
the (ovrrnmrnt. and it wm propiMrct the Drparttnrnt o( Juttice wouUI
\<r divMl«<l Thrt prufntitioni, in a modified lorm, arc now btfor*
I',irlianH:nl. under the auapicen oJ my honorable friend, the Miniater at

Juatire .... They will r> out with the (kivernment, and they will b«
political peraoniges a* much ai if they were memtiera of the Cabinet."

Si« KiruARD CAiTWWciHT.—The honourable gentleman pHrticularly

intinuited that it wa» his wiih to promote riaing talent and give the young
men a ihanre. In that I entirely concur, (or my part. I have alwaya
»x-lieved that i( wan a ilefect in our nyiitem, teeing that younger memheri
o; either |>olilical party could har«lly expert to reach on one Imund, the
po«,iic<n of Cabinet Miniatem, that they had practically no opportunity
to M'\-' yn apprenticeship which would have lieen of great value to them,
and tlM. give the Prime Minister an opportunity of aacertaining how far

they were fitted to fill the more important oflfices .... I may remind
the Houe that what I proposed at the lime the First Minisfir alluded to,

was a reduv'ion of the numh»T of Cabinet Ministers, ftjni thirteen or

fourteen, as they ^re now, tii a very mur! Hmallcr numlier, and giving
them pernument umler «.^rrfaries. That ».is my pro|>(>silion. I think
that thirteen or fourtMn ?1intoi«ra arc too graat number for
thto country

Sir John A. Macdonald, later in the debate said:

—

"We desire to have a Minister of Trade and Commerce whose atten-

tion will not lie given to mere pound-shillinxH-and-pence matters, which
belong to the duties of the Minister of Finance, but whOM mind will

be devoted to contlderint the varloua meaiu of developing and
citendlng, and protecting our commerce."

As I read the debates, his idea was concurred in by Sir

Richard Cartwright. The latter certainly was emphatic on the
fact that large cabinets were a mistake.

Honourable Members will see that it was the opinion of

the Leader of the government and the Leader of the opposition

of thirty years ago, that a small Cabinet was desirable. The
tendency of events has been to have Cabinets constantly enlarge
in numbers, and that tendency will increase as the duties of

government l)ecome more multifarious. Nothing in the course
of oMr constitutional development has secured the division of

the work into its two pha.ses, the shaping of policy, or, to use

Sir John Macdonald's phrase, suggestive work and administrative

duties, although not only in thiscouniyf -tin Great Britain, there

has existed "the proved impracticabi' ' devoting the necessary

time to thinking out organization and preparation for action in

the mere interstices of the time required for the transaction of

business."

We caii now pass to the administ. \tive side of the functions

of the government, viz.: the efficient carrying out of policy,
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