British Columbia [APRIL 21, 1890.] Penitentiary.

48T

dwe; him in an anonymous or dastardly
Sen, ’tbl}t spoke out in his place in the
is?le In a proper way, in a manner that

Uty justified, and why my hon. friend
€ cap on his own head I cannot

Puts tj
u
Mderstand, * Then the Inspector goes on

Sbeaks of this as a general statement,
rem 0es not speak of my hon. friend’s
arks gs g charge. He says:
3
Owin
Senate, lgs

Se to the general statement made in the
¢ A .
Bl’ltish

t Session, and its endorsement by the
art C‘ﬂumblap ” newspaper in the absence of
lanage Y Or parties to prefer charges against the
sidep 5 €Nt and officers of the penitentiary, I con-
of the g Visable and my duty, to examine the otficers
380 the ff, individually, in'a general way, on oath,
administration of the institution.

An
n:lothen he went into the investigation.
cap 5, the witnessess examined was a
5p Yelative of my hon. fiiend, and the in-

Whic(-ﬁr gives the whole of the evidence

€Xee he took in this report. With the
imp Ption of one thing, which 1 think was

Wor:lopfr: in this report—he used the
frigng_ person” speaking of my hon.
o 00\11 see nothing in the world that
Wor uld object to, and nothing in the
Which i([) fasten upon him this statement
Of pepeor Moylan made as to his opinion
a c_Ons who slandered their neighbors
nnéljcub{’ed falsehoods in_a deliberate
80ne]ye: behind their backs. That was the
13 S1on that the Minister came to, and
by . Belusion which seemed to be justified
mySe]fﬁloser examination that I made
of'jte » Of the report; and in the absence
arg allueéng shown that these persons who
hop_ gied to by Mr. Moylan included my
Mihis;lend; I do not see, nor does the
the T 8ee, what step he can take about
my 2ter. I can only say, in answer to
Satisﬁe(én. friend’s question, that being
dig oy that the remarks in this report
being aﬁply to Senator Mclnnes, there
reateq Othing in the report itself which
the b, *Y Connection between them and
do nOtE: gentleman, the Government can
Ing in the matter whatever,

. H ;
N plftN;MR- BELLEROSE—The question

Apply W0y is this remark supposed to
1 !li) y; 0 Ser{atQI‘ MecInnes? 1t is because
anq'y . 2T8 distinetly so in black and white,

ifhe | 2D assure the hon. gentleman that
With 1 to deal with this case as he deals
tha ¢ :{’Y other cases, he would admit
the 1. ‘308uage in the report applies to
Mingtep = Se0tleman from New West-

* Unthissame page the statement

is made that those who make charges are
cowards, and then he adds that he wrote
to “that person”—to whom does the
inspector refer when he speaks of ¢ that
person ?”  The reportis there, and I defy
any one to say conscientiously that he has.
any doubt that the hon. gentleman from
New Westminster is intended. If we take
any pride in being Senators, it is on con-
dition that the Senate be respected by the
Government, and if the Minister of Justice
has stated that he read this report (as I
have no doubt he did) knowing him to be a
good scholar, I am surprised that he should
state that in his opinion the language does.
not apply to a member of this House.
When Mr. Moylan made an attack on a
member of this House two years ago, it
wasnot considered a matter ot importance,
because the object of his attack was op-
posed to the Government; to-day another
member opposed to the Government is
attacked. The Government may think
they should do nothing to punish the In-
spector for attacking their opponents, but
friends of the Government may be attacked
at any time in a similar manner, and
they should clearly express their opinion
as to whether they desire this thing to
continue. Now, what did Senator Mec-
Innes say last year ? He complained of
irregularities, and said that if they were
not remedied it would be his bounden duty
to demand an investigation, not by the
Inspector—and why ? Because, as 1 have
shown this House, there is strong evidence
that the Inspector is not worthy the con-
fidence of any honest Government. Have
I not charged him, as well as the Govern-
ment, with having made a false report to
Parliament ? I said so on a former occa-
sion; I repeat/ it now, and for fear that an
investigation might be held, the Govern-
ment have remained twelve months under
the charge of having made a false report.
When I made the statement, I asked for
an investigation, and was told that I could
not have it. 1 proposed to the Govern-
ment to take seven of their friends, and
amongst them I mentioned the hon. Mr.
Macdonald, of British Columbia, the hon.
Mr. Dickey, of Nova Scotia, and five other
of their supporters. I said: “let there be
a committee and to-morrow I will submit
my evidence.” That was refused on the
%round that I had not given aday’s notice.

f notice was required, I was the oune
which should have expected it, in order to



