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ORIGINAL PAPERS
WERE NOT RETURNED

Department of Intérior Was for Two
Years Without ~Original Papers
’:Vhich Had Been Supplied to Mr.

oster, . >

In the debate a few days ago as to
whether or net original documents in
the ecustody of “government ~depart-
ments méy be déemanded by mémbers
of parliament without reason assign.
ed, the ministeér of the interior spoke
n part as follows, (frem Hansard) - —

Hon. Frank ‘Oliver ¢minister of the
interior)—Mr, Speak~r, I would like to
take exception; in <o far as the de-
partment of the imterior is coneerned

t any rate, to the very definite state-
made by the hoon. member for
rth T_‘orqmo (Mr.Foster) in the early

t of his remarks - that every en-.

r was made to prevent the op-
tion from getting -information.
¢ I have had the honor of having
ree of the department of the in-
r, the: members of the House will

b me out in saying—their remem-
brance will be the same as mine=that
never in the history of parliament has
there been sueh a demand for infor-
nation from the depariment of the
erior, or any other department of
government; and mever has that
demand been acceded to as fully and
as readily and with as liftle question.
My hon. iriends on the other side of
the House absolutely tied up the busi-
ness of the dnterior department dur-
ing the session before last until I had
to place the facts before the House
and put upon them: the resonsibility
for the dact that the business of the
country . could not be carried on
through that department. I say that
my hon.friend is nof warranted in any
degree in that statement in so far as
the department of the interior is con-
cerned, a fact that -must necesarily
have been within his. knowledge from
his. long parliamentary experience. I
repeat that never in the history of the
country has there been a demand up-
on a single department for informa-
tion-such as had been made upon the
department of the interior during this
and the past two sessions, and never
has the demand .been acceded to as
readily and as fully.

In regard 1o the mafter in question,
or which is stated by-my hon. friend
to be the matter in question, that is,
the right of the hon. member for Mon-
treal,” St. Antoine, to inspeet original
documents on the filez of the depart-
ment, my hon. iriend no doubt chang-
ed his point of view when he changed
his-seat in the House,~ I understand
that the business appertaining - to
the department of the interior is plac-
ed under my contiol as a trust to be
discharged in the interest of the peo-
ple of the country, that while it is
the right of parliament to have all in-
formation in ‘connection with that de-

artment it is only the right of par-
liament to have that information, and
it is" Ty anderstanding of the trust
placed upon me thatiat is not the right

any individual, whether he be- a
member of parliament or not, to have
access to the documents in that de-
partment, Az I understand the trust
placed upon me, in diseharging the
business of the people—the people who
are behind members of - parliament
and who send them here—it is that
documents placed in thgt department,
the property of the people, or repre-
senting the properly of the people,
shall be duly and properly cared for.
1f parliament sees fit to issue an.ordes
parliament is supreme. Parliament
can turn the department of the inter-
lor inside out if it pleases, but it is
not the privilege of an individual of
pe ment to do so, I submit. If I
am instructed to the contrary, well
and good, I will aceept. the instruc-
tion, but in so far as I understand
my duties and responsibilities, they
are to carefully guard and care for
every paper and every interest that is
in that department. My duty and re-
sponsibility is to carefully guard and
care for every paper and every inter-
est that is in that department, and the
fact that a certain gentleman has been
honored with a seat in this parliament
does not give him any more right toin-
vestigate the private business of qther
people which is in charge of the de-
partment of the interior, than it does
any other citizen.

Mr. Ldke—If this resolutipn is pas-
séd by the House, does the minister
still intend to refuse to.membexs’oi
parliament the privilege of looking at
the files in this department,

Mr. Oliver—Unless otherwise in-
structed by the House I certainly do.
I do not accept this resolution as in-
etruction on that point. If the House
so instructs me then the responsibil-
ity is taken off my shoulders and I
care not. But so long as the respon-
sibility rests on my shoulders I feei
bound to discharge that responsibility
aécording to my conscience,

Mr. Bristol—I would ask the min-
ister if- it has not been’ customary in
his department for:-a long time past,
to allow members of parliament to ex-
amine original documents, just as Mr.
Ames said he was allewed to examine
the Galway-Brown papers?

Mr. Oliver—Not to my knowledge.

Mr. Bristol—Was it done without
your Enowledge in the department?
When did you first learn that your
officers had been accustomed to show
original documents in that way?

