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.- Be Loy as naberdial to this report, the aotion wae
brougnt by the personal represcnbtatives of civilian caploy~- |
Ges against Cammell, L&J“d and Co. , Limited, the builders of |
the svbmarine n;t:s, 50 recover damages in respect of the
death of thosc emplc oyees_n tho disaster which ocnur“ed to
the Thetie on June lat, 1939,

tha gourse of pwocucdirgs 2 list of documents of
Wthu ~n530~..  wes required by the pla:ntl”fs was sub-
mitted by the defendants' soliclitors to ths W;lSu Lord of
the Admiraliy, who direccted the solicitors to refuse to
produce them on the ground that the production of the doc-
unents would be prejndicial to the publie inte anl;

The Lord Chancellor stated that the question could
only arlise where a subpoena was issued to a Minister or

duce a docunent, or Waere the Crown inter-
etween privsbse individuals to secure that
g0 £ ong of the litigents shouid 10T b

Veneo.., ':.v,.l a s91t b
documents in the handse
be produced.

It was held that the principle to be epplied in every
case was that documents otherwise relevant and liable to
production must not be produced if the public interest re-
quircd that they should be withheld That testb might be
found tc be satisfied either (a) bJ having regard to the
coAUJn*o of the particular document or (b) by the fact that
the document belonged 4c a class which, on grounds of public
interest, must as a class be withheld from produciion.
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The guesti.
tion of a docum
Court as conclusive, or whether there were circumstances in
which the Judge Dhculd lock at the documents before ruling as
to their yjaductiwn;

n arose as to whether objection to produc-
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O
e ﬁ by a Minisver sihould be treated by the
ugl

The essential matter was that the decislon to object
should be *takcen by the Minister who was the poelitical head of
the department, and that he should have seen and considered
the contents of the documents and himself have formed the

‘vliew that on grounds of public interest they ought not be

Produced, elther because of their actual cont2nis or because
of the class of documents——for example, depar.:enital minutes—-
%0 which *they belonged,
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he practice in Beotland, &8s in England, mﬁghu have
Varwea. hut the spproved practice in both countries was to
treat a Mini st@r;al objection taken in proper form as cone-
clusive. The rule that the interest o £ the State must not

be put in jeopardy by producing documents which would injure
it was a principle to be observed in administering justice,
quite unconnected with the interests or claims of the partic-
Ular perties in litigation, und indeed was a rule on which the
Judige should, if necessary, insist, even though no chiection
was talkon at all, :
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