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treating the flouse properly. Surely we înterest %as against their productioi as a
have a right to conpilain. and I do complain, reason for denying their existence.
and I think iy complaint is justified after The riglt bon, gentleman, in as plain
what has passed. terms as if he had said there was no such

When the hon. meiber for Jacques Cartier paper in existence, conveyed flit to ny hon.
(Mr. Monk) asked for tiiese papers-specified friend from Jacques Cartier. le wvas free
with the utmost particularity-how is it that to say that vhich lie did not say :1 7e
on thtat occasion the riglt bon. gentleman have producei everything but confidential
knowing that this document was in existence, papers that we are not at liberty to pro-
liaving in bis iiind--as lie nust have had in duce. ie did not choose to do that. Me
his mind at tliat moient-this very paper, said, we have produced everything. Did
knowing it was one of the documents that any one ever bear of a nister of the
this side of the flouse wanted to see. Why Crowu sayiag flit lie lad produced
was it that lie did not tien ask Mr. Hays's every japer relatiîg to a particular sub-
permission to produce it to the House ?ll jeet-and vhen afterwards lie was foud in
lie liad to do. even according to bis own view possession of a particular document sayiug
of it, was to send a telegran to Mr. Hays Oh, I didnot produce that because lt was
saying: I am asked to produce ail the papers against the public înterest ? Did the lion.
relating to this transcontinental railway. gentleman qualify bis language at the
Have you any objection to my producing time by saying that li produced ouly tbe
your confidential letter ?-and the permission papers that tle public were eutitled to I The
would have been granted. But irigt hon. gentleman did not pursue tbat
suit lion, gentlemen opposite to proune it L t course. wae ad no trouble a ail about
wouhd bave furnîslred an argument to this plaly saying that be had produced every-
side of the fouse, it would ave furnished thing. ihe put himself in the very awkward
information to tbe public of the utmost im- position that e practically denied aving
porfance, somewbat adverse to the govern- possession o any other documents than those

ient stheme, but still of great value to this w aicy he produced. The lion. Minister o
louse. whicli desired to arrive at an intel1 Finance (Mr. Fielding) does not seeni to ave

ligeîît judgment upon this matter. The hon. înuch trouble on tnot score. lie says if you
gentleman did not cdoose to ask permission have a confidential document you are not
to produce that document. Lt was ony when only justifled s w a ot producing it but ihen
it suited the Finance Minister to use it, you are asked a question about it you cau
wien lie thouglt it wouhd give bîn a some ignore t. I trink treaing tbe matter in that
little adsantage, that it was produced. The vay would put the hon. gentleman in a very
nmoment the Finance Minister wanted to use equivocal position. I thin r it iould b a
it, flic riglit bon, gentleman stirred himnself greaf deal more straiglitforward on ail sucli
Up and got permission. lje could have got occasions for the hon, gentleman to say i
tbat permission just as readily before, aîd have a document o a confidential chînracter
could have complied with thie order of tbe vliiclî I am not at Iiberty to produce. Ifouse to produce every document d, as be that abae kw
biimsalf said, without any equivocation. I there were documents beind and we oud
point that out to tbe riglt hoe. gentleman, bave inquired ns to the hropriety of fle
and I think it requires some explanation ton production of them e that ground th.
from bim. I say again, if ho could get tbat tBut we here misled. We were led to sup-
consent so readily, ven he watod to use pose that fiere were n suc documents.
the papor, why did lie not get that consent Te bon. Miiiister of Finance gets over it
whol h knew this house nantd the paper? by saying You are entitled to ignore it
The fouse Hd ordered huin to produce the in effect you are entitled to Say aou bve
paper, and yet lie would not ask permission scb document because it is one thaf you
of te only man apparently, whose consent ougt not to produce. I do nqf thiuk I am
Has rquired. oversfafing bis language. to ar ti give if

Thoen j nowing that the flouse wanted exactly as ho uttered L ie says at page
such a paper as tha, knowing that it was 837 of the urevised 'Hansard'
an important document and twat it was ln -and I dispute the contention of lhelion. mem-
bis possession, wby did th hon. gontle- ber for Hamilton (r. Barker), that in bringing
man go ont o bis way to use schb par- dow a rturn or l answering a question l
ticularm y emphatic hanguage as nt Say to thîs House a minister wt bound to take notice
the bon. member for Jacques Cartier (imr. f any documents that are conidont l. Sncb

that~~ýocmet perisio jus as eailobfoean

Monk) I tel you without any equivocation 
at aIl that you have ail the papers A That is tne ,ay that the bon. Miîister
most extraordinary statei ent, surely. I of Finance puts i. La oter words we
have known hon. ministers to refuse to can inae you our answer as if no sucl
bring down papers in this louse on the documef ever exised. Surely I need not
ground that the publie interest required that argUe that Poînt. Lt is muot arguable thaf
they should nof le produced unt I nover such thing can li proer. You may
ret Heard a minister deny the possession o! refuse f0 produce a document for special
papers, and tlhei lse tue fact tiat reasons. but to conteprd tmit you iay igore

Fnr. BARKER.


