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that the carpenters were engaged in put-
ting the ciapboards (5n the exterior, and
there was some hurry to have a man put the
priming on the boards before they got dry.
-Let us say that that justified Mr. Lanc-
tot in getting a man to go and 1hurry up
the job. But how does that explain .his
refraining fromn any communication with
Papineau throughout the whole summer and
f ail? It is quite true there- were some
weeks when Mr. Lanctot was absent from
Sorel, but we have bis testimony that be
got back on the 2Oth of June and was there
until the 2Oth of July. H1e came again in
Auguat, and he 'was there for quite a period
of time and ail thls work was going on;
in fact the contention is, 'whcn it is a
question of showing that Mr. Douaire did
not paint as many days as he said, that
there was littie work done in JuIy and
August, and that the bulk was donc in the
f ail alter Mr. Lanctot came home and Mr.
Lanctot witb bis knowlcdge that he should
have the permission of Mr. Papineau at
ail events, neyer went near Mr. Papineau
in any way. The tcatimony of Mr. lPspin-
eau, wbom wc are ail agrecd, is an bonest
and reliable man, in reply to my own
question is that if he had been asked to do
thia thing he would not have donc it. H1e
adds that no aubordinate of bis, of course,
had power or right to do a thing that he
Iiad not the right to do. H1e doca say-be-
cause 1 do notwant to mis-state it, although
I do not think it bas any bearing-that
there migbt conccivabiv be cases of aucb
urgency and, nccssity as to induce bhim to
acnd a man out for a day. But be says
that under normal circumstances he would
not have donc it, and that ha considered
no subordinate of his had a right to do
that which he bimself had no right to do.

Mr. TALBOT. Is it not a fact that Mr.
Papineau lives right across the street from
where that bouse was being built, that
every day he saw these men working there
and knew tbey wcre in the empioy of the
governmcnt?

Mr. DOHERTY. It la absoiutely a f act
that Mr. Papineau lives just about op-
posite Mr. Lanctot's bouse, but it is also
a fact that Papineau awears-I do not
know if the hon. gentleman throws dis-
credit on his testimony-that ha did not
know that this work was being donc. I
am perfectly free to say that it ia a great
pleasure once in a wbile to be able to
agrea with people with whom you gcneraliy
disagree. I am quite willing to say it la a
matter of surprise ito, myscîf that Mr.
Papineau did not know. I cannot dlaim
any vcry intimate personal acquaintance
with Mr. Papineau, but I bave beard
from ail aides, and I think the minister
wili bear it out, that Mr. Papin~eau la a
trutbfui man and he swears that ha did
flot know.

There la just one word 1 would like to
offer wbich perbapa the member for Belle-
chasse may be willing toi isten to, although
he seems very incredulous, and it is that
wbat Papineau did not know was that
these men who were working there wcre
working for the government and being
paid by the government. The fact that
they wcrc usually government employeca
and werc working on that house might be
cxplained. I have no brief for Papineau
and it' is immaterial to me whctber ne
kncw or not, but 1 think At is right to be
fair to every man, particularly to a man in
whose honcsty you have absolute confi-
dence, when it is put in question by my
bon. friand. Thare was a cuatom in Sorel
of which Mr. Papinau did know; a cus-
tom under which it did bappen that people
came to the department and said: Would
you lcnd me a man, and men were lent
in a way with regard to wbieh I sec no
reproach to makc-a man was actually
lent, that is to say, the departmcnt said
to him: Go and work for Mr. So and So, ard
Mr. So and So will pay you and you will
get your job whcn you come back, but in
the meantime you won't be stamping on the
elock and drawing your monay from the
government of tbe country.

Mr. TALBOT. If Mr. Papineau is the
man wbomn my bon. fricnd believes he is,
doca he not think he would inquire how
thase men got there and why they werc
th-ereP

Mr. DOHERTY. I do think that Mr.
Papineau would bave been entitled to more
commandation if he bad done so, althougb
I do not recogniza I bave jurisdiction to
pronounce upon Mr. Papincau's actions.
It did strike me as extraordinary that
Mr. Papineau did not concern himscîf
more about the matter than be did,
but it is fair to aay tbat.Mr. Papineau
was not cbarged before us and was
not off ered an opportunity of giving
an explanation, and I do flot stand here
to condemn hlm. I am trying to deal with
the mattar that is before us., and I am trv-
ing to ba just to every one concarned. If
the hon. member for Bellechasse thinks Rie
bas any intereat in convicting Mr. Papineau
of some offence, I can rafer bim to Mr.
Papineau's superior, the Minister of Marine,
who, no doubt, will accommodate the hon.
member. But I do say that Mr. Papineau
Bwears, and hc is not contradîcted, that he
did not know this kind of thing was going
on, that if be had been asked lie woiild not
bave permittcd it. And Messrs. Pagé and
Champagne, who were carrying out this job
for the member for Richelieu, wcre very
careful to sec that nothing happcned that
came to the knowlcdge of Mr. Papineau.
Mr. Champagne even went the length of
f alsifying bis pay-list with no other object
that I can ace than to conceal the fact that


