
bon,. f riend has moved for the papers and they excedt Fredericton and Sherbrooke?
Welin they come down I will have an oppor- St. Thomas was not a city office. Brantford
tunity of seeing them and will ascertain and Gaît were not city offices.
from the Postmaster General his reasons for
this change. I cannot speak at this moment Hon. Mr. MILLS-But they are cities.
011 that subject, becauseJ am not conversant Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-J
with it. do fot sa they are fot cities. There are

lion. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL- towns where the revenues are larger than
The hon. gentleman is made conversant with ln some of the cities. I admit that, but
the Order in Council, and the recommenda- that is not the point. The hon. gentleman
tiO and other facts connected with the rea- confined his criticism exclusive'y to those
Son why the course was adopted. I offices which were under the systen of per-

e could, with the same industry and desire, centage instead of taking the cities which
other.compared, and which 1 complained were notObtain the other.

re(luced. If the lion. gentleman would re-
11011. Mr. MILLS-I just looked at the duce the other cities and degrade them likefigures whichî were here before me in the Belleville, and place them as towns, 1 would

Paper. I have never considered the sub- not find fault. I stated that distinctl andject.y Ject. plainly, and I say that the hion. gentleman

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL- was extremely unfair when he said was
14ight I ask what newspaper that was? speaking in defence of the old system, when

1 studiously explained to the House that I
Hon. Mr. MILLS-I will send it over to, was not, and that I would approve of any

rny hon. friend. It is the Daily Ontario. system that might be adopted that would

on. Sir ACKENZE BOWELLthe expenditure. can cone to only-1a,1 repituaCKioîî ofEL -I the one conclusion, and that is that hiesa recapitulatio n of the Postniaster Gen- se]ected Belleville because it wasa Conserva-
l's letter. I have no desire to continue tive city- and if he did not, why did he not

hisicussioni further than to point out tiis. take the others? These facts were before
act, that the cities to which the hon. Min- hiin. He knew just as well that the other

'ster of Justice referred, and from which he small cities under the Civil Service Actwere
drew his comparisons, were never placed more expensive than Belleville, and why didUnder the Civil S -rvice Act, and conse- he not apply the saine rule to them It is
. ently they were not analogous in the posi- unfair for the hon. gentleman to attrihute"In', that they held ; lie did not refer either to me sentiments which I did not entertain,

to the cost of the city of Belleville post office when, on the contrary, I distinctly approved
compared with the cost of other cities to of the Postmaster General's policy, and onlywhich I referred exclusively. I pointed out blamed him for having failed to apply it

nl my emarks ail that the hon. gentleman generally.
as said, that the towns cost less than theCities. Whatever responsibility and wrong The motion was agreed to.Wa done when placing Belleville or anyOther city under the Civil Service Act, is DUTY ON TIMBER AND SHINGLES.one for which the late governient nust beQhed responsible. I do not deny anything
Stat kind. But the hon. gentleman was H(

hxceedingly unfair in the manner in which
de put the case. I stated positively and inquireistnetly that I did not object or find fault Has the attenti)n of the government been directedWihte POlicY whichi had been adpe yto ' ineinorial oft# cr f Trade of Vancotiver,
the peplcwhchabenadopted by SBritish Columibia, with reference ito the impoiation
e staster General, in reducing am hings free f duty, and is it

pity office to a town office, but Ithe intention to impose a duty thi year oom timr
Plain that that policy has been confined to and ghingles?
0y flity alone, while other cities represented He said: The last part of the questiongenLiberals were not touched, and the hon. may be one of the sequels attached to the
genItîe6,an said that other cities were repre- annual budget. but seeing it is an article of8ntecj bY Conservatives. What cities are conmodity fH M ree of duty, and not anythig
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