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the House, and 'when you look at the TimeS, and I
hold it in uy hands and read, it constantly, you
find tlhat Reuter's telegrains of the proceedings of
this House during the past two sessions have been
nothinig but perversions of the facts as they tran-
spired, so far as they affect the relations bet.ween
the two parties on opposite sides of the Chamber.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is so. You have

only to look at the proceedings of the House dur-
ing the 'whole of last session and you will finîdexactly
the samie isrepresentation, the sane caricature,
the saine perversion of the facts exhibited im this
telegram. I think it is monstrous that such a,
course should be pursued, and yet it has been per-
sistently pursued during the last two years in con-
nection witl the cabled record of events that have
transpired iii this Parliainetit.

Mr. MS-NEILL. I -ery much regret that hon.
gentlemen oppo)(site should have thought it neces-
sary to umake so violent an attack upon a geutle-
man% whio has sent this cablegrani to England.
Now, what is the cablegraimi ? it is this: ' Cana-
dianu goods free Britain duty British goods re-
duced Canada." The ho. ncmnmber for Bothwell
(M'r. Mills) savs that unist be read "% whein. A
stilli more natural view, and mbe according to the
facts, would iake it read&' as :as caiadian
goods are free to Britai. duty on British goods
will be reduce c4l lu anada. It is more natural
that it should be read acco-ding to4 the facts titan
contrarv to the facts. It is more natural to sup-
pose that the person who extended this telegrani
lu England knew vhat the facts were, than to as-
sumie thbat lie wa ignorant of thei, and when the
geatemnu sent the telegram over mu tiis forn, lie
naturally assumued that it vould be eonstruçd lu
accordanee with the facts, and not in accordance
with a state of affairs that does not exist. I is
siunmplv because lie d so and sent the telegrain lu
the belief that any one knowing the facts would
properly construe the telegrai, that this attack
has been hurled on that gentleman by bon. mem'
bers opposite.

3Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The construction iis
shown by the view the Timie has put on the tele-
grain.

Mr. McNE1LL. The hon. uentlemuan will excuse
ine. The writer of the editorial article in the
Time 'was referrinr to thbe telegrani then before lis
eyes. He was not the person who extendled the
telegram. He-was referring to the extended tele-
gram. I was referring to the person who made
the mistake in the extension of the telegrai, and
I think it a most unfortunate aud mnost ungenIerous
act for hon. gentlemen opposite to make an attack
on a gentleman whlo sent a telegran, that any lion.
geitleiian would understand at once to mean "as
and not " when.' -

Mr. DAV IES (P. E.I). The hon. gentleman j
does not express any regret at the error that has
taken place.

M'r. McNEILL. I am very sorry indeed that
the error has taken place, andm so far as the gentle-
inan who sent the telegramn is concerned, he has
made the best reparation in is power. ,He im-
nediately cabled over to the 'mother country1
putting the matter right, so far as he could. I mtust
say that I think the hon. gentleman, if he will for- 1
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give mny saving so, should have read the letter of
explanation a little more carefully.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I did read it aIl except
the personal part, which I did not thîink 'would in.
terest the House.

Mr. McNEILL. The latter part of the explana-
tion was very umportant, and I was sorry that the
lion. gentleman did not read it at the jutset.

Mr. LANLDERKIN. I mnade enqutiries soine tunie
ago in reeardl to these cablegrans and I ascerttained
that w-e were paying ont noney through the Gov-
ervnment for these nisrepresentations whicl were
made through Reuter's agent. Ishould like to know
how mîuch one1y1 'wias paid for this work last year ?
It is bad einoughto be nisrepre.sented, but it is in-
fiitely worse, if in a<lition t-o t-he mnisrepresenta-
tion, you are obliged to pay for' the misrepresenta-
tion. I hope if t-ie iovernitent have been spending
noney in this direction, the expenditure will stop),
bCcause it is an outraeous act to be iiisrepreslente(1
and then to be comtipelled to pay for the. misrepre-
sentation.

Mr. DAVIN. BefoCre these remarks on «oin
iito committee colme to a closue, I cannot but pro-
test in the strongest language against the miscon-
ception of the journalistie profession that 1find
t-~e ion. miemîber for Soutil Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) entertains. To suppose, as that hon.
entlemitan las done, or mutnst be supposed to sup-

pose, thit a gentlemnai sitting iin the gallery,
ocullpying a respotsible position on one-of t-he
papers of this country, and a respons ible position
in regard to the first paper in the vorld, should
deliberately falsify, in order, I suppose, to serve
sone party ends, what took place in this House, is
one of those mionîstrous and erratic propositions
that nestle in the brain of the lon. menber for
South Oxford so fr-equentlv, anid whicl inake us
solmetimues stand agiast at the capacity of an hon.
umember of this House of his standing for enter-
taiiniig. such albsturd and ionstrous iotionls. Now,
Sir, the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies)
seemus t-o have got excitcd about a verv saill
tmatter-. As a fact the E lme has taken verv little
notice of hlim or of his motion. It has not bo~thered
itself unmch about it. The whole article is taken
Up in dealing vith the signiicane of this House
passing the motion of m1,y hon. friend fron B1ruce
(Mr. McNeil) ;but witih a wave of tlie hand. it
dismuisses imy hon. friend from Queeni's (Mr.
Davies).

Nir. MILLS (Bothwell). No woder.

Mr'. DAVIN. I agree with my bon. friend, no
wonder. But, Sir, that wave of thel hand is due
to the fact that t-le broad Atlantic rolls between
us. If they knew ny hon. friend fron Queen's
(Mr. Davies) as well as we do, they would not even
bave condescended to a wave of thle hand. Having
quoted Ir. McNeil's motion, tlie Times says

"The Opposition put.forward an amendment. which Sir
John Thomnpson, the ministerial leader, treated as a sub-
terfuge in view of the Liberal policvy of discrimination
agarnst tle moter country, aid whieh is on the face of
it, hollOwe and unmeaniîig. To demnand t-bat Canadian
goods should be admitted free into the United Kingdom
is a mere rhetorical phrase."
Now, Sir, the statenient that thbat is hollow and
inmeaning is a statement that could be made
with t'ruth of the motion of the hon. niember. Does
anybody suppose thiat when the party opposite
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