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THIS VICTORIA WEEKLY TIMES, FRLDAY. FEBRUARY 16. 1894,

PROVINCIAL LECISLATURE.

Hon. Col. Baker's Land Scheme Discussed
in ‘the House.

EIGHT LONG HOURS DEVOTED TO IT

Mr. Beaven’s Motion Defeated After a
Long Debate in Which Almost Every

alepnber Took Part—Very Little Other

Busidess Transacted.

Thursday, Feb. 8.

The Speaker took the chair at 2
o'clock.

Mr. Croft - presented a petition from
the Brunette Sawmill Company.

Petitions from Wm. Fowler and F.
P. Bishop (re ‘'assessment mortgages),
and John N. Muir, for repeal of sec-
tion 956 of the *Public School Act)”
were received.

Mr. Croft presented the fourth repert
of the public accounts committee,

Mr. Martin presented a report from-

the private bills committee stating that
the  rules. and orders’ had been comw-
plied with in reference to the applica-
tions for private bills from the Cariboo
and Horse Fly Hydraulic Mining Com-
priies, ‘the Asheroft and Cariboo Rail-
way, Sumas ,Dyking Company, Nana-
imo and. Vancouver Telegraph Company,
MecLean Bros, Kaslo and Slocan Rail-
way and  the Halls Mines Company.
The report was adopted.

Mr. - Kitchen presented a petition
from the township of Chilliwhack to
validate & loan by-law re drainage of
Big Prairie.

Mr. Croft presented a petition from the
Brunette Sawmill Company to perfect
the incorporation of the company.

Hon. Col. Baker presented a return
of all orders-in-council authovizing the
allowance of a draw back. on, rebate on
royalties on any piles, spars or timber,
with- the amount of the same allowed
ond the name of the company or perscen
to whom the rebaté has been granted.

Hon. Mr. Vernon presented the report
of the chief commissioner of Lands and

Works for the year ending December |

31st, 1893.

Hon. Mr. Turner presented a return
of the cost of the land expropriated for
the government buildings, the -amount
of the contract and the work not to be
dcze by contract as follows: *“1. Ex-
propriation of land, $56,206. 2. Contract
No. 1, foundation, etc., $54,790; extras,
$1,562; contract No. 2, $567,986; for
iron girders, $5,891.75; total, $630,219.75.
3 (a) The contracts let include eve“y-
thing requisite for complete  construc-
tion and fittings of the building, and also

" comprise a considerable amount of which
comprise a considerable amount of work
which it )is ‘usual to classify under the
head of furniture. (b) The cost of lay-
ing out the grounds. has not yet been con-
sidered, and will depend upon the am-
cunt appropriated for the service at a
Tuture date.” '

Hon. Mr. Beaven rose fo a .question
of priviloge. Wheni the house adjourn-
ed oh Tuesiday the attorney-general was
asked when ‘the: house would receive
the papers in connection with ‘the Na~
kusp and--Slocant Railway. The' attor-
ney-genieral did not treat the request
with much consideration, in fact he had
%trédted the house as If it was a nullity.
"One of . the .gravest: breeches “of the
privilege of the house"was*’cvgnmx'tted
when any minister of the crown declined

%o bring down papers that the house
bhad requested. The governor In his
speech said the papers would be brought
down’ and later the house had passed u
motion for a return of the papers. '{.‘he
motion was passed without a dxss_entmg
voice. If the atterney-general did not
think the papers should be brought do'wn
he should have opposed the ~motion
when it was sntroduced. One of the
privileges of the house was to ask for
the return of peapers bearing on p\}bhc
matters. Unless the members obtained
all the information they could thgy
would not be doing +heir duty to their
constituents. He had heard many en-
quiries about the government’s intention
to guaranteé the principal of the honds
of other railway companies, memtu)ne‘d_ in
the railway aid act. He could not think
that the members of the house would al-
low any minister of the ‘crown to set
cheir orders at defiance. It would be 1o
legislature at all if it did not look. after
the interest of the people. He did not
care how finsulting the artorney-genex'-nl
was to him personally, bu‘t when an in-
sult was offered to him 1E was an in-
sult ‘to his constituents. No legislatura

ith any independence would allow the
attorney-general, or any one else, to say
that he would bring down papers that
they had asked for, when the wanted to
and no sooner. He moved the following
resolution: ?

«“Whereas on the 18th of January last
the legislature was informed that .t_he
government, acting under ‘the authority
of the railway aid act, 1893, gave a pro-
vincial guarantee of interest on the bends
of the Nakusp and Slocan railway com-
pany, and that in arrangmg the details
of the agreement with the company tﬁe
 alternative right of _guaranteeing the
‘honds of the eompany, both as to princi-

pal-and interest, had been reserved, and

rs upon, the subject ‘would 'be
{:ied gg}f):re the house; and whereas on the
31st of January last the house requested
that copies of all order§ in c_ouncﬂ, snd
other papers in connection with the Na-
kusp and Slocan railway, be plaped n?—
forefore it; and whereas the legislature
so far has not received any of the papers

s 55 R 4 T e
upon this important subject, but on 1
cgl(l,trary, the attorney-general when ques-

tioned as to the probability of their early
reception by the house, gave from his

place in the assembly an evasive and un-

satisfactory reply; be it therefore' resolv-
ed, that this house requires an immo2di-

ate compliance with the promis.e given at
the opening of the session wpth resp2ct
to- the /papers upon the subjeet of the

guarantee of the interest, or of the pro-

inter the

sed guarantee of the interest and
g')incipal of the bonds of the Nakusp ﬂPd
Slocan railway company, and_ with its
resolution of the 31st ultimo with respect
same  rail-

to 'information regarding the
way.”
Hon. Mr.
miotion “was a
passing it the
Fply ‘amserting
first dinstance th
a minister set at
the legislature
certain papers,
per of the letiitnlstune
- orter - Or
:m:ilt}: lns::glll)oldiug he rights of the house.

