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that they are to be pampered by society or Mr. WOOD (Brockville). I wish to ask
the curled darlings of fashion. The hon. the lion. MInDster of Militia whether his îe-
Minister himself, who is a man of university puty made a report in this case, as required
training, and who knows something of logie, by subseetion 3 of section 37 of the Civil
knows that if a mian gives a reason for a Service Act ?
proposition which he lays down, and that! The MINISTER OF MILITIA ANDreason is found not to exist, the proposition DEFENCE. He did.falls completely. He laid down the proposi-
tion that this man should receive $2.400, and Mr. WOOD (Brockville). Let me readl this
the reason he gave was, that the cost of liv- for the benedlt of the committee:
ing in Ottawa was great. I am sure that at The Gâvernor in Council may, without refer-
Kentville, save in apples, the cost of living eace to the age A the person, if the head of the
Is as great as it is in Ottawa, and the ho- department concur In such report, select and
gentleman is not Justified in giving -this man appoint such person as is deemed best fitted
$600 more than he would to any other good to fil the vacancy, subject to such examination
accountant. The hon. gentleman advanced as Is suggeste- in the report.
another reason, and 'it was a lame and lui- That report would not be complete, in my
potent one. He said that this man was a judgment, unless an examinattion of some
brother of an hon. member here. What do kind had been suggested in it by the deputy
we care about that ? It is not the principle head. Then if the deputy head did suggest
of this Opposition, I eau tell hlm, to place an examination, the head of the department
men in the publie service merely because must have ignored the suggestion, inasmuch
they happen to be relatives of prominent as we have been Informed by the hon. Min-
politicians. He says some Conservat'ives did ister that no examination was held. With
it. The more shame to the Conservatives, regard to the contention of the hon. Min-
if they did it. We who are in this Opposi- ister that the position is a technical one
tion do not justify any Conservative Minis- within the meaning of the Act, I must say
ter who may have taken relatives into lis that I never heard any more absurd con-
offieee; and I echo what the ex-Minister or tention put forward. It simply means
Finance said, that, above all, to take into that the Government tmay ignore every Une
the responsible accountant's office a near and section of the Act. The existence of a
relative of the Minister, is utterly unjusti- society of chartered accountants is no rea-
fiable. Why, Sir, a thing like that. but not son why the members of thait society should
so flagrant or hlenlous, drove one of the be placed on the status of a profession. They
greatest la xyers that ever sat on the English are not a profession in (the sense of the Civil
woolsack, Lord Iligh Chancellor Westbury, Service Aet or in the sense that members
from office, and the other day, in France, of ·the other professions are, which are char-
a man high In political life was driven tered by Aet of Parlimnent. Il have not
from his position because he was guilty heard any argument put forward that will
of nepotism. The people of Canada want jurtify thls most extraordinary poceeding.
to see the same high standard intro- Assuming that the qualifitions for this
duced into our publie life that exists lu Eng- position are technîeal, withiu the meaning
land. where we have the august niother of of the Aet, and assuming that a professional
parliaments, on which our own is modelled ; aecountant should be appointed to take the
and so long as I sit ln this House, I will place of the old and experienced official who
protest in the strongest terms J eau against preceded him, ·there is nothing in that con-
thrusting on the puCblle service men because tention to justify this Government ln ap-
they happen to be relatives of the Ministers. pointing as dhief clerk a new man wlth a
If the salaries of the Ministers are not high salary of $2,400, or the full maximum of that
enough-and I think they are not-let us office. That cannot be justified. In 1895 my
raise them; but let us not do it an under- hon. friend beside me (Mr. Wallace) appoint-
hand way by appointing relatives of the ed to the office of accountant of the Cus-
Ministers te office. The Minister adds $600 toms Department a gentleman with every
to the $1,800 of the late accountant, and he technical knowledge requIred dn order to
superannuates hUm at $1,680. This is equal keep the books of that most Important fInan-
to 33à of the statutory increases ; and then cial department perhaps in the whole Gov-
he thas the equivalent of 12 statutory in- ernment, lu so far as the keepIng of books
creases given to 'the man who comes iln, so Is concerned-in which $20,000,000 a year
that you have 45à statutory Inereases swal- have to be aecounted for in one way or an-
lowed up ln this one's man's case. So that, other--and that gentleman received a salary
while they are boasting, and 'boasting hypo- of $1,650, and has gone on relying upon the
critically, of their economy In refusing the statuto.ry increase as the only addItion to
statutory ucreases. in this one case-and It Is hs salary. The position of accountant to
part and parcel of their whole policy-they the Department of Inland Revenue, perhaps,
add on a burden ito rthe public Treasury equal requires more technical qualifieation than
4o 45 àstitutory lureases. For that reason, even that of customs, and I venture to say
I move Uthat the amount placed In this Item that no gentleman who has not experience
over and against the accountant shall be re- in the methods of bookkeeping In that
duced by $600. branch of fUe service culd take bis place,

Mr. DAVIN.
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