Mr. Oliver—~I never learned they
were accustomed to show original ‘doc-
uments in. that way. If . they have
Leen accustomed to do, as I will fake
occasion to show, it was contrary ‘to
my orders. and contrary to the orders
given before I entered the depart-
ment,

. - .

Mr. J. D. Reid—Did not the minis-

Wic: invite members from thiz side of

tire House fo:go <over te his -depart-
ment last, session and the session, be-
fore, to inspect original documents?

Mr, Oliver—Qertainly not. But in
the case mentioned by the hon. mem-
ber for St. Antoine (Mf. Ames) there
was a question raised before the
House to the corfettness of a-return
and in order to facilitate business, in
order to assist in clearing up any
doubt or quéstion” there might be in

to the member to look ig<
el oy r 00k over the orig

Mr, J..D. Reid—That was in your
department. 4

}frl;. Oliver—Yes as a matfer of
courteay and for the purpose of facili-
tating-the butiness.

Mr. J.. D. Reid—That is the very
POIRt we are raising now,

Mr: Oliver—Precisely, but that was
an exception: and not as a rule.

Mr. Foster—Any pre ions
besides that? s N

Mr. Oliver—There may have been
other éxceptions but. I will take occa-
silon to show that they. were exceptions
and not the rule. I think my hon.
fnem_l will agree, before I am through,
that it wowld be a very ifproper rule.
L_e\, us understand what is the pature
of the documents that are in charge
of the department of the interior and
which are partieularly the objeet of
the» euriosity of my hon. friends :op-
posite. They are transactions between
the government as repfesenting the
whole people; and individual citizens.
They are transactions which if they
are not cempleted then these papers
should not be put in jeopardy by be-
Ing releaséd from the responsibility
of the department. My hon. friend
knows that transactions in regard to
timber: limits are never. closed; that
the license is renewed irom .year to
year; and that at any time a question
may be raised as to the right of any
person- who helds that license wand
that the only evidence there is as to
the right is the document upon fila in
the department of the ‘interior, It is
not a matter of interest particularly
to the government whether these files
are here or there; but it is a matter
of very definite inferest go the people
whose title to-their property rests
upon these files. It is in the discharge
of the duty of the department to thesé
people that I say 1 do not think it is
ndvisable either that the files should
b3 released from the custody of the
department or should be available to
any person who may choose to in-
spect them. But, my hon. friend may
say that a member of parliament, not
only has the standing of being a memn-
ber of parliament but that his position
as a member of parliament places him
so that he only looks over these files
as a muaftter of public interest. Un-
tortunately, - membets of  parliament
represent individuals—individual vot-
ers and people having individual in-
terests—and there is nothing to hind-
er any individual who wants to ac-
quaint -himseli oi the business of -an-
other -individual asking a member of
parliament to go into the department
and digcover for him information that
e wants; information in regard to the
personal interests of that ciber indi-
vidual, using the member as a mied-
ium for acquiring information. Now. I
think my hon. fricnds will agree that
i1t ¥s not proper that the business of -
d=partment should be conducted
as to permit that. The files ate there
and copies of themr bava never ‘heep
refused the House, so thut all the ub-
‘ic interest in connection with the
transaction can be decided by the
House and so. that every member of
the Houge has an equal’ opportunity
to inform himself in regard to the bus-
ness uUpon_ these filés. Buf if these
files are to be Képt in the department
subject to the inspeetion of individual
members oi the House at pleasure, one
member informs himself and fhe rest
of the House which is equally entitled
1s not informed, and the hon. gentle-
man who informs himself, whether for
his own benefit or for the benefit cf
private individuals for whom he is
acting or for the purpese of discus-
sion in the House, is placed at an
absolutely unfaijr advantage as against
other private individuals or against
other ‘members of the House. What 1
say in regard to timber limits applies
to other transactions dealing with the
public resources of the country. We
are not asking for secrecy because of
transactions in whiech the government
or its iriends are improperly inter-
ested; we are not asking for secrecy
because, as the leader of the House
has pointéd. If any member of the
House will give a public reason for
the production of these documents all
risks will be taken and they will be
produced.

What I said to the hon. member
(Mr. Ames) was that I did not wish
him to examine the documents in the
department because I did not want
to allow anybody to do so and I did
not wish to make an exception in this
case. 1 said that if he wanted to get
the documients the proper course was
to get a resolution of the House and
thei the"respgnsibiltiy was liftedirom
my -8l dersg = .