it rights. It

govern-

Beaven continuing.said the
simple recital of faet. By
legislature would be ‘sim-
was the
thdt he knew of in which
defiance the wishe‘s‘»;of
for| the productigniof
He felt that egqgfjhem-

otherwise, would

! Phis was a matter of prim;iple. The

members should ‘throw oft the shackles
with which they are ‘bound, on - generai
questions: and demand their rights and
and the rights of the people whom they
represent. They should not allow a
tryrannical. minister :to insult them, In
declining to ibring down the papers the
governinent made the people believe that
there was something to hide. The attor-
ney-general had  been asked a  polite
question and he had answered in a way
that he had never before heard a mem-
ber -answered. Party linés should he
thrown off and the rights of the house
asserted.

Hon. Mr. Davie said the papers would
be brought down in due time and they
would' not be brought down sooner.

There had been no breech of privilege or

neglect of the order of the house. The
motion passed by the house was simply
a re-echo of the speech from the throue.
It would not be fair to the members of
the house or the government to bring the
pepers piece-meal, The papers would be
brought ‘with the bill. They would not
be cowmplete until the bill' was ready.

Mr. Brown contended that the attor-
pey-general as usual had been winding
around the question instead of speakiung
tu the point. The attorney-general said
in effect that he would bring the papers
down when he felt like it, and no sooner.
By allowing the motion to pass the gov-
ernment lead the members to believe
that the papers- would: be brought down
hefore the bill was introduced. By not
obeying the order of the house the atto-
ney-gensral was insulting every imember
of the house.

Myr. Sword said he. undevstood, when
the motion was passed, that the papers
would . be = brought down immediately.
He supposed that hereafter memberms
would have to specify at what timq
they wantad papers. ;

Hon. Mr. Pooley szid the leader of
the “opposition considered every answer
given by the government evasive and un-
satisfactory. ‘The papers could not he
brought down until they were ready.

The motion was put-and lost on the
following diyision:

Yeas—Messrs. Semlin, Miine, Beaven,
MecKenzie, Sword,” Kitchen, Cotton,
Brown, Foster, and Keith—10.

Nays—Mesars. Baker, Pooley, Punch,
Horne, Smith, Watt, Davie, Vernon,
Eberts, Stoddart, Booth, Adams, Tur
rer, Martin, Croft, Hunter, Rogers, An-
derson, Fletcher—19.

Mr. Speaker gave a ruling on the
question by Dr. Milne on Tuesday as
follows: “Is it the intention of the gov-
ernment to repeal so much of the per-
#cnal property tax enactment as relates
to money loaned on meortgage on real
estate?” Tha Speaker said: The Hon.
minister of finance has objected to the
question,  claiming that ministers are
not required to answer questions invol-
ving an explanation’ of their intentions
as to matters of taxation. Rule 29, of
our own rules and orders, permits the
putting of questions ‘to ministers of the
crown relating to public affairs, and of
this privilege ‘hon. members have fre-
quently ‘availed. themselves, without re-
striction or objection.  Numerous cases
may be cited from the journals of this
house—notably those of 1889, page 13;
1892, page 19; and 1893, page 35—
wherein it is pecorded that similar ques-
tions have been asked by private mem-
bers and answered by ministers of the
crown, May, 9th edition, pages 3545,
says that “A question may be asked coil-

cerning the intention of the government

in any matter of legislation or:adminis-
tration, but = Dot .as to’ their: alistract
opinions mpon general guestions of pol-
icy.” The authority (Todd) quoted by
the minister of finance is mofi al text-
ook in this house, rule, 110 of our rules
and ‘orders requiring that English rules
shall apply in unprovided cases. I am
of the opinion that, under rule 29 and
the practice and usage of this house, the
question is admissible.

Hon. Mr. Turner said he would an-
swer the question later. .

My, Eberts introduced bills to incor-
porate the Great Telegraph railway com-
pgny, the Cariboo Hydraulic Mining
Company, and the Horse Fly Hydraulic
Mining Company.

Mr. Hall introduced a bill to amend
the game act. :

My, Sword moved for a return of
all correspondence between the govern-
ment and the Dominion government re-
garding the motion introduced by M%.
Punch on 20th March, 1893, and car-
ried on the 27th March, 1893, - which
motion. prayed him to remove the Dom-
inion government to increase the per
capita ‘tax on Chinese coming into th%s
country to $100, and also to give to this
province at least 75 per cent. of the
said ‘tax. The motion was adopted.

Mr. Keith introduced a bill to amend
the coal mines regulation act.

Mr. Croft introduced a bill to ameud
the Game Protection act.

