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Reference ivas made the other day to the
Montreal harbour bridge. I recali when
that matter was up in the house a few years
ago; it is true that we liad presented to us
auditors' staternents, but these statements did
nlot go far enoug-h. They revealed that the
monev was spent and that there were certain
receipts to show for it, but they did nlot
reveal who the responsible parties were. Now
it was intimated to us the other day that
rnany of these people are out of the country
and we could flot do anything about the
matter. But that is flot quite good enoughi.
Lt is flot merely a question of trying te place
blame for the past; it is a question of safe-
guarding the interests of the country. We
are net going far enough if we .iust let the
minister say that there lias been a shocking
betrayal of publie trust. That statement lie
bas net withdrawn notwithstanding the efforts
of one hon. member to make him do se, and
hie says that a revelation of wliat bas taken
place would give tbe people a very unfoctunate
idea ef bow public affairs are conducted.
Weil, 1 amrnflt anxîous to arouse further
disgust on the part of the public as te the
conduct of public affairs, but if we are geing
to get tbings straigbitened eut some efforts
rnust be made te place responsibility and te
guard the publie treasury in tbe future against
the raids that have been made upon it in the
past. I think it is quite proper that I should
ask the minister to-day, nlot perbiapa te give
a long and detailed accoiînt, but at least te
indicate a little more precisely than be bias
done the nature of tbese betrayals of public
trust, and te point eut wbat can be dene
about the situation, before we transfer the
assets te the new board. Are we te forget
ail about tbe past and let the new board
start. without any effort wliatever te straighten
eut the matters that have been in sucli a
tangle during the last few years?

Some lion. MEMBERS: Carried.

Mc. WOODSWORTH: No; I would like
some further explanation from the minister
on that point.

Mr. HOWE: I undecstand rny bon. friend
wisbes te knew the financial position of the
harbour boards. If he will look at page 141,3
of Hansard of March 24 last, when 1 made
rny introductory remarks on meving second
reading of this bill, he will find the statement
set eut in full.

.Mr. WOODSWORTII: I want te go fur-
ther than that. Let me repeat the minister'a
words.

Mr. HOWE: The hon. memher bas
repeated tbem twice; is that net sufficient?

[Mr. Wooclsworth.1

Mr. WOODSWORTH: And I shaîl repeat
thern a third time. They are:

To me it shews the mest sbecking betrayal
ef public trust I have ever read in my lite.

The minister hesitates te put the details
on Hansard, because the revelation would cer-
tainly give the people a very unfortunate
idea of how publie affairs are conducted. I
view of these statements it is enly fair that
the public should have some idea ef what the
minister had in mind. Then, are we simply
goinýg te forget ail about the waste et the
past, and start from a new base line? Is
there any chance ef cecovering any of these
ineneys which have been squande.red? I
think that is a fair question.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Johnston, Lake
Centre): Shall subsection 2 as amended
carry ?

Mr. WOODSWORTH: I cannot force the
minister te reply, but I mnust repeat that
it would seem te be in the public interest
that the minister should gîve some further
explanation as te what lies behind bis state-
ment made the other day, and as te whether
or net, in the interest. of the public at large,
it is possible te recever any part ef the
moeys squandered. Those are the twe ques-
tiens I arn asking. Of course the govern-
ment will bave to take the responsibility
of refusing to give the information te the
public.

Sonae hon. MEMBERS: Carried.

Mr. CAHAN:- I do net wish te interrupt
the bon. member, but I should like te have
it clearly understeod that we are dealing with
section 6, and that we have held subsection
1, paragraphs (a) and (b) in abeyance for
the tirne being until the minister bas time
te consider the suggested amendment.

Mc. HOWE: Quite right.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Jobnston, Lake
Centre): Shahl subsection 2 of section 6
carry?

Amendment (Mr. Ilsley) agreed te.

Subsection as amended agreed to.

Section stands.

Sections 7 and 8 agreed te.

On section 9-Harbour headline.

Mc. CAHAN: I confess my experience in
dealing wvith harbeurs bas been the experi-
ence of a lawvyer whe from time te time
bas been asked te give advice. Section 9,
however, ia nov el in my experience. I de
net believe there has been any such section
in any hacheur legislation that I have seen.