Wit I said in the House was that
if my hon, friend {Mr. Ames) would
show cause, would give a public rea-
gon for the production of these docu-
ments I for one would cerfainly agree
to. produce them and he would un-
doubtedly and unquestionably have a
right to them. He would unquestion-
asly have a right to them. But he
did mot give any public reasvn. In
all the reasoning 'my hon. iriend from
North Toronto xead in the report oi
the speech made by the hon. member
for Bt. Antoifie, fio reason was given
exeept the reason of curiesity.

Some hon. members—Oh, oh,

Mr. Oliver—Well, will my hon.
friends say what reason was given?
Was it Decause the documents before
the House were not ¢opies of the or-
iginals? Did he say that he believed
they were not? He did not say that?
Did he say that the originals were
forgeries? 'Did he give.any reason ex-
cept that of curiosity for the produc-
tion of those documecnts?

* . -

Now,; Mr, Speaker, 1 want to draw
atjention to just one or two points in
this connection. My hon. friend
from North Toronto =aid that there
wag-not any. Jdanger of any documents.
being mislaid. T have made some *n-
quiry jit-this connection.

Mr: Foster—My hon. friend, I think,
misunderstands me. I could not have
stated that there was no danger of
any doucments being mislaid. That
would . be . 8- general .assertion which
no man of any common séfise would
make, -surely, But I did say that
even though there was a danger of
their being mislaid, that was not suf-
ficient reason for their being denied.

‘Mr> Oliver—I accept the hon. gen-
tleman’s. statement; possibly I .was
wrong. What I<would like to say 1s
that there is“a -possibility = 61 * docu-

direction. “permrission- was given

jmente -being mislaid; vand- i is fair

for the House and fair for the country

 that the responsibility for those docu-

ments should not . be divided—thdt
there should be no responsibility for
them- ontside of the department. 1
think everybody: will .dgree that that
is in the public interest in the trans-
action of public busihess.

Mr.' Foster—Supposé I ask my hon.
friend a question. ‘Sappose the crown
bas a suit and ¢ertain papers of the
department, are absolutely necessary
to thdt suit being cdrried to a conchu-
sion. ' ‘Suppose the crown’s lawyer
says, I want those papérs to take to
my office and have them thoroughly
looked over, and I want them taken
to court. Will my hon."friend go so
far as to say that the moment he de-
livérs them over, his .responsibility
ceases?  Surely not,

Mr, Oliver—His responsibility re-
mains, because he allows them to'go
out of his hands; but if the Houst
orders those papers to’ be bronght
down to the House, then surely the
responsibility of ‘the department
ceases,

Mr. Foster—I-do not think so.

Mr. Oliver—Surely the responsibility
is then on the House,

Mr. Foster—I think the
must, follow them:.
Documents Not Returned.

Mr. Oliver—Should 'a paper be mis-
laid, the .-proof of the fact could not
ihen be made. If the department were
anxious to shuffle off responsibility,
it wotild be glid to have original pa-
pers brought to the House, and have
the re¢sponsibility placed on other
shoulders. Let me draw the atten-
tion of the House to a fact which oc-
curred duriing the session oi 1906. An
order was issued for & return, on a
motion of the Hon. Geo, E, Foster, for
papers relating to timber berths Nas.
1108, 1175, 1162, 1219, 1231 and 1232,
including  the original tenders and
copies oi all other papers. The return
was prepared in the usual way, that
i, by having copies made of all the
papers, and the return was sent down
.0 the House of Commons in this
form. The hon, Mr. Foster raised the
objection that the origihal tenders
should have been included in the re-
tarn. On his request the original
tenders were therefore produced, and
nave not since been returned to the
départment. The department has not
now. the original tenders in these cas-
es, but only copies thereof.

My hon. friend took the responsibil-
ity or got the House to take the re-
sponsibility for those papers. It is
no concern of ours where they - are.
I'hey were taken out of our custody,
and the parties who were the owners
of those timber limits are short to
that extent of their tiles to the tim-
ber limite,

minister

» . *

These documents were called for on
the responsibiliay of this House and,
m  the demand —of my hon, friend
irom North Toronto (Mr. Foster),they
were taken out of the custody of my
department. I presume they are in
the custody of the House, but they
carmot be a part of the record of the
House and a part oi the record of my
department at the same time. Parlia-
ment, of course, is supreme. If par-
dgment decides that,  these- papers
muzt become a part of its records, thav
decision must be complied with, It is
not.ny business to find fault with the
decigion of parliament. I assume that
my hon.:friend has good reasons for
his demand, Is he now going to per-
suade the House to the contrary by
informing us that he had no reasons
when he mioved for the original -docu-
ments, that he knew nothing about
tHe tramsaetion, and that he actually
tampered with property belonging to
these people without cause of provo-
cation? That is a fair statement of a
simple question, and I must say that,
charged with the responsibility of ad-
ministering the department of the in-
terior, I cannot conceive, except sub-
ject to the dictation and authority of

4the House, that $his is a proper dis-

charge of the responsibility
upon the departmem.