Hon. Mr. Beaven moved that where-
as the “Viectoria ‘Daily Times” published,
on Monday the 29th day of January,
1894, a prospectus relating to the “Cran-
brook Estate Company, Limited,” which
states that the company has been formed
for the purpose of acquiring, developing,
and selling the Cranbrook KEstate, con-
taining eighteen thousamd acres of land,
fifteen hundred acres of which will com-
prise the townsite of Cranbrook, in the
East Kootenay Vailey, m the Province
of British Columbia, and that the vendor
is Lieutenant-Colonel -the Honourable
James Baker, provincial secretary, min-
ister of mines, and minister of education
of British Columbia, who will join the
board of directors after allotment of
the shares And whereas there is append-
ed to the said prospectus & copy of a re-
port by Mr. A. P. Cummins, stipendiary
nogistrate, gold commissioner, govern-
mient agent, and provineial land survey-
or, dated from the provincial govern-
ment office at Donald, B. C., addressed
i Colonel the Hon, James Baker, Vic-
torin, in which Mr. Cummins, amongst
other things, states that he considets
that & fair valuation of the Cranbreak
estate wonld be twelve dollars per acre
all - round, - exclusive of the townsi.e,
with regard to which he says: > can-
rot attempt a vsluatiom of the townsite
property. I may, however, mention taat
lots in the mining towns of Nelson and
Kaslo, which have recently "sprung up
in West Kootenay, have been gelling " at
from $3500 to $3,000 each; and whereas
it is further stated in the prospectus

that the information contained as to the

Cranbrook . estate, and as to other
matter affecting its value, has been sup-
plied to the directors by the ve-x_xdor, and
that the vemdor is the provincial secre-
tevy, minister: of eduyeation, and foinister
of mines of British Columbia; Be ‘it
therefore resdlved,that this house views
with disapprobation and regret the use

by a ministar of the crown of his official
peeition in the province, and of the offi-
cial position of an agsnt of the govern-
ment, in order to assist in promoting in
Great Britain a land speculation of this
character.

The  question, the mover said,
was one of 'the greatest importancc.
The resolution set forth most of the
facts of the ‘case but there were other
facts that were not mentioned in it.. He
produced a copy of the Times with the
Cranbrook estate prospectus in it.

Hon. Col. Baker-~Wha put the prospec-
tus in the Times, 3

Hon. Mr. Beaven—The hon. gentleman
might just as well' ask me who put it
in the Londom Times.

Hon. Col. Baker wanted a copy of ihe
London Times pProduced.

Hon. Mr. Beaven said he had heard
that the prospectus was published in the
London Times.  However, he had cnly
referred to that in passing. All must
regret that a minister of the crown had
so far forgotten himself as to allow his
official position to be'connected with an
affair of this kind. It would be remem-
bered that last year Hon. Col. Baker
went on a mission to Eugland. Before
leaving he drew from the provincial
treasury $1000 to pay his expenses. A
copy of the voucher was contained in the
report of the public accounts committee
that had just been presented to the house.
The voucher states that Hon. Colonel
Baker drew the $1000 to go to London
and represent thHe province at the opening
of' the Colonial Institute and to transact
other business for the province,  He did
not know whether the land scheme was
included in the “other important busi-
ness.” ‘While in London, however, 'it
was true that Hon. Col. Baker had j.ro-
moted ‘his private interests. Not »ouly
that, but before leaving he fortified him-
self with a réport ‘of a subordinate ofii-
cer of the province. It was most un-
fortunate that a minister had used a re-
port of ‘a subordinate officer to bolster up
his wildeat scheme. '~ How long wouid
it be before the 1500 acres mentioned in
the prospectus would be needed ior a
townsite in Bast Kootenay? The amount
of land mentioned as being set aside for
a townsite would take in the whale pen-
insula on which Victoria is situated.
This was one of the schemes that the in-
vestors in Great Britain were asked to
put their money into, on the recommenda-
tion of a minister of the crown and an
officer of the province. The quesiion
really was: “Did a minister of the crown
use his official position for private pur-
poses while travelling at the expense of
the province?’ . It was ome of those
transactions that the legislature should
condemn. ‘The legislature should pass a
resolution condemning such conduct and
show that they had nothing to do with it.
It was a nice example for the minisfer
of education to set before the rising gen-
eration of the province, using his offivial
capacity in.such a wey. No man with
any feeling’ of self respect would let it
pass without holding up his hand against
it..  If a man could not see anything dis-
honest in that transaetion, he did rot
know where that man could see any dis-
honesty. It was not proper for a min-
ister. of the erown; while travelling at
the expense of the province, to" attempt
to float such a scheme as that. He was
afraid that if he expressed his full sen-
timents he would say something that it
would be better to leave unsaid. It was
with a great deal of regret that he had
foiyind a minister deing such a thing. He
was satisfied the public, if not the legis-
lature; would condemn such a'thing. The
house might whitewash Hon. Col. Baker
but they ‘would have to apply a barrel
of whitewash to makeé the publi¢ believe
that it was all right. 3

