out what line if
enquiry he should take or what questions he should ask; but,
at any rate, when he made a Junior County Court Sàdge one,
an A ssistant-Commissioner of Revenue, another, anoccasional
employee of the Government, a third, and a defeated candi-
date for a constituency in his interest, the secretary, he has a
tribunal very apt to do the work ie wants it to do, and whieh
may be doing it, not exactly according to his taste, but stilI
fairly well. lion. members on this side have no reason to
complain about any Commission under any circumstnmces, but
it is our bounden duty to protest against proceedinge which
inight, under other circumstances, be productiveof wrong
and injustice, and which are based on a violation of the rules
of equity. What is wanted in this-case is a fuIl enquiry. How
is that to be secured ? It is to be secured, as we know in all
cases involving political considerations, by having both sides
represented. That is what is done on the other side
of the water when commissions are issued, even thotrgh they
do not involve questions cf political enquiry. These dom-
missioners are not one sided. They are, as a ruile; composed
of prominent men from the ranks cf both parties.
Still more, if you are going to have a political
enquiry, which is to end in the whitewashing or
condemnation of one side or the other, if it is to be an
enquiry of this transcendent importance, should not both sides
be represented in order that all questions may be asked, all
evidence elicited in full, and that the great tribunal of public
opinioin, and this House, may have the largest amount of
material from which to draw ils own conclusions ? I have
never cared much for the findings of such tribunals. What
I have been always anxious for is, that they should be se
constituted that the facts should be got out, and the facts
being got out, let us form our own judgments. Without
entering at all upon a discussion of the proceedings of -that
Commission,or its revelations, and confining my observations,
as I have confined them, to the question1§ of policy and to the
constitutional questions involved in the question of such a
Commission, I may say that, in my opinion, not merely what
has there taken place, but what hastaken place and been made
publicin other ways, and, antecedent to the appointment of that
Commission, point to the necessity of some further action
on the part of Parliament. I believe, Sir, that the time has
arrived at which we ought to take some steps to put an end
to the system of contract-broking. [-believe the time has
arrived at which we shall best consult our own dignity and
standing with the publie by placing further restrictions onthe
right of members of Parliament to act as agents of suitors
before departments and thé Government for favors of any
kind. I impute no unworthy eonduct te any member on
this occasion, ei.ther expressedly or impliedly, but I say that
when such transactions as those stated have bern made
public, -when you find it obvious that an impression pre-
vails in the minds of those who are desizus to negotiate
with the Government that they eau do better by getting the
assistance of Mr. So-and-So, because hle i a member of Parlia-
ment, it is time that such a thing should be put an end to
once and forever,'and that for pro ir reward, at anufrate,
noee of us should be able to intervene departmeütal or
exepàti mattérs any more than we are able te interienô
on matters which aredependent in eitherHouse cfa'ia-
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