The inecident I have mentioned oc-
curred in the session of 1906. In the
session oi 1907, on the occasion of a
discussion regarding grazing -leases,
my hon. friend from St. Antoine’ divi-
sion (Mr. Ames) was: allowed, at his
request, to go over the department of
the interior and inspect the original
documents in that particular case, but
that permission was granted as an ex-
ception and not as a rule, as I will
have occasion to show a little later on.
What happened this session? On the
opening- of this session, there were
placed upon the order paper notices
oy the hon. ~member {for Aljgoma
West (Mr. Boyce) asking for -original
applications aud tenders with regard
to four timber berths; by the ‘same
iron. member for original applications
and tenders regarding five timber
berths; by the hon. member for Qu’-
Appelle (Mr, Lake) for similar papers
regarding four timber berths; by:the
hon. member for - Renfrew (Mr.
Wright) regarding five timber berths,
and by my hon. friend from 8t. An-
toine division (Mr. Ames) regarding
three timber berths. Thus, at the very
beginning of .he session YWe Lad de-
mands made for the original apilica-
tiong and tfenders with regard to
aventy-one timber berths, go- that-the
instancé which I have already alleged
as eccurring in the session of 1906, at
the request of my hon. friend from
North Torohto (Mr, Foster) wag to be
repeated in twenty-one cases at the
very begining of this session, I sub-
mit, if I have any responsibility at
all for a proper discharge of the work
of the department of the interier; that
it is ‘desirable that the question ghould
be brought to an issue, and. that we
shoild know whethér the  responsi-
bility plaeed in our hands with regard
to private individuals, . $ransacing
their private busipess, shall be dealt
with in this way or not. 1 sabmit to
the judgment of the House *whéther
or net 1 was justified in- asking that
the motions be changed.so. that the
originals should not be called for, and
the hon. gentlemen accedéd to my re-
quest.

placed

We all agree that the hon. gentle-
man was not-dishonest, but ‘he was
absolutely regardless ' of the private
rights concerned in these partieular
interests.

Mr. Foster—I must enter my caveat
against that.

Mr. Oliver—T wish ‘to répeat that
the House granted the motion of my
hon. friend that these docwmnents

shiduld® become a part of the record cf
the - House: Well, they.cannot be a
part of the record of the House and
at the same time be a part of the ve-
‘eord of the department of the interior,
and until they are released from -the
custedy of the House they are not at
my disposal, even iI'T be the autocrat
my hon. friend suggests I am-.

Mr. Foster—If you wanted them
badly you could get them.

Mr.Oliver—I eertainly would not ex-

the officers of this House, 'in’ whosée
hands they were placed by the order
of the House. It has been suggested
to me that il my hon. friend (Mr, Fos-
ter) had taken the interest he ought
it these matters, which he apparently
did not, when he had satisfied him-
seli regarding the-documents,he would
have asked for a resolution of the
House to rcturn the papers to the de-
partment.
- . -

I might mention also that ii there
were a fair amount of give and take as
between members on the other side
and the government departments, that
would greatly facilitate business. Let
me bring before the House the inst-
ance of the documents relating to the
North Atlantic Trading company,
which were produced before the com-
fmittee -of agriculture and public ac-
counts ‘in the session of 1906. These
documents, which are not of course
private matters in the same sense as
documents regarding timber births.
and which were documents perfectly
proper to be brought before a commit-
tee of the House for investigatiom,were
.urnished to the committee on the 4th
April and they were returned on the
23rd- July. I submit that, speaking
or the department interested in those
papers, that was not a fair or reason-
ible way of transacting public busi-
ness and was not giving that depart-
ment a fair opportunity to transact
public business. - I think it was an
arbitravy exercise of the authority of
1e two committees to retain the docu-
nents for that length of time. So far
rom the department of the interior
in any of its branches having attempt-
'd to coneeal anything or prevent the
House from getting information,I have
placed these instances before = the
House to show that the department of
the interior has been seriously hamp-
ered in the transaction of the publie
business at- the instance o! members
on the other side of the House with-
out. due cause or reason.

