
Tb* latrulo* of parliam*nUrr oommiltvM
into •tUrt which iwrtaia to the jdriadic-

*ioii ol tb* tSMOtiro OTfrninvBt i* rauallr
to bo doprfcattd a* it tvixla luarilably to

oTorthrow all (tnuiii* rvopunnibilitjr.

Nuw, the priiipipla laid duwn bv tb« right

hon. Prime Miniater. luittained by tbH au-

thor whuiii I havf ju4t <|Uotuil unti approveU
by this Huusf, liaa bvoii uppliud by nit'

tu the Printing Bureau. And «till, it aeenu,
our friendi oppuaite Hfe nut lutiiUcd.

However, that ii not tu Iw wondiTcd ut

Hon. gentlemen opposite will bu {uuiid to br
conaistent chiefly in their inconiiiHti'iicy.

Speaking in the debate in lOUt), the hon.
member (or Wc»t Kliiin (Mr. Crothrrs),
referring to the Depart iiient of Marine and
Fisheries, said:

It woald be nnreaKonnblo to find fault with
tho ninivter or the goTirntnent if the minis-
ter, on asrertainInK tli>- wrnnK-doinir. or at
the time when he >lioulil hav« aoci-rtainiHl it

with nrdiiiar." vigiliinci.. had diDmiicMl the
wrong-do«r sud Duuixhnl liim a.o the law pro-
vides.

Ami yet, in the prestenL instance, for hav-
ing dona tlie very thing that llie huii.

member for West Klgiii indicated, the gov-
feinment is now brought tu buuk by the
hon. member for Eaut Hustings (Mr. Nortli-

rup), who I have no doubt will expect liij

political friends and associates to support
him in presenting this motion. I do not know
whether it is too much to expect, but.
having regard to consi.ttency I might be
pardoned for saying that the hon. member
for West Elgin at least should oppofe the
motion of the hon. member for East Has-
tings, and vote with this side of the House
because, in the present cas<>, I have fol-

lowed precisely the line he laid down in

1909 when discussing the affairs of the
Department of Marine and Fi?' "lies.

Let me run over some of citations

made by the hon. inemt .or East
Hastings in support of this m< a. and deal
briefly with certain arguments that he ad-

vanced in presenting them to the House.
Let me premise by pointing out that every-
thing the hon. gentleman has mentioned
in support of his motion has been taken
from the report wnich is before parliamont
or from the evidence adduced before tlie

Public Accounts Committee.

Mr. NORTHRUP. Quite incorrect.

Mr. MITRPHY. The hon. gentloiniin lias

announced nothing new. 1 made very full

notes of what he said. He did not menticm
n single thing with which 1 was not i

fectly familiar by reason of the facts oiivi-

ted in the inquiry into tho Department of

Printing and Station.iry. And, so far ns
that department is concerned, be did not
cite a single case requiring attention that
had not been attended to as a result of the
inquiry I conducted, beginning nearly two

years and a half ago. Into the affairs of that

department. At the outset, the hon. gentle-

ni >n propounded a question tu the right hon
Pr iiiu Miniater. He cited a number of

(li .'lis of eimimission and omission on th*

I
:irt of oflleials in the Printing Hureau, anil

askcil the Prime Minister whether, if he
['mill prove tliese thiiigs, the Priiiie Min-
iKlrr wuulii grant an inquiry. Mr. .Speaker,

tin- hon. "C'ltleman merely made n •iim-

nuiry of what I had brought out in tliiit

invi'Stigution. Ev^-ry word uttere.l was
t ui\ budiiy frem the report which has been
t foro parliament since NovemU'r last. I

cliullen:;e him or any other hon. u'entleniiui

on that aide to dispute my statement.

Mr. NORTHRtlP. Has the hon. geutli

man (Mr. Murphy) ever heard of the
.\uditor General's Report? I quoted very
fully from that.

Mr. MURPHY. 1 will

Auditor General's Report.
come to the

Mr. NORTHRL'P. The hon. gentleman
sliould nA make the itateuient he is mak-
ing.

JVIr. MURPHY. In making that state-

ment, I am supported by the fuels. J am
I'untining myself to Uie list of deeds of

commission and omission which was cited

by the hon. member at the beginning of

111.-) >>pi'ecli, when he propounded a ques-

tion to the Prime Minister, and asked him
to aay whether, if these things were proven,
he, the Prime Minister, would grunt an
inquiry. Ttiat is what I am dealing with,

and I repeat, in regard to that, that every
word uttered by the hon. member wu.-t found
in the rejmrt which has been before par-
iiument since November last. Therrfore.
how ridiculous it is on the ])art of the
hon. member to cite matters which uri' now
ancient history, to ri.'ie in this House ami
propound sucli a question to the Prime Min-
ister as if wliat he proposed to cite was
the result of lubours of his own and to ask
whether, in the event of bis being able to

prove the.ie things an inquiry would be
giunted. Why, all these things were proven
ill the course of my investigation. Tht,t is

the only way the hon. gentleman ki.^^w

about thciii. Nivi r by any industry or assi-

duity of his own could he have found them
out. He comes here and poses before you
ai.d the House, and cravely asks if an in-

quiry will lie cranted on these thinis being
pniven. Why, ,'^ir, not only have theso things

b>'en discovered, but the people L'uilty of

tliem have been [lunished, and the wrong
prnc ces that, prevailed in connection with

tlien. nave been stopped. There is absolutely

no support for the position taken by the hon.

member this afternoon except that indicate d

by the newspapers that support him namely.


