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Amendment negatived.
House again resolved itself into Committee of Sapply.
(In the Committee,) ) .
Oontingencies, Post Office and Finance Departments......$3,800

Mr. MULOCK, I made an enquiry a shor¢ time ago
from the Minister of Finance as to the deposits in the
Finance Department and Savings Banks exceeding $1,000.
The Minister stated that it would involve so much trouble
that he could not furnish the information immediately, but
he intimated that, if the guestion had referred to the end
of the financial year instead of the year ending on the 3lst
Deo!tpber, the information could be foraished. If I put a
question in that form, could I get the information desired?

Mr. MoLELAN. Yes. I willget the information.

Mr. MULOCEK. Will it
question 9%t psporl? it be necessary for me to put the

Mr. MoLELAN. No, I will take 5 note of it.
Oivil SBervice Board of Exeminerss, $¢....cuw cveseen.$7,500

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is an increase
here of about $1,600. What is that for ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Last year we inoreased the salaryof

the commissioners $300 & piece, making $900. As b0 the

rest, we have taken the amwm increase -Of iowus
zwm, amonnting 16 about ‘or $706, making the
1,600, vér, 1 think we might teduoe the fom, as 1

think $1,000 inorease will be suffivient to meet the reguire.

| ments,

Salaries for Board of Examiners, &c., under the Oivil _
Bervice Act . $1,000 .

Mr, MULOOK. Last year when the House was ‘sslred
to vote the sam of $6,00u, I understood the Secretaty -of
State to assure the House that the item would not i
to be increased ; and now we are saked to increase it by
$1,000. It was pointed out in committee last year that an
inorease would inevitably follow by adopting what was calied
on this side of the House a very vicious system. Now, just
what was anticipated has happened, and I presume this
vote will need to be increased each year. I would ask the
Secretary of State what is the cause of this increase ? Is it
because the work has increased ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. One of the great reasons is this: At
the next examination we shall have over 700 candidates
instead of the 350 we had last, and it takes, for the stationery
alone, the increased sum we have asked for. If we can
rednce it we will do 80, but [ do not think we can. I may
add that we expeot that this increased apm will be more
than half compensated by the fees that will be paid by the
candidates, We do not take the fees into the account,
because they go into the Consolidated Revenue Fund. I may
say that this $1,000 is only the larger number caleulated
for the next examinsgtion. ‘

Mr, MULOCK. It increases the salary of ¢ath examiner
to the extent of $300.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We cannot help that.

Mr. MULOCK. I understend it is expected that there
will be 700 candidates examined for this money.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yos, in the month of May next.

Mr, MULOCK. And if there is the same mumber in
the fall, there will be 1,400 papers to be read by each
examiner.

Mr. CHAPLEAU, Yes, perhaps so. After the next
examination I expect there will have been over 1,600 per-
sons who will have passed the qualifying examination.
But I think we may reduce the examinations to one eseh
year, which will reduce the number of applicants.

Mr. BLAKE. The woods are full of them.

Mr. MULOCK. 1 am glad that the Secretery of State
has become a convert to that view. Last yesr he took the
opposite ground. Last year there were in ali four examin-
ations, two fixed examinations and some supplementary
ones for the lame fallows.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. 1 have been speaking of promotion
examinmtions,

Mr. MOLOCK. There were examinations, too, for per-
sons who failed in the original examinations. It isjust what
was anticipated. We told the Seoretary of State year
that he would be asking for more money this year, I told
him he was inducing young men to go into this vicious
system of applying for publio situations, and he now admits
it, but if he is going to reduce the number of examinations
to one each year, he will find that the number of candidates
will be less; and if we adopt that system it is not mecessary
to increase the sataries,

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We thought we would provide for
350 on the average, but we shall have 700 at the mext
exsmination. 1t is & necessary expense, and I repest that
it will be more than covered by the fees of $2 that each
man will pay. Tho salaries of the exsminers were 300
loaat your, wnd now they will be $600.
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