Now, with regard to the preccdent
in connéetion. with examining orig-
inal documents in the department: I
1ave already pointed out why it is
10t fair, it is not reazonable, it is not
desirable that there should be a gen-

ral right, on the part even of mem-
varg of parhament, to go into the de-
yartment and demand an examina-
ion of these documeénts. It is not fair

o the people whose business is con-
tained in these papers. It docs noi
.natter whether it is fair or not to the
leparment or its officers—that is not
he question. But'it is not fair to he
veople whose business iis <arried on
the files of that department. As to
the rule in: that matter, I notice that
s June 16th, 1905, -a memorandum
was adddressed tothe chief clerks and
veads of Dranches:of the. department
i the interior, as follows:—

It is requested that, in future, no
papers or doc¢uments aftached to the
fficial files of the departmént are to
be shown to any person or persous
sutside of the department without a
direct order {rom the deputy minister.

Be good enough to note the above
and ingtruct the officials of your
branch accordingly.

By order,
(Sgd.) P. G. KEYES,
Secretary.

I note further @ memorandum dated
>etober 14, 1904, which was before I
ook office, addressed to the chief
clerks and lheads of branches of the
Adepartment of the interior:—

Attention has been called to the fact
hat copies of departmental orders in
council, and other important docu-
ments have been given to outside peo-
ple without the knowledge or approval
of the head of the department. As
the minister of“the interior is the cus-
todian of the records of the depart-
nent, and he alone has the power to
authorize the giving out of any .in-
jormation contained in departmental
papers, ne such information ghould be
-urnished to any one without his cen-
sent. Even when an official of the
department is eummened by subpoena
oi the court to produce departmental
iocuments, such documents should
not be produced or any information
given without the knowledge of the
head of the department.

The officials of the depariment are
asked to remember  that its records
must be regarded as confidential, and
that no one has any right to disclose
to outside inquirers the contents of
any files or public documents of the
department. Such information can
cnly be given out through the proper
channels,

I am to request that you will be
good enough to impress the import-
ance of this matter upon the officials
of your branch.

(8gd.) P. G. KEYES,
Secretary.

I notice this memorandum also dat-
ed May 7ih, 1898:—

With reference to persons eoming in-
to the depattment and examining pap-
ers, it .is to be understood that only
those files with which they have to
do directly and for which they have
authority to make an éxamrination are
to be shown to such personms. This
rule applies to every person coming
into the department to examine docu-
ments.

(Sgd.) ' JAMES A. SMART,
Deputy Minister.

That is to say, the man whose busi-
ness is shown upon a certain-file may
examine: the file in regard to his own
business .or his authorized agent may
do so, but no other person should be
allowed fo examine that file with re-
gard to that man’s business. This
was ‘addresséd to the ¢hief clerk of the
patents branch, and also to the chief
cleik of the registration branch.

Here iz another memorandum from
Calgary, dated December 4th, 1897,
which throws sonre light en the sub-
iact, showing that this was not a new
autocratic ruling on my part, but
simply carryinig out the thoroughly
anderstood principle of the depart-
menf and inzisting that it shonld be
acted upon:—

peet te get them out: of the custody.of-

Office of the Saperintendent of Mines,
Calgary, -Alberta, Dec. 4. 1897,

Sir,—On_reaching my office on the
3rd instant I was served with a sub-
poena: by~the counsel for: the defence
in-the case of the Queen ws. Arthur
Collyns and Romain Gervais, and the
subpoena ordéred me to produce ail
the papers in my possession regarding
the eniry to the west half of 34-16-1
west of the 5th meridian. There has
been, as you are aware, considerable
correspondence over the entry of Ro-
main Getvais to the southwest guar-
ter of said section. I collécted all the
papers in my possession regarding this
matfer and appeared in court. When
T wa$ called upon to produce them 1
protested against doing so unless ord-:
ered by the court. At first the judge
was inclined not to insist on their pro-
duction, 'but afterwards he decided
that' T musfj produce them. I had a
discussion with the judge ovkr the
principle‘at issue, that is whether any
official of the department could be
compelled to prodiice documents out
of his office unless under the authoriz-
ation of his minister, Had I consid-
ered that in the case at issue there
was anything in. the public interest
thathshould not be divulged I should
probably have refused point blank to
produce the papers even had the judge
ordered me to do so hut as there was
nothing in them which was detri-
mental to the public interest in the
slightest' degree, of course I saw no
reason to refuse or demur to the order
of the judge: However, I would desire
instructions in this case. When I ap-
peared in tourt the counsel for the
defence asked me io hand him toe
papers This I refused: I told him
that if he desired to see the papers
that he had plenty of time to have
written to-the department to ask for
authority that I should show them to
him and“obtain, if he desired, certified
copies of any doecument he might 1e-
quire. ‘Would you therefore kindly
instruct me what is to be done in cas-
es like this. It might be well that a
general circular be issued to all offic-
ers of the department giving the ne-
cessary instructions on the point rais-
ed in this,

Your obedient servant,
WILLIAM PEARCE,

Agent.

