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1 amn well pleased that that is flot MY
position. It would be ail right if I drove him
arouud in my car andi took my hat off to hlm
as I came in, and told him what a fine fellow
he was.

Hon. Mr. LACASSE: And gave him an
apple.

Hon. Mr. IROEBUCK: Yes, and gave him
the teachar's red apple. If I were the "teacher's
pet" I certainly wou]d be considered the most
efficient feliow around when lie made lis
report; but heaven help me if 1 orossed him
ini bis whims. I do flot want to atta ck the
heads of the departments. They are usualiy
fair, but they are also hum-an. I do not wish
to repeat the chit-chat of civil servants but
I kxaow that 1 wouid not be prepared to place
ail of tbemi in the hands of departmental
heads.

I have flot changed my mmnd at ail, even
after hearing the very able address in support
of this bill. This is just a case of pure, simple,
unaduiterated pushing out of the older men
s0 that the morale of the younger men may
ba improved.

Hon. WISHART McL. ROBERTSON:
Honourable senators, I should like to say a
word or two on the point stressed by the
honourable senator from Toronto-Trinity ini
connection with the latter which the
honourable senator from De Salaberry (Hon.
Mr. Gouin) presanted on behaif of the Civil
Service Federation of Canada. Last night the
seconder of the motion asked me what wus
the view of civil servants in regard to thi8
proposai and, as honourable senators wili
recail, I had to frankly admit that I did not
know. Ail I could say was that I lad received
no representation against it, and that if the
opportunity arose it would be oniy proper for
me to place before the bouse an intelligent
answer to that question. I therefore asked my
honourabie friend from De Salaberry to get
aIl the information he could on the subject.
As a resuit this letter was submitted for con-
sideration. Whatever may be the motive of the
civil service is for thom to decide. We are only
seeking to supply the Senate with an answer
te, this question.

Hon. Mr. ROEBUCK: Will the honourable
sanator permit me to say that if le is under
the impression that my remarks were criticism
of either himsalf or tha honourable senator
from De Salaberry, I wish to correct that
impression.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: I appreciate that.

Hon. Mr. ROEBUCK: You not only did
thc proper thing, but you supplied the Senate
with valuable information.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: I think the ho-
ourabie senator from De Saiaberry (Hon. Mr.
Gouin) pointad out that there were differences
of opinion as to what the permissive retire-
-ment age should ha. The report of the Gordon
Commission advocated one thing, fhe par-
liamentary committee had other ideas and the
advisory committea had stili further sugges-
tions. My honourable friand (Hon. Mr.
Roabuok) bas takan a spacific paragraph
fromn a latter writtan by the Civil Service
Fadaration and lias suggested that the pro-
posed lagislaf ion is based on it. That letter
was writtan only yesterday, and it is too
ridiculous for words that my honourabla friend
should- prasent sudh an argument. I hava
no doubt that this legislation was introduced
only after taking fIhe recommandation of
the p'arliamantary cominittea into considra-
tion, and, for my friand to suggest that what
is containcd in ths paragrapli was the motive,
is a ridiculous statement.

Hon. Mr. ROEBUCK: I do not think that
that word is exactiy .parliamentary.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: I shall withdraw
it, and say that it saems to be an unreason-
alte stafement.

I want to refer to another point. The
governniant balievas that this legisiation
would be advantagaous to the public service.
It would not resuit in a Ieavy drain upon
the superannuation fund, and would prasant
an opportunîty for retirement in instances
whera ratiremant is dasirabia from the point
of view of the service. I hardly think the
'honourable senator from Toronto-Trinity is
fair in pouring sucb scorn on fIhe ambitions
of Young people.

Hon. Mr. ROEBUCK: I did not pour
scorn on the ambitions of Young people.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: I think that
Young men in the service who dasire t0 ha
promotad and those outsida who would like
to ha appointed to the service bava a par-
fectiy legitimaf a ambition, and why it should
ha regardad as something unworthy of tlaim I
cannot understand. I fail to sea how tIe bill
would injure anyone, and I should think it
would ha likely to contribufa t0 tIe efficiancy
of the public service.

If saems te me, honourable senators, that
there are amîple reasons why the amandment
of the lionourabie senafor from Toronto-
Trinity should not ha adopted.