Hon. Mr. Davie' said opponents of the
government publish something in their
organs and then comment on what is in
fault. ~ The document was published in
the “T'imes, ‘an “opposition paper, the last
paper in ‘which 4, member of the govuin-
ment would advertise. He failed 10 sce
anything to condemn in the prospectus or
the action of the provincial secretary.
The transaction was eminently a iar one
and such transactions were of advantage
to the province. They encouraged capi-
talists to invest their wealth in the prov-
ince. Because Hon. Mr. Baker did this
he was made a target of the opposition.
The only objection urged against Hoen.
Col. Baker was that he used his official
title in the documents. Taking that as
a prineiple no one holding an offictal posi-
tion could use his title in connection with
enterprises. He read a number of names
of public men whose titles were punlisaed
in connection with companies and private
enterprises. ‘This was not: only the case
in England but also in Canada. It was
the commonest thing for public men 10
be connected with private enterprises und
they had to be described. *There was
one phage about the question that was
dishonest and that was the appropria-
tion of a private document. Piracy wuis
part of the business of a newspaper, lut
in this case burglary seemed to have
been resorted to. A man who wonld
keep anything lost, was simply pilfering
it.. The leader of the oppositioh wbss
making use.of a document that eame in-
to the hands of a newspaper against tire
will of the owner. The public .as &
body recognize honesty and they would
recognize ‘the action of men who pur-
loined documents. It was this chat
made the public abhor the members of
the opposition.. A man who purloined a
document was' little better than - the
Chinaman who frequented his hen eoost
and stole his chickens. The ‘charitably
disposed might excuse them ‘as being’ po-
litical kleptomaniacs and that they had
got into the habit of doing it and could
not help-it. = As 'a householder would ex-
clude a kleptomaniae from his house so
would the public exclude the political
kleptomaniac from the legislature.

Hon. Mr. Beaven explained that Te
came into possession of the document in
the same way as hundreds of others did,
by reading it in the papers.

"Hon. Mr. Davie—You did not notice the
heading: ““For private circulation?’

Hon. Mr. Beaven—You are pretty well
versed in the practice of purleining docu-
ments. - He was continuing to expliin
something that Hon. Mr, Davie had said
when Hon. Col. Baker jumped to his feet
and in an excited ‘manner called him to
order.

Mr. Speaker (to Cot. Baker)--The bon.
gentleman will take his seat. T am call-
ing the leader of the opposition to order.

Mr. Brown—As psual no case had been
made by the government in their defence.
AN must admit ‘thiat the provincial sec-
retary had done something for which he
should be censured. The attorney-gener-
al could mot be excused forthe language
he had used, as he did not speak on the
spur of the moment, but had read from a
brief. The atforney-'general’s "strongest
arguinent was his appeal to the laughter
of the house. His speech was a ‘most
miserable exposure -of the weakness® of
His Gase. He did not think that the ac-
tion of the provincial secretary and the

speech of the atrorney-general! woull im-
press the public with the spotless purity
of the government. Nothing could be
made out of the point that the document
was for private circulation only. It was
not of a private nature. ' Nothing had
been broughit forward to show that some
‘one to whom ' the circular was sent did
not give it to the Times, as he would have
a perfect right to do.
L attorney-general talking about newspaper
homor after what his organ did in Mr.
Kiitchen’s case. He would not say that
the attorney-general had written the ar-
tide. The point was not whether-  the
newspaper had published a private doeu-
ment, but 'whether the members of the
“legislature would hiave been doing their
duty if they had not called attemtion to
it after secing it published. Hverybody
was well aware that public men were
connected with private en'terprises. The
matter had been made public, and a great
many people thought Hon. Col. Baker
was guilty of a breach of official etiguatie.
The whitewash brush had been used
pretty ' frequently this session, but the
attorney-general was miftaken if he
thoughit he could paint his side white by
pai.nrtivng the other side black. It was
impossible to get away from the point.
In the first place the provincial secre-
tary hlad boomed the scheme for his own
interesits. It was very different when
public’ men wenlt inbo companies after
having found ouft thiat they were all right.
In this case Col. Baker had gone to Eng-
land to guarantee the value of certain
lamd, and as a guarantee that it was all
right he ‘used hiis’ official titles. If the
matber was allowed to pass some men
whose characters were not spotless might
get into power and ‘use the same means
| to advance their private interests. A dan-
gerous precedent woulld be established
if this matter was allowed to pass. The
attorney-gemeral did not say that the
booming of this scheme was one of the
maltters of public interest for which Hon.
Col. Baker had gone to England, buit he

duce capitalists go come to the province.
How would capitialists Help the province
by going into land speculation and lying
baick while other people ‘developed the

| province? If he had offered to sell small

fammis 40 men who wiould develop them he
would have been doing some good. But
here men were asked to go infto a mere
speculation. The ‘government was una-
ble to say that the colonel was doing any-
thing more than trying to bemefit himself,
He wonld not say, thait the matter had
been misrépresenited, but they had the
fladt thalt - the ‘colonel went to England,
and the only thing the government could
place before the people as to what he did
wass thiat he attended the opening of the
Colonial Tmtitute. *The province had a
highly respected agenitgemeral, who might
have attended the opening of the Insti-
tute. He founded his whole scheme on
the fact that he was a minfster of the
crown in British Columbia.. The only
way the attiorney-general could justify the
scheme was by saying fhat it was done
privaitely, not publicly. He wiould not say
that it was done. privately because Col.
‘Baker was ashamed of it. The attorney-
general was umnable to defend his col»
league, and therefore he alttempted to
spatter his opponenits with mud. No
doubtt there would be andther application
of the whitewash brush. To pass it
over wiould be a damgerous preeedent.

