
its existence wvhen you are questioned as mon from the Nortbxest Territoiries or any
to it is anything but creditable to the hon. other gentleman, that this w-as n also-
gentleman who makes that proposition. Hon. lute secret to overybody until ho got Mr.
gentlemen opposite refused to produce this iayss permission to rend it 10 Ibis House ?
particular document apparently on the I doubt thal the rîgbt bon. gentleman viii
ground that they did not grant the re- sar sn.
quest, that they did not act 1pon the
application. Well that is an extraordinary Sur WILFRID LAURIER. What is thal?
position for a responsible ministry to take BARKER. I doubt very much that
before parliament under our constitution. tlu rigùî bon. gentleman wiii say Ilmt 1o
It is that ministers can receive documents
as ministers,. consider them and refuse rs o his sido of t o or
an application in which the country is îeîîs of that papor until it ras road l
vitally interested, and that is to be the this House ? Now, that is ail I have to sar.
end of the question. WVe need not dis- 1 more this resolution xilh the distinct in-
cuss whether the particular terms of this îimaîio to hon. gentlemen opposite tbtt it
application were favourable or unfavour- lumludes evory document of evory charactor
able. The ministers simply decide for whatever wbicb relates 10 Ibis subjecl
themselves that they are unsatisfactory malter.
nnd refuse it. t law do hon. gentlemen
0o)posite know but that parliameut would Rt. Hon. Sir WILFRID LAURIER (Prime
taze a dilferenl view of il ? Are we bo Mliuisteîj . I have no objection whalever 1t
1)0 shul off on such a question as Ibis bY the passage of the resolution, nor would I
the opinion of the ministers ? Is this a have objection to make to te speech whie
star chamnber government ? Are lhey to dbe bon. gentleman (Mr. Barker delivred,
settie questions of such vital moment to were it îlot for certain expressions, xvbicb
tho country as thîs, and are we to have if they are to be taken serously. were mant
no op)ortunity of considering tMe proposi- to be offensive. I do not think ta t slonld
lion ? Tlhis miglil ho a proposition th the go that far ith tbe bon. gentleman, for
governmeit, fairly and boneslly considering perhaps ho did not mensure as he mig t
il. may bave tbougbt nwise to, accept. but harh done. tae language made use of bY
parliameut !i ils wisdom miglit have Ihougtt f. Parlianent is entitled it al rbe infor-
that ministors wore wrong. Surely tlis par- mation i the possession of the governinent
Diament bad the rigbt to know whal tîmat prô- iîl respect 10 public matters. but "Y bon.
position iras. Tlmougb it migbt have been triend who is a business ma will I thtink
the w-orst possible proposition, vo wore just agreo. blt there is a w tay au a way of
an muli entitled 0 kuow its borns as doîng lusiness. Not only witl regard 
entitled to se wht tbat proposition was as public Husiness. but even Lin priato i(ter-
if i w-oe the very best. If Ibis thing can course between mn t and muin. it is te
be doue ofe rig t hon. gentleman and his privilege of one mai to approal wnother
m inisters can decide t e whole affairs af confidentially, to mat bis propositoh s ecicter
tis country and only let parliament know verbally or in xriting, a if l writi g it
setat il suits thom to lt itl know. e ro- is bis privilege o asce tat il ho trated as
peat, irtIbat unde i ne circumpstances cobafdensial. I do not think that proposhtou
whatover can the witbboldipg of that paper wilt h gihsaH bth ahybody. If it be a
bo justiied. It is obvious to eaery person art of the an uitigs of byled lite in

liamat t ie rigbt hon gentleman was ready fac . if il e a condition without whicl
t use inIt paper wen il suited the party cioilized intercourse canot exist goat v bero
purposes of the goverkment and that he should b respect for the confidence of an.
oas roady s conceul it so long as i suited othr Ilion wh e lion, gentleman will bave

the purposes of Ihoe govorient bave it 1 revise somewh the rniguag wyich o
asuceled. Hon, gentlemen on bis side of usod. Te on . gentleman, in speagirg of
te dlouse could know what re tie ti document as ho called il eau, ns I am
tirms of the proposition Ihat we were de- prepared bt cail i a, w ndic vas marked 'con-
bnrred fro kowîng. Doos the right hon. idential' by te porsons w o seul i 1ot e
gentleman bink eia is consistent coUirc as ead of It e govor nt, said eithe
Surely, if Ihe paper xvere confidenliai. il gorernment tbe rigbt 10 receive such a dodu-
was confidetial for nle purposes. How ment, 1 enernin il. and f keein it for
could any person wit propriety nllowed thomseles I say no. If e goverstion
wt know nyting of t e contents of a con- had received, and if atey lad entertained
idontini paper conceaied frou Ibis Ilouse sc a paper. even tiouh it bo uiarked
te first of ail ero entitled 1 a kuowledge confidentiel. they couid not have kept i for

of il. Will t e rigt bon. gentleian sny tha t iselves. I assert Ibat most distinctly.
obody kew of it Hoe says taI h submit- But, wben that govertment receives a paper

ted ir to is cabinet s ngs i not communi- which is t marked 'confidential,' and when
cnted ou nbody else Did anbody elso they do not entertai l te proposition herein
know of il Does the righlon, gentleman contained, then I insk whos governumet
menean st thhat is k noue of ns suppor- sould of quite justifed in doing eve w at
tors con is contidece, noue of the gentle- o e hon, gentleman (r. Banrker) suggested,
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