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poses. It is not material whether they
were speeches, or what they were. They
were sent out for campaign purposes to
advance the interests of a certain party
in an election. My bon. friend says that
he is informed that this literature was pre-
pared and sent out by a portion of the staff
of the minister, to the knowledge of the
minister, and that those who sent it out
were paid by the funds of the people. tliat
they were eiployed in that way during the
time when their services were being paid
for by the country. The minister knows
whether that is the case or not. The first
point does not involve any question of
franking, or any point as to whether this
literature consisted of speeches made by
lion, gentlemen in this House. The first
point is wveter menibers of a staff paid
by the country were engaged, to the main-
ister's knowledge, in sending out literature
for political purposes. If they were it is
not proper; if they were not the minister
knows they were not and can settle the
point. What I want the minister to do is
to instruct us now whether, to bis know-
ledge, members of bis staff, or bis employ-
.ees, were, during times at which their ser-
vices are paid for by the country, engaged
In sending out campaign literature to Centre
York, or elsewliere. If the minister informs
us that he is not aware of it. loes he say
lie will inquire ? But the main charge of
my hon. friend from East Lambton is that,
as he was informed, this was done in the
way that be describes to the knowledge of
the minister.

Mr. GRAHAM. My bon. friend does not
male the distinction that I would make and
always have made. I subrmit, in reply to
bis first proposition. that a speech delivered
by my bon. friend himself, althougli it iniglit
not be considered campaign literature, if it
were made in the flouse, would be perfectly
legitimate matter to send out to the country.
in so far as franking is concerned, that is
settled.

Mr. LENNOX. Tiere is no question
about that.

Mr. GRAHAM. No question about that.
I ama not sure that there would be anything
wrong in allowing any employee of a de-
partment to mail a speech delivered by a
member of this House so long as it was
confined to something that took place in
the flouse, such, for instance, as the Finance
Minister's budget speech. I bave had no
hesitation in provincial affairs-I know that-
every provincial government in Ontario bas
done it-in securing as large a number of
copies of the provincial treasurer's budget
speech as I could obtain. The budget
speech of the provincial treasurer has been
printed and distributed every year as far
as I can recollect. The last year that I was
in the House a large number of copies

Mr. LENNOX.

were printed specially. These were frank-
ed and sent ont by members of the pro-
vincial House. So long as you absolutely
adhere to something that takes place in the
House, if an officer of the department, in
his spare time and not interfering with lis
duties, were employed to send that out to
the country for the information of the peo-
ple there would not be so much wrong as
iy bon. friend seened to ildicate. If I
prepared a lot of campaign literature wbich
did not form part of any discussion li c the
louse at ail it would be a different matter.

As to what was really done, there is lie
doubt tlat some of my messengers did ad-
dress a numaber of envelopes in the depart-
ment. A large part of it, 1 feel confident,
was doue after hours. As to whether it
w-as doue in the working hours of the de-
partient i have not made inquiry. If it
were donc at that tine perhaps it vould be
better that it should not have been done.
If it has been donc I shall not attempt to
deny it for a moment.

Mr. LENNOX. I do not think the min-
ister bas quite met the point. I say that
witli very great hesitation but I feel justi-
lied in saying so. The question I was ask-
ing was this : Was literature addressed by
lis employees ia bis office to lie sent ont to
North York during the tnie when they
sliould be in the service of the country and
during th tiime they were paid ? I am not
distinguishing between different classes of
literature. I do not care what it was. We
are nlot dealing with the question of frank-
ing. We bave nothing to do with that. No-
body is raising any question as to the frank-
ing privileges. The question is whether,
uvbile these people were being paid by the
country, they were engaged ia sending out
pamphlets or documents intended to advance
the interests of a political party in a cam-
paign. If they were I bave no hesitation
in saying it was entirely wrong. The min-
ister knows w-hether that is the case or
not. The minister bas not answered
that question. Is it a fact that to
bis knowledge a portion of bis staff
were engaged in sending documents out
to Centre York. intended to be used to
enlighten the people in a certain way ? I
do not want to argue with the minister
whether it is right for an employee to de-
vote bis overtime to that service or not. I
am not going to go into that minute ques-
tion. Is the minister aware that a portion
of the time of these officiais was taken up
i folding, aldressing, and sending out this
literature ?

Mr. GRAHAM. My bon. friend is not so
dense that lie does not understand my an-
swers. I said distinctly 'that vithout any
doubt some memibers of my staff addressed
eivelopes and mailefd copies of the budget
speech w-hich was delivered in this House.
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