Hon. Col. Baker said the independents
had been educating the leader of the op-
position. He was not surprised at any-
thing . the - independents did but until. he
saw  the resolution on the notice paper
he .thought the leader of the opposition
knew what the condact of.a gentleman
should be. But there was an . old sayimug
that a silk purse could not be made out of
a sow’s ear. He would give a straight-
forward explanation of the plot, because
it was a plot, and let the people judge
between him and the leader of the onpo-
sition and his gang.

Hon. Mr. Beaven—Nice
language.

Hon. Col. Baker—The transaction was
a straightforward one. Mr. Xitchen
had a farm pupil who had a father in
England. The son received from his
father the prospectus and Mr. Kitchen
seeing it marked for private circulation
only, thought he had got hold of another
private document and with it hied off to
his master, in this sort of business, in
Vancouver.

At the regnest of Mr. Cotton, Col. Ba-
ker’'s words”were taken down.

Hon. Cot. Baker—Shortly afterwards a
letter appeared in- the News-Advertiser
bearing on.the ' question. The letter
was a most scandalous one. That letter
was written to prevent the formation of
the company and injure him. If . the

gentlemanly

ruin on him and that would satisfy the
instigators of the plot. The man who
wrote the letter was the worst kind of a
rascal. 'They had the prospectus adver-
tised in the Times at a cost of $30 and
then got the leader of the opposition to
bring it up in the house, knowing that
he had a better reputation than they.
The ‘hon. gentleman thought' they conld
pull’ him down and ruin his property. No
man ‘who called himself a man would ut-
tempt to do such a thing. The leader of
the opposition knew that a minister going
to England would draw what he did and
when he had finished public business he
could attend to his own private nusiness.

Dr. Watt spoke in defense of Hbon.
Col. Baker. That gentleman he =aid
had done nothing that deserved the cen-
sure of the house. He moved in ariend-
ment to strike out all the worls ufter
“which” in the second line and insert,
“it was headed for private cirzulation on-
ly, be it therefore resolved that the house
refuses to be a party to unprincipled con-
duct that would make a private Jdccu-
ment a vehicle of frivolous scandal
agdinst a minister of the crown.”

Mr. Forster wanted to know what good
Col. "Baker could do by attending the
opening of the Colonial Institute. There
was very little use attempting to induce
more immigrants to comeé to the province.
He could not find anything that Col. Ba-
ker did there and yet he charged the pro-
vinee $10 a day for 67 days. . He rep-
resented a constitueney of working men
who could not earn $3 'a day and they
would like to know what Col. Baker dii
for hig $10 a day. He would not care if
anything was done. There was suffi-
cient ground for the suspicion that he
did not go to England to attend tha open-
ing of the Institute. It would not take
67 days to attend the opening of the Tn-
gtitute. It ‘should not be passed with-
out 'comment that a minister of the crown
had gene to England at the expense of
the province and had attended to s pri-
vate business. As he had private bnsi-
ness to do he might have paid parc at
least of his expenses. He should not Fraw
the $10 a day when he was doing noth-
ing. ¥

Mr, Semlin said ‘the’ government did
not - appear to “apprecidate ‘the ‘positions

that they eccupied. A minister had em-

The idea of the

said thiat the colonel deserved the thanks |
of the province for endeavoring to in- | was of the opiniion 'thiat he had failed in

company was not floated it would brieg.

ployed the finances of the province .to
advance his own interests and position
he occupied to boom a private enterprise.
There could be no defense of such action.
Hon. Mr. Davie had mentioned certiin
public men who were connected with pri-
vate enterprises:but did those gentlemen
use their public positions to aavance
their private interests? = Hon. Col.” Ba-
ker fortified his position by using the re-
port of a subordinate officer to certify to
what he said. It would no doubt be m-
teresting to the finance minister to know
whether, Col. Baker pays taxes on the
amounnt at which he valued the Cran-
brook estate in the prospectus., It was
the ‘duty of the house to condemn any
such dction ‘on the part of a minister.

Mr, Hunter said if he attempfed . to
whiittewash Mr. Brown ‘there would be a
corner in whitewash that he would not
I'ke tto establish. He congratulated the
provincial secretary on the advertising
his property hiad received. The independ-
ents and opposition hiad levied an assess-

ment o publish the document in the ;
Times. It was a. conttempitible thing to !
charge the minister wiith using time for !
whiich he was paid by the province for !
his own business. How did they know '

that he did not'do his business during
his own ftime? Wias he 'to spend 24
hours & day on public business? It was
just as wrong ito read & prospectus mark-
ed ‘“for private .circulation” as it was to
read a ldtter marked ‘‘private.”

‘W estmiingter city,
to drub him.

Mr. Booth said the provineial secretary
had completely justified his casec Was
it to be established that a minister of
the crown should not have any priviate
business?

Mr. Cotton quite agreed with 'the re-
mark that ithe speech of the attorney-
general 'was mo 'defence. Thiat gentleman
had been very unfortunate. He "had
lately to defend two ministers of the
crown, and he believed every member

but he often wanted

both cases. The provincial secretary
knew lthat ithere was mno foundation for

what he had said about him (Mr. Cotton)."

