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than it is in Canada. Do we want our peni-
tentiary administration to become more corrupt
in Canada than it is in the United States?
Do we want it to become more inefficient?
If we do, says the national secretary of this
torganization, then ail we have to do is to
adopt this legisiation. Thirdly, Mr. Knowles
asks what the resuits will be. H1e says the i-e-
sults will be that prison guards will be chosen
as a reward for political services by those
locally in charge of patronage, and that guards
so chosen, owing to graf t and inefficiency,
weakness and loss of morale, wilI become a
burden to the penitentiaries rather than a
help; moreover, there will be wholesale dis-
missals on every change of government, and
the extravagance and added cost will ba paid
by the people of Canada. Surely if these
statements are sound we do not want to add
to the cost of govarnment in this country to
any greater degree.

May I before closing put before the housa
the point of view of General Hughes, at one
tima superintendent of penitentiaries. Ganeral
Hughes was a witness before tihe Spinnay
committee in 1921, and at page 234 of the
report of týhat committee it is stated that hie
emphatically opposed the suggestion. At
page 243 hie is .reported as having said:

We have got away fromn politieal appoint-
ments, tbank goodness, and we are getting into
our service men who in years to corne will be
a cradit to the institution.

General Hughes, then, is of the opinion
apparently that if we take the course we are
about to adopt to-day we are doing something
that will not be creditable to -the country.
Then the Prime Minister (Mr. Bennett), the
leader of the government of whi-ch my hon.
friand opposite is a responsible minister, has
something to say on this question. What
does the right h'on. gentleman say? On
May 8, 1928, as reported at page 2775 of
iHansard, speaking against a measuire of this
-chai-acter, hae said:

It means the racurrenca of the patronage
system, whxch should not be tolerated in this
,country. It is nlot conducive te good service,
-or to the publie weal. While there have been
rnany defects in conneetion wjth the administra-
tion of the civil service, the fact, is that it is
a great advance over anything we have here-
tofore had in this country. We protest against
any eff ort baing made to return to the old
,condition of patronage.

That is the point of view of the present
Prime Minister, and we have also the, opinion
of the present Minister of Trade and Com-
merce (Mr-. Stevens) as reported in Hansard
of May 15, 1928, at page 3017-18:

Undoubtedly the patronage system. had more
evil attached to it th-an merit. Appointrnents
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under the patronage systamn are made for the
purpose--I think I can put it sirnply and
pl'ainly--of giving jobs to those who are in
favour with the rninistry of the day, whatever
rnînistry it is. . . . I arn opposed to this bill
to the axtent that it departs from the principle
of appointrnent by the Civil Service Commis-
sion.

Lastly, may I put on record the opinion of
the right hon. gentleman (Mr. Mackenzie
King), who now leads is Majesty's loyal
opposition in this b.use of Commons. On
May 2, 1921, speaking against the Spinney bill,
which aimed at exempting a portion of the
outside service fromn the provisions of the
Civil Service Act, the right hion, gentleman
said:

It is a step entirely in the wrong direction.
Well, if the Spinney bill of twelve years ago

was than a step in the wrong direction the
principle of this bill is equally so to-day. We
have the views of these leaders of public
opinion which I have quoted, and I think it
would be well for us to take their advice. If
we followed their opinions 'we would scrap
this piece of lagislation now before the house
and see to it that the appointmaents I bave
mentioned should come under the provisions
of the Civil Service Act, thareby insuring to
this country, so far as our penitentiaries are
concerned, mnen who will know their duty and
and do it in a way that will be a cradit to
the dominion.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE PERLEY (Argen-
teuil): May I say to my bion. friend fromn
North Battleford (Mr. Mclntosh) and to my
hon. friand from Ottawa (Mr. Chevrier) that
there is no intention whatever of returning
to the system. of political patronage in a
general way. This government is just as
much ini favour of appointments being made
througb tha Civil Service Commission on
menit as my hion, fiends opposite can possibly
be, but this is a peculiar situation. All that
the Minister of Justice is asking the bouse
to agree to is that the appointment of
guards and officers of our penitentiaries shaîl
be made practically in the saine way as is
the salection of constables for the mounted
police force.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: This is going
away beyond that.

Sir GEORGE PERLEY: That is the in-
tant of this act, and the Minister of Justice
might repeat to my hon. friand fromn North
Battieford the opinion which hie bas alraady
given on this subjeet. The salection of
guards for the penitentiarias under the Civil
Service Commission bas not been a succass.
In my opinion, they should ha selez.ted as
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