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information sent me by or on behalf of Mr. Bodwell. The

und on which I wished to attract the attention of the

ousa to this subject was that it scemed to me that in the
ings taken therc wasa very great departure from

the usual and the correct course. From what appeared in
the public press, I judge that some complaints were made
by some persons against Mr. Bodwell and forwarded to tho
hon. gentleman. It was porfectly correct that
the hon. Minister should take cognizance of any charges
made against a public officer, and if he thought, after
explanation had beon rendered, that they demanded investi-
gation, provide machinery for an investigation; but what
does appear to me very extraordinary—and I call the
attention of the First Minister to it, not in Mr. Bodwell's
interest, for the matter is past and done, but in the interest
of the public service generally-—was this: that the Commis-
sion being issued offering an opportunity to those persons
who had complained of Mr. Bodwell’s conduct to prosecute
their complaints, the Government thould, as the public
prints intimated that the Government did, retain a
prosecuting counsel to conduct the enquiry into charges
against their own servant. I do not think that that circum-
stance can have attracted the First Minister’s attention.
I do not mention it in order to make a point against the
Government, but rather with the view of having a settlo-
ment of what I think is a very important question, Now,
as I said, it appears from the evidence in the public prints,
that somebody or other was appointed a prosecuting counsel
to conduct the enquiry before the Commissioner. 1e called
witnesses. He called Mr. Bodwell himself, put him in the
box, examined, cross-cxamined, and examined him againin
the most severe manner with the view of proving out of his
own mouth that he was guilty of some offence or other; and
I presume, though I do not know, that these witnesses who
were summoned were summoned at tho expenso of
the Government, What docs that amount to? If
that course is to be pursucd, it establishes a general
course to be followed with reference to any
civil servant against whom charges may be mado

which the Minister thinks are worthy of enquiry. Now, it

seems to me there ought to be no obstruction to enquiry
in{o such charges, that the Minister ought to submit them
to the officer, obtain the officer’s declaration with such cor-
roborative evidence as tho officer can give, and, if after
looking at the two sides of the question, he thinks there is
something to investigate, he should put the matter into
a train of enquiry ; but I do think that the civil servant is
entitled to have it said that the Crown should not prosecute
that enquiry. I think those who made the charge should
have an opportnnity of comirg before the tribunal, repre-

sented by counsel, if counsel be required. The civil sorvant :

should be equally entitled to have himself defended by
counsel from his point of view, and the Government should
stand entirely neutral between the accuser and the accused,
not lending a helping hand to protect its officer from inves-
tigation, but not lending cither a helping bhuand to further
the efforts of the prosecution. I think the Government
should stamd in that independent position, secing that no
injustice is done, in the conduct of the transaction to either
side. If, as stated in the Opposition prints, the Government
appointed a prosecuting counsel, the enquiry was turned into
a Government prosecution. I submitto the judgment of the
First Minister whether that is a wise, just and proper way of
dealing with the public service. 1 should be the last to
defend Mr. Bodwell, or any®one else, from proper investiga-
tion, but I think the Government ought to occupy the position
Ihave intimated in regard to those matters, and not assume
the position of prosecuting counsel. The expenses of the pro-
secution were paid by the Government and Mr. Bodwell's
expenses also. I think it was very proper, if the Govern-
ment undertook to prosecute him, and -he was put to great
expense, and the prosecution failed, that the Government

should have paid his expenses; but the whole thing seems
to have procesded on a falso basis, in referonce to the par-
ticular to which I have referred. With reforenco to the
rosult, Mr, Bodwell having been, as I suppose, from the
{mblic prints, acquitted of theso charges—as from what

have read in the papers, he ought to have been—baving
been suspended as he was, and upon this I do not gresume to
offer an opinion—1I can see cases in which it would be proper
to suspend an officer—having boen, aftor suspension and ac-
quittal, restored to his office, ho is afterwards changed to
another place. Well, wo know what uso has been made of tho
Welland Canal, and of tho patronago of that canal in old
times, and it appeared to mo there has been a dead set against
Mr. Bodwell by those who made use of that canal patronage
in those old times; that there was a determination—I
do notsay on the part of the hon. gontleman—but on the part
of over zealous supportors of his to obtain control of the
patronage of the Welland Canal and use it as it was used in
formor days; and that having for this object, by this Com-
mission and prosecution, assailed Mr. Bodwell, and he having
i been acquitted and restored, pressure was brought to bear
on the Minister of a kind which I presume obliged him to
make a transfer. If that transfen was made upon the
grounds the hon. gentlemen states, T am not to sit in
tjudgment upon it and condemn it, because, a3 I have just
"admitted, he might have been convinced that Mr, Bodwell
ithough not guilty upon this chargoe, and being a man of
 high integrity, was yet not competent to fill thisoffice. I
‘; should be very much surprised if that was the rosult. Butit
|is satisfactory to know that the Minister of Railways and
iCanals gives high testimony to his character, because
“every one of us who knows him will be convinced that ho
. is a person of high integrity and unblomished charactor
‘quite fit, in my opinion, to fill a high offico in
| tho public service. Unless his removal was justifiablo, it
was a dangerous infraction of the independenco
of the Civil Service, because you may compel a man to
taccept an office in British Columbin, very much inferior,
rolatively to the one ho held in the province in which ho has
always resided, and ho may boe obliged to accept yonr pro-
_posal and keep his mouth shut—to make no complaint for
fear a worse thing may yet come. Idonot know if that was
'so in this casc—butif so, it would be akort of punishment,
"a course of conduct with reference to a civil servant, wholly
unjustifiable, to say, I transfor you from the Welland Canal
; to British Columbia, npon those terms. There are circum-
' stances which might justify it, and if the Minister’s judgment
is justified by the ovidence, thut will, of course,
'sustain this transaction. Buat it dooes seom to me to be
| rather a determination on the part of friends of the Minister
that Mr. Bodwell should cease to be Superintendent of the
Welland Canal, which has led to his transfer from the
honorable and important position he held to the much less
valuable and pleasant position to which he has been removed.

Sir JOHNP A. MACDONALD. My hon. friond says
he regrets that the Minister of Railways made the romarks
we have heard with rogard to Mr. Bodwoll, before the
papers were brought down. I think that my hon.
friend is not open to any attack on this ground. Ilad
the hon. gentleman, who moved this resolation, con-
fined himself to the papers they might have been granted
without remarks. But ho made a spcech on the occasion,
and challenged the removal of a public officer from one
place to another, arguing thatif he was blameworthy, he
ought to have been dismissed altogether. Now, I happen
to know,from Mr. Bodwell himself,thatit was made at his sug-
gestion, and that he is perfectly satisfied with the manner in
which he has been treated by the Minister of Railways. No
one is more auxious to suplport the independonce of the
Civil Service than myself. 1 have always endeavored to do
so, and always shall; but still the service is not made for
the employee but for the public intorest, If it be for the
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