
[COMMONS]

by the iember for West York ? Is it not j
this : That when Sir Adolphe Caron went 1
to the member for West York lie called bis!
attention to the fact that it was my hand-
writing ? What motive did the iember for
West York have for this ? Is it not the
sane motive which promipted the man who
wrote that anonymous letter. and endeavour-
ed to fasten the charge upon me. the motive
of desiring to ruin ai man who. whatever
his f us may have been. lias done his best
upon the platformu of this country for the
party to which Ue belongs. and for the
principles which le bas lheld. I appeal to
muy hon. friends opposite. I have hit theu i
as bard a I could in public debate, but
there is not a mani of them in this House
to- day w-ho w-fil say that I have ever hit
below the belt. either in this House or upon
îhe platforn, that I bave ever yet done an
act which should bring a blush of shame
to the face of any nan who is proud of bis
position as a Canadian in the public life
of. his cou ntry. Sir, after this iatter had
gone to His Excellency, after His Excellency
had looked into the matter between Sir
Adoliphe Caron and myself, I think, in obe-
dience to the rules of decency, in obedience
to the respect in which we should hold the
rcpresentative of Her Majesty, and in obe-
dience t that respect which should guide
one menber of this bouse in his intercourse
towards another, it might well have been
let rest until the courts may deal with it,
until the courts will deal with it. And men
are afraid that the courts will deal with it,
for when I came to engage a counsel in To-
ronto to deal with it, the best crininal coun-
sel in the province of Ontarfo.. I found that
the member for West York had engaged him
in advance. 1 bave only to say this, that
% hen this subject is dealt with in the courts.
and wlien ote photograpis of these letters
are distributed to members of this House.
and are printed in the press of this country,
th-re is not a man in Canada, expert or no
expert, w-ho will say that there is a trace of
resemiblance between my writing and the
w-riting of those anonymous letters ; and I
wish to God, for the honour of this House.
and for the ihonour of Canadian publie life,
that another man in this House could say the
sanme thing.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I need hardly
say how deeply I regret that the matter,
which I considered from the very first a
inatter personal to Dr. Montague and my-
self, should have been brought up again
this afternoon. I \Tegret more especially
that the hon. member who bas made the
statement which be lias made, although
coming up to my seat and telling me that he
was going to make a statement, should not
have considered it necessary, as he was
using information which he supposed to
have come from myself, to let me see the
statement before he gave It to the House.

Mr. MONTAGUE. And had given me
notice.

Mr. MONTAGUE.
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Sir ADOLPHE CARON. And bad given
notice of his intention to proceed in this
matter. Now, Mr. Speaker. I do not con-
sider that thie statement made by the hon.
gentleman changes in any way the position
of hIe case as it stands before the House
and before the country. I wish at this mo-
ment to express how deeply I regret that
lis Excellency's naie shouldi be brolYu.lit up
in connection with a matter of this kind.
But I know that on both sides of the House
it will be the feeling of every hon. gentle-
man that if he did consent to look into the
matter, it was because of the fact that it
ceneerned two hon. gentlemen who were bis
corstitutionil advisers, and who were sitting
in the Cabinet with the Prime Minister
whom he had charged with the responsibility
of advising him. I wish to say now, with-
out going into a discussion of the statement.
that the declaration I made the other day
t-) the House is the one which I am prepared
to stand by. I received from Dr. Montague
a denial of bis connection with the anony-
mous letters. Beyond this, the circumstan-
ces under which he was supposed to be con-
nected with the case were explained to me
by the bon. gentleman. I stated openly and
frankly to the House, as I did to the Gov-
ernor General in a letter under my own
signature. that I accepted his denial. and I
repeat it to-day ; and I think when a matter
of this kind has been settled in the manner
in which it bas been settled between the
two parties interested, it would have been
better to have allowed it to remain as we
left it, after the Governor General had
given, not bis sanction, but an expression of
bis opinion that it was satisfactorily settled,
as I state again it was.

Mr. LAURIER. The House, I an sure.
vilI readily understand that I have no in-

tention whatever of even alluding to the
littIle episode of which we have just been
witnesses. I rise simply to address myself
to the statenent made just now by the hon.
gentleman wbo leads the House with respect
to the negotiations that are now going on
between the Prime Minister aind certain
parties with a view witht reonstructing the
Cabinet. If I understood the hon. gentle-
man rightly, he told us that at the present
time negotiations were going on with cer-
tain parties, that they have advanced to a
certain stage but are not yet completed. but
he hopes that by to-imorrow lie will be in
a position to give to the House a full state-
ment. Under such circumstances I certainly
deei it niy duty to put n o)stacle in the
way of the Prime Minister, and I shall not
offer any objection to the bon. gentleman's
motion. But perbaps the hon. gentleman
might tell the House, if he can conveniently
do so, if certain gentlemen who a week ago
to-day he told us would not serve under the
present Premier have thought better or
worse-I will not say which-but have, at all
events, thought differently and have now
gone half over to the fold. That is all the


