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nay have been hasty. I do not say it
was. But what I want to call attention to-
is that whether his judgment was right o
wrong. there was nothing to show that he
had been influenced by political consider-:
ations in this mattcr.

Mr. SCTHERLAND. I wish to say. on:
the line of iny leader, that if cases of this
Kind where ihe facts have Dbeen clearly
preven, are to be hrought up in this House'!
cen the allegation that political consider-
ations have influenced the action of the
Minister, it will be impossible to go on with
the publie business. Is no attention to be
paid to complaints, whiech. in this case,
were nade by opponents of the Government,
without charges been made against friends
of the Government of partisanship in trying :
to secure dismissals. I de not believe there
is a person in this House listening to this
discussion but must have honestly come to
the conclusion that the people who asked
for the change in this post oflice were Con-
servatives, and Conserviatives of the clearest
stripe.  These people were dissatisfied with
the management of this post office and ask-.
¢d to have a change made.  The hon. mem-;
ber for Victoria (Mr. Prior) says that this-
man was a very active opponent of his. an
active Liberal who not only talked against
the late Government, but being 2 man who
could wield his pen and wrote able articles’
in condemnation of that Government. It.
must appear strange to any hLonest man
tlat charges of political influence in the
action of the department should be based’
ipon such a case. [ think that when the
hen, member for ‘Toroato (Mr. Oslev) looks
at these faets his indignation will seeila
somewhat amusing to himself, If com-
plaints such as were made in this case.
when taken notice of by the deparrment, |

were always to give risc to charges of poli-.
tical partisanship m the administration, ithe !
work of the depariment could not be carvie-i
on at all. I think it is to the injury of ali:
the dgpart:ments of the ¢ivil service that the
time of the Hous? should be taken up by |
soch trivial and ridiculous nonsense as we !

hiave heard in regard to this case. Who ars |
most to be eonsidered in cases of this kind ¢
Surely the people Does my hon. friend:
who brouzht up this matter say that the]
friends of his party living in tbat district |
gre not respectable people, or that when
they sent this petition to the Postmaster!
General they did not wish that petition to |
be granted ? The small revenue derived ;

from this office could not make it an object |

to any person to receive the appointment.
It is perfectly clear that this change was
made out of regard to the petition of re-
spectable citizens living in that district. and
for no other reason ; and I am surprised to
hear the hon. meoeinber for Toronto. after
hearing the discussion here to-day, making
the statement he did with regard to the ac-
tion of the Administration. Every fair-

, action
‘missing this lady from office beecause char-
.es had been submitted against her.
‘he failed to tell us that. though these char-

i proven.

minded man on this side of the House, and
Mr. LAURIER.

Liberals nct holding seats in the House,
have been anxious that men holding posi-
tions in the service should npot be interfered
with without cause.

Mr. McCLEARY. Beamsville post office.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I <ay that, and 1
say it without fear of contradiction. I say

~further. that we have reason te complain.
from a party standpoint, of the a<dministra-

tion of this Government., so anxious have
they been to deal in the most liberal man-
ner with the otfice holders of this country.
But it is ridiculous to say that. when a

-charge of misconduet is brought against an
“othicial, tha department is to take no notice
~¢f it under penalty of being misrepresented
by statements such as that of the hon. mem-

ber for York (Mr. Foster) that insinuations

“were made that were never made or intend-

od to be made. I think that fair-minded
men on the otaer side of the House must
say that the Postmaster General did per-
fectly right in listening to the petition of

“the people who asked them for a change in

this post office.

Mr. MeCLEARY. While the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Sutherland) whe has just taken

“his seat may charge that thisx matter which
"has been biought before the House is of no
cconsequence, amd to him it is of no conse-

quence, bat it is of consequence to the

widow who has been deprived of that office.

The hon. gentleman coltends that no ques-

i tion should be raised in the House as to the

of the Postmaster General in dis-

But

ges were submitted. none of them were
Will he. as a fair-minded man. as

ta man who has a reputation in his own pro-

vince for frankness, say that it is fair. hon-

rourable or decent for the Postmaster Gen-
reral to dismiss this lady from her position
‘without charges made against her having

been proven * But while we are on this
question. before the resolution now hefore

ithe House is voted upon. I have a matter in
:which the Postmaster General is interested,
‘that T would like to bring before his notice

and before the attention of the House.

Mr. SPEARER. It will be necessary for
all hon. gentlemen taking part in this de-
bate to confine themselves to the question
which is raised by the hon. member whe
moved the adjournment, that is to say. the
dismissal of the postmaster at Northfield. It
is impossible to go into a general discussion
of dismissals. ’

Mr. MeCLEARY. I was just going to
give an illustration of the way the Post-
master General administers his department.
I presumed, being a new member of the
House, that I was within my right.

Mr. SPEAKER. The illustration should
be very brief, indeed.



