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Motions for Papers

COMMONS

MOTIONS FOR PAPERS

CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN  DEPARTMENT OF
JUSTICE AND W. H. SPROULE, VANCOUVER, B.C.

Mr. MacINNIS:

For a copy of all correspondence, letters,
telegrams or other documents, exchanged
between the hon. Minister of Justice or any
person in the Department of Justice and Mr.
W. H. Sproule, of Vancouver, British Columbia.

Mr. GUTHRIE: There are some letters on
the file of the Justice department referred
to in this motion, but these letters refer only
to some of the private affairs of a judge in
British Columbia. The public interest is in
no way concerned, therefore the government
does not propose to produce these letters.

Motion dropped.

INDIAN AGENCY, PIERREVILLE, QUE.
Mr. BRASSET (for Mr. Boucher):

For a copy of all accounts, vouchers, bills,
lists of payments, receipts, letters and corre-
spondence, respecting i.em: medical care
$1,268.35, hospital charges $3,862.10, and relief
$12,028.04 mentioned in the auditor general’s
report for the year ending March 31, 1933,
under the caption of Indian agency, Pierre-
ville, Quebec; also a statement giving par-
ticulars with respect to names and addresses,
amounts paid, and showing to whom and for
whom they were paid.

POSTMASTERS—YAMASKA COUNTY

Mr. BRASSET (for Mr. Boucher):

For a copy of all letters and correspondence
between the Postmaster General, the deputy
Postmaster General or any official of the Post
Office Department, and any person, since
August 1, 1930, to date, respecting the post-
masters of the following post offices in the
eounty of Yamaska; Pierreville, St-Zephirin de
Courval, St-Elphege, St-Francois du Lac, St-
Gerard, Yamaska-West, Notre Dame de Pierre-
ville, La Visitation, St-David, St-Guillaume,
the dismissal of said postmasters, and their
substitutes or successors.

REVENUE POST OFFICES

Mr. VALLANCE:

For a return showing: (1) A list of post
offices having revenue of $1,500 to $10,000 (on
which salaries are determined), showing
revenue for each of the years 1931-32, 1932-33
and 1933-34; (2) casual or automatic pay cuts
suffered by each of the postmasters in these
offices for each year (exclusive of the 10 per
cent deduction).

[Mr. Lafléche.]

JEAN AMEDEE MOTUT
Mr. TOTZKE:

For a copy of all correspondence, telegrams
and other documents in the possession of the
government, relating to the dismissal of Jean
Amedée Motut, postmaster at Hoey in the
province of Saskatchewan, and the appoint-
ment of his successor.

INDIAN RESERVATION—POINTE BLEUE
Mr. DUGUAY:

For a copy of all correspondence and
communications exchanged between the pro-
vincial government of Quebec, and the federal
Department of Indian Affairs, from 1930 to
date, respecting the Indian reservation of
Pointe Bleue, county of Lake St-John.

NEW MASSETT, B.C., WHARF
Mr. NEILL:

For a copy of all correspondence exchanged
between the Department of Public Works and
any person or persons, relating to a claim
made against the government for lumber lost
through collapse of the wharf at New Massett,
British Columbia, in 1918.

PETITE RIVIERE AU RENARD
Mr. BRASSET:

For a copy of all pay lists, in connection
with works carried out at the wharf of Petite
Riviere au Renard, county of Gaspé, during
the years 1931 and 1932; also a copy of
vouchers respecting purchases of lumber, iron,
and other materials in connection therewith.

RIVIERE AU RENARD
Mr. BRASSET:

For a copy of all pay lists, in connection
with repairs carried out at the wharf of
Riviére au Renard, county of Gaspé, during
the year 1933; also a copy of vouchers
respecting purchases of Ilumber and other
materials in connection therewith.

SAINT LOUIS, N.B. POSTMASTER
Mr. VENIOT:

For a copy of all correspondence, reports of
investigation and other documents, relating to
the dismissal of the postmaster at Saint Louis,
Kent county, New Brunswick.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
INQUIRY AS TO LEGISLATION TO BE INTRODUCED

On the orders of the day:

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Leader of the Opposition): Mr. Speaker,
may I ask the Prime Minister if he is in a
position now to advise us as to the further

legislation that is likely to be brought down
this session?



