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They can get it elsewhere, and they are
tempted to leave the service, 88 in many
instances they have dome. Umder these
circumstances the government huve thouvght
it beat that they should bring back again
that class of third-class clerks who sare
. called junior second-class clerks under this
Bill. Practicelly it is a renewal of the
third-class clerkships in order that we may
be able to retain the services of young men
and women who are best equipped for the
public service, best fitted to do the work
eficiently, and who could not expect to be
given second-class clerkshipz at 81,100 a
year. ‘There Is 8§ wide difference between
3620 and $1,100 a year, and there is abun-
dant roomn for the adequate paRyment of
eficlent men and women in the service
between these figures. My hon. friend has
ggked : Where are these protestations of
the desire to make the public service less
expensive which we expressed when we
were in opposition ? My hon. friend re-
ceived an answer to & very considerable
extent, when, a few weeks ago, an hon.
genileman on this side of the House, agked
& comparison in certain departments of the
public gervice of the expenditure upon
these departments to-day &and the ex-
penditure before we came into office.
The angswers to these questioms show, that
in thiee or four departments, although the
service i3 much lerger and more onerous
than in 1895, the actual expenditure on c¢lvil
government is less than it was in 1898.
That is the way we try to fulfll the pro-
mises we made when in opposition. I do
not think that it would be wise to adopt the
suggestion of the bhon. gentleman (Mr.
Foster), to appoint more gecond-class clerks,
so as to give them the promotion they may
feirly expect.

Mr. FOSTER. I did not advocatz that.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURR, If
you did not advocate that, do you mesan
to say that all theee writers should be kept
for ever as writers, and only be promeoted
&3 there i8 & vacancy in the second clazs ?

Mr. FOSTER. What else do you want
to promote them for ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. So
as 1o keep them in the zervice.

Mr. F'OSTER. You know it I8 very easy
to keep your service sufficiently fliied up.

The MINISTER OF AQGRICULTURE.
We are doing that, but officient men will
not stay in the service at $609.

Mr. FOBTHER. Let them go clsewhers.
The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURS.
And you wouid lose the best men you have.
Mr. POSTER. No, you wcauld not, you
alweys have plenty. :
Myr. FISHER.

The BMINISTER OF AGRICULTURRE.
You will have plenty of an ineficlent char-
acter.

Mr. FOSTHER. Not at ail
have left ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
One left in my own department last year.

Mr. FOSTER. That ig a very large pro-
portion.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
There are 2 large number of these tem-
porary clerks, who have told me that unp-
less some such indveement is held out %o
them they will not stay in the service.

Mr. FOSTER. Let them go.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Yes, and the result wouid be that you would
have nobody In the service that would be
thoroughly eficient. If we are to retain
the best men in the service we must give
them promotion, and if we do not do that we
will be driven to create more seccend-class
clerks, Since I have been in the depart-
ment I bave been more and more convinced
that the repeal of the Act in 1895 was s
mistake. I believe the government were
actusted with very proper motives &t the
time, but it certalzly did not make the im-
provement that wag expected.

Mr. MONTAGUZ. What does the present
law prevent the minister dolng, except ap-
pointing & lot of raw men permanently in
the service. If you have a speclal reason
you can make 8 second-class clerk now, and
if there iz a vacancy you can promote a
man. The Bl of 1885 was to prevent the
appointment of inexperlenced mea permas-
nently in the service, and tbis Blll will en-
able you to do that.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
And the hon. gentleman suggests that in
order to prevent the best men leaving the
service we should create more second-ciass
clerkshnips ?

Mr. MONTAGUE. Not st all. Will the
minister tell me how many of sll the civid
eervan;s have left during the last three
years

The MINISTER
I cannot say exactly.

Mr. MONTAGUR. Well, that is very im-
pertiant, beeause the hon. gentleman founds
his argument upen . Who was the man
who had left in his depariment ?

The MINISTEBR OF AGRICULYURR.
He weas one of the assistant patent examin-
ers whom ¥ appoiutst,, and I gave him 3600
but X rould not keep bim,

Mr. MONTAGUR. Where did be go ?

How many
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