+

The Secretary,

Department of the Interior, Ottawa.

Mr. Pearce had becn an officer of
the department for many years at a
tinmte when the hon. member for North
Toronto (Mr. Foster) was a member
of the aduiinistration, and this letter
of Mr, Pearce was written a year aiter
this goveriment acceded to power,
What Former Government Did.

I have a circular dated 1ith May,
1892, -which reads as follows:—

It has beén brought to the attention
of the minister of justice that, in some
istances,persons having eclaims agdinst
the govermnment, either in preparation
or in suit have been allowed person-
ally, or through ' their solicitors, to
have access to departmental records
connected with the claim or to inspect
departmental files for the purpose of
obtaininig therefrom desired informa-
tion and that such a course hias been
found to be prejudicial to the govern-
ment’s interests. :

The minister of justice is-of -epinion
that mo inspection of files or records
for - the- purpose -above mentioned
should: be.allowed unless under the ad-
vice and direction of this department
and he desires me to request that n
future any -such application should
be referred to this departm.mt.

You. will- understand, of ccurse,that
the present letter -is not written for
the purpose oi making any charge o
conveying any blame in respect of
past matters, but simply with a view
of safeguarding the inter=sts of the
government in respect of ciaims, pres
ent or prospective.

I have 'the houor to be «ir,

Your obedient servant,
(Sgd.) ROBERT SEDGEWICK,
Deputy Minister of Justice.
The Deputy Minister,

Department of the Interior, Ottawa.

And that was followed by the fol-
lowing :—

Ottawa, July 14, 1892.

Sir,—I have the honor ‘to acknowl-
eodge the. receipt of your letter of the
28th ultimo, and inclosures, and in
reply and -to state that the interpre-
tation placed upon my recent circular
on the subject of the production of de-
partmental files for examination by
outsiders is not correct. The sugges-
tions of that circular were not intend-
ed to apply only to such papers as
might be made the foundation of a
claim for damages or other monctary
considerations but generally to all
flles- of correspondence and other pa-
pers. So far as your department is a
registry office, any one desiring to do
80 ought to be permitfted to see instru-
ments affeeting title, but departmental
correspondence and documents deal-
ing therewith should not be shown ex-
cept, perhaps, in special cases.

I have the honor to be, sir,

Your obedient servant,
ROBERT SEDGEWICK,
Deputy Minister of Justice.

My hon, friend from North Toronto
has entertained this House for a con-
siderable time tonight, and I have no
doubt hris voiee will be heard through-
out the ccuntry denouncing me per-
sonally for having, as an autoerat, in-
troduced an arbitrary rule into the
administration of @y department
which, on-the evidence-of the records,
was a rulé whieh, if not made by
hiin, was a standing rule and a con-
firmed rule when my Lon, fridind wis
a member-of the governuent of Caa-
ada; a rule which, on the evidence pof
those documents, has been continued
ever since, and whizh'1 lzave to the
judgment of this House is a reason-
able and ptoper -rule, and necessary
for the proper safeguarding of public
business. 1 want to draw this distine-
tion between the position as it has
been taken by myself and the position
aken ‘when my hon.iriend was a mem-
ber of the government. The first of
the circulars I have read intimates
that information is to be denied for
fear the information will be acquired
that may be used as an attack upon
the government.

For the purposp of obtaining there-
from -desired information, and that
such a course has been found: prejud-
icial to the government interest.

