
The Inspector [SENATE] of Penitentiaries.

just moved in this matter. I had no idea In view of the fact that he is a weil educated
that he was going to put a notice on the man, an old journalist who knOWs. pr
paper cailing upon the Inspector to appear cisely the meaning of what he writes,
at the Bar of the House. This was think it is only fair and just to all parties
doue on bis own responsibility; i that some acknowledgement should h
never was consulted in the matter. I made by the Minister of Justice that ho
rise for the purpose of calling attention to never intended, in the report issued by bis
the fact that Mr. Moylan is only an official authority, that there should be anY relOc
of the Goveinment, and, as far as bis tion on this House or on any of its OeIn
apology is coricerned it is all right. No beis.
hon. gentlemen could expect anyth ing else,
than to make sucli an apology as he bas HON. MR. MASSON-I regret that tho
made to the leader of the Senate, but that hon. member desires to push the thing
report of bis was submitted to bis chief, further thanit has been pushed. I do be
and the Minister of Justice fathers it. I see what is the responsibility of t1i9
do not think that it would be derogatory Minister. He bas the ordinairy resPons'
to the high standing of the Minister of bility of a Minister of the Crown and On
Justice to send a letter to the Senate dis- that responsibility we can judge biml and
claiming any intention of insulting any we can vote want of confidence against hie
member of the Senate or the Senators as if we choose to do so; but he bas no.
a whole. He owes it to hinself and to the insulted a single member of this 1101,1u;
leader of this louse, and he owes it to this' he bas not even supported the man Who'
House more particularly after the unan- we thought, had insulted the Hlouse, ae
imous expression ot opinion here by every he came to the conclusion himself tbat
hon. gentleman who spoke some tour or there was no insult in the matter c0
five days ago on this subject. Iad there plained of. We cnn have our Opinion
been a division of opinion, it would be a the Minister of Justice and we can ecPre
little different, but the construction that that opinion by a vote against the repo
the Mail and other newspapers placed on of that Minister' or any other Minister,
the report confirmed the construction put to exact that he should write an apo
upon it by the hon. gentleman from DeLa- to this Bouse when lie has comrnitted r0
naudière, the hon. gentleman fromi Halifax, crime, is further than this Ilouse is P
a countryman and co-religionist and who pared to go.
has been on the most friendly terms for a
great number of years with the ,offender, HON. MR. KAULBACH-The other da.
(and all those things had to be overcome) in order to shorten the discussion on tb'S
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa (Mr. matter, I failed to express my view, ad
Scott) and the hon. gentleman from Mille I do nlot want to do so now. Whenl
Isles, every hon. gentleman that spoke hon. friend opposite (Mr. Mclnnes) shoewY
hiere confirmed the impression that was me Mr. Moylan's report I expressed to b'
made on me, that the Inspector intended the same opinion with regard to it as tho
to make a gross attack on me as an indi- leader of the House did-that it certairly
vidual, and on the Senate as a whole. did not apply to him, and I think, aftei' the
There was only one opinion, notwithstand-! avowal of the Inspector himself, and a
ing the extraordinary efforts put forth by the language used by the hon. gentle[der
our leader to put a different construction fr'om British Columbia in this House un
upon it. In view of all that, it is but fair the privilege he bas in Parliament, s
and just to the Minister himself, to the hon., matizing the Inspector's conduct i the
gentleman who leads this House and to the way he did, and, after the excuse ver
Senate, that the Minister of Justice sbould Inspector has made, saying that he 1leor
make some reparation for what has gone intended to reflect upon the hon. enat
abroad in the report, under bis sanction. and had no reference to him at al, I th
I said the other day, I believe he never this matter has gone far enough.. I beli'ee
read it and never meant that such that if the vote of the House had berll
a construction should be placed upon it. taken on the question when it was
It should be remembered that this is not before the House instead of being unaD
the first or the second time that this same mous in the matter, a contrary vote Wod
official bas been guilty of such conduct. have been recorded.
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