He ing'nuated that a letter had been pub-
lished in 'the News-Advertiser written by
him (Mr. Cotton) or Mr. Brown to make
political capital. That letter was written
by a gentleman well known in Montreal
and Victoria and whio is well versed in
Kootenay matters. The letter was pub-
lished during his absence. When he re-
turned to Vancouver he found a letter
from Hon. Col. Baker askfng for the
name of the writer. He answered the
letter of Col. Baker, and very courte-
ously offered ‘to publish ‘the whole pros-
pectus if he sent it.
written. by himself or any one else for
the purpose of miaking political capital.
The attorney-general ‘avoided the main
subject. There can be mo doubt that the
provincial secretary used hfis public posi-
tion to advocate a private enterprise.

over figures quoted by Mr. Cotton.
‘Mzr. Cotton said to draw on the inves-

tors it wias pult in the. prospectus that the

vendor held thiree cabinet positions. That

was certainly the reason for giving his ;

full title. No ome hiad a Tight to use his
official position for such a thing. It
was the duty of the house to protest
against -the action of the minister. It
was also wrong for him o call on a sub-
ordinalte officer to give the value of prop-
erty. - It would have been a serious mat-
ter for the subordinate to refuse ‘to do the
work for his superior. If the supporters
of the governmenit: were candid
would wote for ithe resolution.

ters knew that “for private cinculation
only” only meant that subscriptions were
asked for by circular and not published
until a certain amount had been subscrib-
ed. The resolution should be looked at
entirely apart from party  lines.

Mr. Kitchen denied that he had receiv-
ed the document through a farm pupil.
It had been sent to him by a gentleman
whio had been asked to become a diree-
tor. The gentleman had asked his opin-
ion about fit, and as he was advised that
the property was worth nearer $65,000
than £63.000, he advised the gentleman
to leave the scheme alone. He could not
but advise the gemtleman not to invest
in the scheme when the province needs
capital. It looks very bad to see a public

| man trying to float such a scheme.. If

the hon. gentleman is using, 150.000
acres of land there should be some return

.to the province. ;

The house adjourned at 6 o'clock unti

EVENING SESSION,

Mr. Kitchen coniinued the debate on
the Hon. Mr. Beaven’s motion. - The pros-
pectus was mot ‘a private document, as
was shown by the footnote, which stated
that copies could be obtained from a cer-
tain prace: The attorney-general had
spoken about opposition papers. He
should be the last one to talk about news-
papers. If his government was above
saspicion it would not be mecessary for
him to gaot control of the newspapres in
the province. The Colonist, which once
had a good reputation, was now descend-
ing to the same level ag the Vancouver
World, distorting reports, ete.. It would
have paid Hon. Col. Baker to sell the
shares. of the Cranbrook estate for 25
centts each. If everything had been all
right thare would have besen no need to
hide facts. Thhe report about millions
of ~dollars worth of gold having been
taken out ©of a certain creek near the
estate was a terrible exaggeration. A
great deal was miade out of the British
Columbia Southern mailway, a escheme
thiat had been boomed by Hon. Col. Bak-
er in the hiouse. 'The subordinate officer
did" not make his report without being

regitested to do so. Wild-cat schemes had |

T cat deal of injury to "
already done a gr Sy ! scheme what would have become of

the province, and should not be encour-
aged.
the province that the scheme was not
successful.
ernment were not ftrying to injure the

provincial governmenit personally. The |

house would like to know what the pro-
vineial secretary had done in England.

Dr. Watt asked leave to withdraw his I
. province while he was in London.

amendment, 'which was granted.
Mr. Hall said the legislature had been

disgraced by tthe introduction of Hon. Mr. !

Beaven’s resolution. "The look .on the
face of the leader 'of the opposition when
he introdueed his motion convinced him
that he was doing it against his wish.
Mr. Hall referred to Col. Baker's war
record, which, he contemded, was one
reason why the opposition should not at-

tack him. Hon. Col. Baker would have |

been adonkey if he had not made known

his offidial position in connection with the |
He would have been mad if he |
had not dowe it. He was satisfied that !

scheme.

the minitser ‘had dome his best for the
province 'when he was in London. -Not

only ministers of the crown. but every
member of the house shioulld be above sue- |
He could mot believe that Mr, |

pieion.
Kitchen had any feeling of honesty when

He did |
pot want to whitewash the member- for !

The letiters were not :

-he would do it differently.

they
'Any one |
whio knew anyithing about finamelal mait- |

for the reputation of |
It was good th Y i in"“the scheme,

The opponents of the goV- | sidered ?

