
It was imLýportan-t to reineuber t.a~t the deol.sion, rulinig
Ot such documents was the decision of the Juâge. It t~e he
JUÛ e w1ho wae in control of the trial, not the Executiye.

It wias not oUt of? pl.ace to indicate th~e sort of
goui-ds Which would not al'±ord 'tO the Llinister adequate justifica-
tion for objecting to production. tt was ot sficient thattedocumns were "'tate dooýuients, t or l»offiial.' orw0r

cQneýuences might. involve the department or t,4O Lfoverriment ïnzaria2etary discussion or in -,ubl.ie citioXsm, or imight necessi-
te the attandance as viitnesses or otherwie of ottici la who
hdpressi~ng duties elewhere. Neither wol it bea a goodgo
tt production migh't tend t~o expose a want of effiioen in

the aminia çatio or tend~ to lay the deatmn topen to plimfrcomensatiJh In a woirde it was wqt eoug1 ttheMns
or c2 depax'tmerit did nôt wat t bave th douets pro4ued

The ~ ~ !iiitrogt not to ta1ke the repniiiyo iilodn
prouctolexcpt ncseswhere the-uli nees ol

Qteraas be daniid-fr ewilOvieedslsuerud
inuious to national deence, or o gddplomti relatin,or<era the practice of kee-pin, a cla of douetsece

Wa ecessary for the propar functiona of th publi sc.vie
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