Now, I want to point out thet this
case brought bBefore th}a House by my
hon. friend from Montreal, and em-

phasized 8o strengly: and T think so

Junfairly %omight, was not a case of

protecting the government againgt the
people, but it was a case of protecting
the people whose business was in
charge of the government.: We do not
ask- for any advangage in protecting
the government; but we do say that
if we are to be held Tesponsible for the
safeguarding of documents which are
necessary to the title of {he people’s
property, we be permitted a fair and
reasonable opportunity so to safeguard
them. $So far as the government are
concerned, the right hon. leader of
the House has said on a previous oc-
casion, and said again tomight, that
private interests will have to take sec-
onod place, and that if any member
will give a reason, a public reason
why these original documents should
be placed before the house, they will
be placed before the House without
the slightest hesitation. We are in
the position of undertaking to saie-
guard ‘the interests of the people, and
all we ask is that when our friends
opposite have an argument to make,
they substitute statements for insinu-
ations and respongibility for innu-
endos,

——

LONDON IS FOGBOUND
BIG DAMAGE RESULTS

Burglars Find Conditions Favor En.
ergetic Application to Work—Ha-
voc in Street Traffic—Shops Suf-
fer Loss By Diminution of Busi-
ness,

London, Jan, 31.—Loudon never
appreciated its. splendid system oi
underground electrie trains so much
as it has this week, for the fog can-
not penetrate there, so excellently
ventilated are the tubes, and in such
weather it is the only safe and com-
fortable way to travel,

In a season which have been  re-
markable for the suddenness and va-
riety of its meteorological changes the
experiences of this week have been
phenomenal. TLast week we were en-
joying a general warmth which
breathed of early spring and actually
made the trees begin to bud and to
ghoat until there came an icy blast
of winter., Now with higher, though
not very high, temperature, we have
got into a iratum of fog which is
working havoe in all directions.

Burglars Make Hauls.

Such a visitation has always been
hailed with rapture by burglars, and
jewellers in particular have to take
extra preecautions to protect their
windows against these members of
gociety.

Notwithstanding this, some of them
have made a few good hauls, The
dramatic Academy on King street, Co-
. vent Garden, was entered, and .be-
/ cause very little money had been left
for the thieves to take away, they
smashed all the furnitare and left the
place a wreck.

The robberies of jewellers’ shops are
most daring, The thieves watch their
opportunity and then smash in the
windows, grab all the jewels they can
and dizappear in the fog.

The fog has disorganized street traf-
fic and robbed the West End shops
of %heir customers, one firm alone
complaining of a loss of $3,000 each
day the fog has lasted. It has sus-
pended the workings of the ferries
on the upper part of the river, de-
layed the crossing of the mail boats
in both the channel and North Sea.
and allowed a tank steamer to break
from its moorings and go smashing
into & number of tugs and other smal-
ler vessels at anchor, It has also
caused collisions- on the railways,
without any loss of life, though in
one case, at Wimbledon, seventcen
peaple were meore or less injured,

Life Guards Lost in Fog.

The First Life Guards, who went
to Hampstead Heath to carry out a
series of reconnoitering duties, had
to give it up. Some of them got lost,
and it was not for several hours lat-
er that they were waiscovered by
seouts, This is a pretty considerable
record for one fog to accomplish, and
there -is a richness and variety about
its exploits which give it quite a
special prominence and importance of
its own, and no doubt the tale is not
yet ended,

There will probably be plenty more
to come. It seems to be European in
extent. The ‘North Sea, the lower
part of the Baltic and the English
channel are all covered by it. It ap-
pears fo be particularly dense on
the east coast of England and the
coasts of Helland and Belgium. Tt
was estimated yesterday that the fog
covered 600,000 square miles of Lu-
rope,

et
e

New Custodian of dewels,

London, Feb, 1.—T1t is said that as
a result of the vice-regal <commission
of inquiry into the mysterious digap-
pearance of crown jewels from' Dub-
lin Castle last July, Mr. Birrell, sec-
retary for Ireland, ordered that Sir
Arthur Edward Vicars, custodian of
the jewels, be superseded. It is said
that Captain Neville Williamson has
been appointed his successor, The
report of the comnnission declares Sir
Arthur Viears did not exercise due
vigilance and proper care,

I wish that: I might talk with all sick
ones about the actual cause of Stomach,
Heart and Kidney ailments.. To explain
in person how weake Stomaech mnerves'
leads to Stomach weakness, T am sure
would interest @ll. And it is the same
with weak Hearts or weak Kidneys.
This is why my prescription—Dr. Shoop’s
Restorative — so promptly rveaches ail-
ments of the Stomsach, Heart and Kid-
neys. It is wrong to drug the stomach
or stimulata the Heart or Kidneys. These
weak inside nerves simply neeed more
strength. = My Restoratiev is the only
prescription made, expressly for these
nerves. Next to seeing you personally,
will be to mail you free. my new booklet
entitled, “What To Do.” [ will also send
samples of my restorative as well. Write
for the book to-day. Tt will surely in-
terest you. . Address Dr. Shoop. Box 8, |

Racine, Wis [
ALL DEALERS.