> e ——
l_1e attem pted_ for political PUrposes tg ;
jure a member of the government am'
blast his foture. He extended his .
pathy to the “ghilant colonel.” e
Hion, Mr. Pooley said the resoluti
could not injure the reputation that H, ),n
Col, Baker bore. ' It was not wity .
idea of doing the country good, by,
was through the mualice that t‘ﬁe ot) N
sitiion *bovre_ the government, that ﬁh(»rlly’(“
tion was introduced. Hon. Col. BilLr
did not need to use his official 'titl(»:ﬁ i
London, as he was well known thero ;.-
fore he came to British Columbiy
there was going to be mud sl !
it be fm;x;’ both ‘sides. * He di
pose o dictated to by members
thé other side. Tt might bo wopi . "
if certain ‘members had a right to u‘n\?e
the honse.  The leader of the opptﬁix' .}?
g:d ‘ﬁ;ﬁf’ wauld regret the p’)si'tif;gj;h;
Mr. Sword said he was goi ’
pgr‘t txhe. resolution.  BEvery iegﬁ)etlw n:tf‘{-):
view wih disapprobation the use h\-‘.\
1{1:nmster of the criowmn of his official 1 q
tion to advance such a scheme. HuI 1\1
not say that the scheme was not -l“‘“
gitimate one. Every member §h<)111:1 1"
gtﬂe to support the resolution. The v T
ing of the prospedtus showed that }I‘.\']-
Col. Baker had used his official positiy
In connection with the scheme ‘
Mr. Keith said the resohution had 1.
very temperately framed; it might h‘vu
been made a very offensive one. H:
could not but ‘think as the debate o4,
vancesl that there was something r‘:”;
hurt the members of the g\overnm;:;;f

e b
nging, et
d not pr,.

-Among other things the attorney-gencry

had said that he was not honest or sp
!ess. Perhaps, he fiellt better af-tet'r hesg,?il
it, as ax} open confession was good for the
soul. There was no attempt to inja{v\;
the reputation of the proyindal secrotary
The .resolut.ion, was intmoduced hon
and in the imterests of the province. W,
could not th_mk that any member would
attempt o injure the reputation of an-
other. The proviincial secretary mlﬁ;z
have felt very comfortiable when he hoq{d
the eulogy pronounced upon him by f\[r
Hiall. The house hiad been called upon
bwice this week to investigate the g
tions of a minister of the crown. [
Ha‘m'bad referred to paid agitators }\1\;
he did not think that Mr. Hall would
ever be paid to agitate a question. Mr
Kitchen h@d done quite Tight when he
went over ithe province to refute the fai;'é
statements made by the premier. The
Brovmcml secretary mmust have though:

breserve me friom my friends” when :h:
premier wias talking. ‘The premier hag
& mania for purloined documents. He
was \alwta_yxs losing or missing a document,
The public musk be disgusted with hear.
ing about it.

Dr. Milne said it was well to consider
whet}hﬁefr a minister of ithe crown should
use his' name as Hon. Col. Baker hag
done, .’lfhe chiarge of Mr. Hunter that the
opposition had something to do’ with the

ary,
estly

« i insertion. of the document in the Ti
A lively passage here took place be- | was absurd. He thought &at ?f'l}lln,;?
tween ‘Mr. Cotton and Hon. Col. Baker | '

Col. Baker had to float the e%l;leme again
JLhe subordi-
nate officer had gone beyond his duty as
a government employe in making the re-
porit that he had. The worst feature of
the whole thing was ing that officer
to do as he had dome.| The provincial
secretary could hardly be bllamed for do-
ing ia little private business when he was
gnEng‘hnﬂ_ nd. ‘There could be no great ob-
Jection to the resolution; it was not any-
thing 1o fear. Even if it was not carried,
the  discussion would do good, showing
that the ministers of the crown shonld be
careful how, they used their official posi-
tions,

Mr. Croft opposed. the resolution and
defended the adtion of the provincial sec-
retary. The land of the Cranbrook estate,
he said, was anytthing but barren.

Mr. Grant spoke with ‘“‘stmiat imparti-
ality.” .

Hon. Mr. Beaven closed the debate
Anyone who heard the hon. gentlemen on
the government of the house defend the
provincial secretary must have come to
the conclusion that what those gentlem:n
ha.d said would have been better left un-
said. No attempt was made to refute
what was said in the preamble of the
resolution.  The attorney-general’s argi-
ment had simply been an attack upon
him (Mr. Beaven). No matter how hul
h.e might be it did not justify the pr-
vineial secretary’s action. The attornei-
general had said that he (Mr. Beaven
was a party to the purloining of the doci-
ment. The document ecame under lis
notice the same as it came under the
notice of hundreds of other people. The
newspaper did a duty to the public when
it published the document. It was by
no means a private document. The only
effort at defense the attorney-gencral
made was the reading of the names of
a number of public men, who, he said
were direetors. of insurance companics.
This was no parallel to the action of the
provincial -secretary. The government
had not shown that Col, Baker had don»
any public good in London. He had it
tempted to float a scheme by the aid of
a report of a public servant of the prov-
ince. There was nothing private abou:
the document. It was distributed amon:
brokers and those who might put thar
money in the scheme. The attorn.:-
general must think that the people of tl¢
province are a parcel of fools. No one
but a pettyfogger would adopt the course
adopted by the attorney-gemeral. ‘(he
provincial secretary need not have exhib-
ited so much warmth. It shows that it
touched a -vital spot and that there was
something at the bottom that was yet ©
be disclosed. If he had to follow
course of the provincial secretary in ths
matter to become a gentleman he would
never -become one. There was not th
slightest move on the part of anyone !
ruin Hon. Col. Baker. If it would rui2
him to prevent the fioating of sm-h}u
the
men who might have put their mon®
Would they not be ¢05°
The resolution condemned :
minister of the crown for using his off-
cial position and the position of a P~
lic officer to float a private scheme. )
one had attempted to show what ;<“_‘]~
the provincial secretary had done fto Ut

member - for Cassiar said Mr. Kitche!
was a paid agitator for following "
attorney-general around the province d1!
refuting statements mmade by him. What
about the attorney-geseral, who ¥
travelling around at the public expeisé
Mr. Kitchen, who paid his own expenst™
was in a better position in that trip tha?
was the attorney-general. The latt”
had with him a number of public (0"
ments that he must have purloined fro™
the printing office.  Fle challenged !

