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how the mere enunciation of a platitude such
as that has anything whatever to do with the
concrete and practical proposai which the hon.
member hias introduced. I desire to differ
with him-jn point of manner fromn the very
start by not éndeavouring to buttreas any
argument of -mine with appeals in that fashion
to more or lesa cleFVer sayings of other peopie.
After ail, this is a very simple proposition
with which we have te deal.

I think my hion. friend will flot object if 1
point out that if this bill were enacted in
the manner ini which it is now prescntcd to
the bouse it would not make one iota of'
difference to any. of the problems that hie has
laid befare the house this evcning. Not one
particle of difference wouid resuit. The m
total resuit of this enactmnent would be that
this chamber would have iistened ta obser-
vations upon the subi ect by himself and ta
what I am new, saying and what others rnay
say- who may foliow me, and there would be
an end of it. There weuid be ne disclosure
of anything to anybody by anybody as a
resuit of the passage cf this amendaient.
L do net know how carcfuily my hion. friend
has studied the section he seeks te amend,
but 1 arn confident that ini a moment. or two
lie, wiil agree with me that his amendment, if
carried, ceuld nat possibly make any difference
with regard to disciosures such as hie desires
te get.

My flrst reason for being opposed ta voting
for this particular amendment as it is, is that
I would be mreey veting for nothing; it does
net mean anything. It is a great dca? ike
a persan lighting matches and threwing thcmn
into the river. They have ne effect.

Mr. KNOWLES: Be careful that you do
net use platitudd!f'

Mr. MÂYBANK: The hion. member need
net fear that I will imitate him in any respect.
It is said that imitation is the sincerest formn
of fi9ttery. I would net imitate him with a
view te complimcnting him and certainly I
would net indulge in any flattery.

1 arn sure that Your Honour and hon.
members will agree with me when I say that
the addition te the present law of the words
proposed wouid mean nothing. The under-
lined words, which are the amendment, are:

Provided that nothing in this subsettion shall
operate te prevent a minister of the erown f ront
oomrnunicating 'ta the Senate or te the Hoae
of Conunons any information obtained under the
Proçvisions of this set.

When yen rend the whole section as -it
now stands you will .sec that the Minister of
National Revenue is net prevented by the
section fromn giving' ta the House cf Coin-
mons information which hie rnay obtain fromn

varions officers cf the crown, which in what
my hion. frieigd seekcs te abtain. The section
itzelf as it is now, unamended, before my hon.
friend's words corne in, resds:

.No pereon employed in the serviee cf Bis
Majesty shall communicate or allow te be ern.
nnicatcd te any persan not legaiiy entitled

thereto, axiy information' obtained under the
provisionÀs of 4this act, or allow any such person
te inepect or have accese te any written state-
ment furnishcd under the provisions cf this &et.

0f course, there wiil b. by ail people differ-
ent meaninga assigned te the word "employed».
When yen have the verb "empioyed" you
naturally think cf the noun and you know
that a person employcd is an ciaployee. There
wiil net b. any argument about that. One
mcaning cf the word "ernployed" wouid b.
such as te cornprchiend a minister cf the
crown. Let ns say that ministers cf the.
crown, ail members cf the House cf Gemmons,
ail members cf the Senate, as weil as msny
othcrs are, in one way cf iooking at the
matter. "empioyed" i the service of the
crown that is, they are ernployed i the. ser-
vice cf the country., They arc not "emp1Ioyed'ý
in the service cf the country any mare than
millions cf other people about the country
arc aisoecmpioyed. Ail good citiz'ens'are
employcd, in the popular sense cf the word,
in the service cf the country. But that is
net the rneaning which is ascribed ta such a
word in the statute. A person who is enm-
ploycd, an empîcyce, is anc who is paid a
certain sum of moey and perfora certain
definite. services, although the degre. cf
definiteness may vary. That person is an
empîcyce. But by ne stretch cf the imagina-
tien ceuld ministers cf the crown, or memibers
cf parliament, or members cf the senate b.
called "empîcyees" cf the crewn, any more
than His Exceilency could be cailed an cm-
picyce cf the crewn. I feel quite sure that
my hion. frîend will agrec with what I amn
saying when hie gives consideration te it. It
is not jùst an ordinary tcchmical legal argu-
ment such as might be offcred by reasen cf
endeavouring ta exercise *ingenuity. This is
one cf those propositions in law upon which
I arn confident there wiil net . be any
disagreement.

Mr. WRIGHT: Is there such a thing?

Mr. MAYBANK: Oh, yes, there arc snob
ideas new and theni, aid 'this happene te b.
one cf thcm. I appreciate the intervention
from the ether aide . f the house;, it in a
natural anc. There is menit in suih:thought
that iay behind that interruption, because it
is truc. that in law, as, I have been teld, in
ether professions even -the prafession te
which the hon. member beIongs, the clerical