WHYTE ADVOCATES
ONE MAN STALL BARS

General Manager of C. P. R., Or¢ «of
Temperance Delegation Before ths
Manitoba Cabinet, Advises Twa
Scheme as Method te Eradicate
Treatine Evil.

Winnipeg, Jan. 31—An influential
delegation, representing eight thous-
and signatures, waited on Hon. Robt.
Rogers and Hon. C. Campbell today
to ask for the closing of all bars at 6
p.m. Among those present were Wi,
Whyte, general manager of the C. P.
R.; Mayor Ashdown, and Rev. Father
Cherrier, representing the Archbishop
of St. Boniface; Principal Sparling,
Rev. J. L. Gordon, W .W. Buchanan
and others interested in the liquor re-
lorm. Some notable opinions were
advanced, significant of which was the
statement of Second Vice-President
Whyte, of the C. P, R.. that he believ-
>d the majority of railway accidents
were due to the liquor curse. He went
on to vigorously attack the treating
hapit, and advocated bars in which
each thirsty sould would be comipel-
led to imbibe in a one-man stall.

In replyiing Hon. Rogers produced
statistics to show that the government
had gone to the limit in the suppres-
sion and limitation of licenses ag comn-=
pared with other provinces, He. be-
lieved the fault was not with the lic-
ensed victuallers of Winnipeg, but
with the “blind pigs’” which had
sprung up all over the ecity and where
inferior liquor could be sold day. and
night. These blind pigs wera the di-
rect result of the action of the police
and citizens in breaking up segregat-
ad quarters, and if a six o’cloek law
was put in foree it would lqad to a
greater extension of these points. He
quoted figures to show that “the ma-
jority, by far, of cases under liquor
laws were against unlicensed vietual-
lers.

Hon. Colin Campbell presented a
serious indictment against the city
authorities and the police of \Vi}mb
peg, saying that all laws were rigor-
ously enforced but the liquor laws, to
which Mayor Ashdown gave a vigor-
ous negative. The minister thought it
would be beter to abolish all bars.

Hon. Robert Rogers said the govern-
ment was bringing down a Dbill to
double all fines.

RIS TSN O )
P. E. I. NEW PREMIER.
Is F. L. Haszard Formerly Law Part-
ner of Judgé Davies,

Charlottetown, P.E.I, Jan. 31.—F.
L. Haszard, has been appointed pre-
mier in succession to the late Hon:
Mr. Peters. The mew premier was
born near Charlottetown in 1849. He
was admitted to the ‘bar in 1872, and
was first a parfoner with the late Hon.
John Longworth. He later practised
independently. From 1830 to 1891 he

as a partner with L. P. Davies, now
Sir- Louis Davies, juv". . of the su-
preme court. My, Haszard was sti-
pendiary’ magistrate “for  Charlotre-
town from 1893 to 1000; first elected
to Legistature in 1904 for the few'th
district Queen’s; became member of
the executive without portiolio on the
reorganization of the government, He
is deeply interested in - agriculture,
and since 1897 has been president of
the Charlottetown Driving Park and
Exhibition Association.

Trumper Arrives in Kamloops.

Kamloops, Jan. 31—F. J. Trumper,
arrested for the murder of George
Coleman at Pouce Coupe prairies, ar-
rived here today. Witnesses must be
brought from the scene, This will
take a couple of months, The pris-
oner adinits killing, but pleaded not
guilty, aHeging it was in self defence.
fhe charge is likely to be reduced to
manslaughter.

Janan Considering Change.

Tokio, Jan. 31.—Promoters of the
movement for the abolition of "the
ideograph and the substitution of Ro-
man letters in the writien and print-
ed language of Japan are enlisting
the aid of many persons prominent
in literature and business,

HAccidents
will Happen.

But if you are prepared
for them beforehand; thay
are soon metded:
Wrenches, Neuralgia, Sciatica
and Strains vield instantly
to

Hirst's Pain
Exterminator

Always have a bottle with
you.. 25c. at all dealets.
Try Hirst’s Little Liver
« A perfectafter-dinner
pill.  ‘Will assist digestion.
Ask your dealer or send us
25c. A handsome souvenir
card free.

THE F, F. DALLEY CO., Limited
Hamiiton, Ont.. .. 1es.
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