attorney-general to produce an orderi
council allowing him to ‘use the min:l"
of the council: at the public meeting. 1

also had the public accounts which U°
executive council could not give him v
mission to ‘take around the provin
There was - the ‘Pooley scandal and 0"
Baker scandal. What will be the nes®

e hi

“or take

ton of py
Wages of al

'3 4 peen in hopes tha
me defense but they
L Lry wesk and mmentau;
"1“715;::-{uoﬁuu ‘was put and
v : ivision: 4
th‘)’[ggg&:w g. * Nemlin,|
Sword, Kitchen, Cotton, 1
Brown, Korster, Keith— V)
Nays—Messrs. Grant, t’
11uncn, Wﬁtt, Bz}kcr,” 0
Veruon, Martin, :
E thary Hoothn, |
Ho’:i«-.’-'f,‘#tﬂ%’“i Baker presen
all appointments mude und
b cial nealﬂ_i:,,,ggt.,-"-
‘vhe House

‘ L'he Speaker’ took 'tk
o'clock. Vmayers by iev.

‘the foilowing petitions 3
«The Brunette Baw ‘\111:1' ‘
{ted Lisbility,” 5for a priva
tect the incorporation of
The corpom_t_ion'ot the tow
liwhack, to vnl'x_date) a ¥’
arainage of “Big Prume
Brownles, & F. Cairnie
Levi, for A pmva:c. bill 4
| “Afount Tolmie Park and
Railway Company Act, 1§
1 P L, Co., a private
their name and extend the]

The committe on the
pedition reccommended ths
pher be engaged to take ‘
coedings. The report was
Hon. Col: Baker presen
{he correspondence in conng
Jonghees Indian reserve. |

Mr. Kellie introduced
«An aect for the incorpo:
way, telephone, and telegrd
YWest Kootenay distriet.”

‘$r. Sword moved that
of the chair given on
raling out of order the mg
the opinion ‘of this house,
of the tax on mortgages 1§
pe not sustained.

My, Sword said he did
authorities quoted by the §|
to this case. The motion |
fect the act and he did
should embarass the gov|
pessage of the resolution ¥
pel the goverament to 14
1f the ruling of the speak
the privilege of the mermh
tailed.

Hon. Mr. Davie conted
ruling of the speaker waj
precedent. '

Hon. Mr. Beaven said’
referred to by the speake-
bill varying taxation whi
resolution. The resolution
passed, vary the tax. The
eral had said that!. Mr. Sv
keeping bad company. H¢
gaid that Mr. Sword had
the attorney-general arof
ster district. If the'p
house were cartailed, one
in and rum the country
with the legislature.’

Hon. Mr. Pooley said
was the sams whethen
ferred to a bill or a
ruling was perfectly co
ber has a right to move 1§
cidence of taxation.

Mr. Sword in reply said
_just expressed an abstract’
‘incidence of taxation. If
‘order ‘to the ' gevernment’
bill to vary the incidend
Itm’lﬂltbe well to” amen|
give private members Mme

The resolution was los

M®. Davie introduced |
“An.act to further ame
Frofessions Aect.’”’ :

Mr. Keith moved for a
the names and addresses
tc whom the commission
commissioner of labour
plied for such statistics,
information thus obtaine
statement of the expend
in conmneciion with the
Bureau of Labor Statisfi
trial disputes conciliatios
ticn act, 1893. The motio

Mr. Swmith moved wherg
animous report of a cof
al by the hcuse on the
1888, it was respectfully
tv the government to ¢
earnesSt consideration the
issning a crown grant of
prised in premption 1,003
such other sty
preper to sccure My, Gred
land be it ‘therefore 1@
select committee, consisti

Eberts, Filetcher, MeKR
and the mover be appoir
whether ‘the :aforesaid ¥
has been carried ouf, and
is ‘any, and if so what,
same should noti be car
enquire generally into th
power to send for persq
papers and report to this

Mr. Smith said his ob
ducing the resolution wal
old dispute if possible.

Hon. Mr. Vernon said g
previously been appointed
::i maétter. The matter §

ten into ¢
Sontod ourt and Mr.

Hon.. Mr. Beaven said

. made a, recital that wag
. report referred to had

imously .adopted by th
were majority and minoy

Hon. Mr, Davie said th

n. passing the res
was incorrect the commit
1t back to the house.
however, that the  resol
drawn until any mistake
ed away,

Mr, Gtant considered
hag claims that should no
Hon. Mr. Vernon sai
:n(tite}? had eonsideredw
04 he could e
o 0 not see the
Mr. Smith withdrew th

the present,

Dr, Milne asked the
nance if it was the inten
Zhment to repeal so m

m:]lm.gmpelrty tax enact

& :
it y oaned on mg
Hon. My,

Tarner. a .
Kovemﬁv. ns’

DUSe on April 11th, 189f
‘be inserted in all

by the government £
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labourers




