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question of a grain standard. When I raised Mr. DAVIN. 1 am afraidmy hon. friend
the question in the early part of the sessionlias forgotten what rook place. I went to
the hon. gentleman assured nie that he in- him three times in regard to one matter,
tended to consider it, and that lie would whici was a subjeet of public importance.
have a scheme forthcoming that would pre- Lu each case lementioned that I had better
sent a better solution of wlhat I admit is a go and speak to some other member, naming
complex and dittieult question. I an sur- hlm. whiehI of course would not do. We
prised to hear him say now that lie considers are fot fresli fro-ri a1l zand there
the arrangement made for the grain stand- is no prospect of a by-eietion. so the lon.
ard last year as final. ýentlernan ivili probabiy feel more free than

lie -%as ln 1S063. and I urgye on hlm to con-
The ¶NISTER OF INLANI) REVENUE. sider whether a.represei4a t ive cnio't be

I have not the rem'îotest idea who Mr. Baker plaei on the board from Western Assini-
is. The hon. gentleman does not appear to bola, and I cannot naine a, better represen-
have any reason to complain of the way in tlve or one W14mwill iîiend Iiiîself
which the standard was made up at Winni- mw're to the support of lien ou a-isides than
peg. only he complains that Mr. Baker is not T. B. Baker.
on the board. Well, I did the best I could toto
make a representative board by mnaking it
on--half of farmers. and the other half repre-
sentatives of the millers and dealers. I1the Lnland Revenue Act. L1 1891 section
thought it was only fair to give a large re- 31.a t was repalednotlirfse
presentation to the farmingr community whopre~'tatom totu f rig omunty i on was snbstituted by the Act pff 1895.
are really the producers of the wheat. I Tien in 1897 he saie thing was doue.
am wholly at a loss to understand at this The Aet of 1891 was repealeand another
moment why my lion. friend conplains ofb
the composition of that part of the board'of the Act of 1895. So you have tle Act
which represents the farming interests. that
is to say. one-half of the board. Since tlis repealed, but no notice is taken of the Act
session began, I have received a large depu-
tation of gentlemen interested in this very
saime question. but I do not remember th4t
my hou. friend aecomupanied that deputation, The MINISTER 0F INLAND REVENUE.
thouglh I know that nearly all the western The Billwas carefuliy preparei.'andper-
members were there. We had a thorouglihapsthe liongentleman wiii point out tle
consultation of the whole question, and I section iu question.
mn:iy say tlhat lie only cause of complaint rEax). Ilwllsend a
I could learn was, not in settling the stan-
dard of the grainî. but in the way grades of
grain are mixed aPter it had been inspeotel. Office-Outside Service-Increase of
'We aill foundi rhere was a great ditliculty in salaries of 105 etter carriers at $30

preventing that. when once the grain leaves, eavh and 24 clerks at $40 each.......$4,110
the elevators. or w-hen t is put on 1board
ship after beinig inspeeted. or whien i nt in- .%r.PSTER. I desire an explanation
spected at all. There is certainly a very offthese increases.
diflicult question to deal with in craer to ThePOSTMASER GENERAL (Mr.
keep up the reputation of the grain by pre- Mulock). These increases apply to ail these
venting that mixture. But even that meet- c:ervants who have salaries less than $450
ing of representative men was not able to a y r.
suggzest any remiedy.s&'et_ nre:ey.Mr. POSTER. What w-as their former

Mr. DAVIN. Of course that is part of the
question. But my hon. friend will recolleet The POSDMASTER GENERAL. The in-
what lie used to say to me in 1896 when I crease is $30 a year, and this will briug tlem
went to him and asked him in regard to the
constitution of that board. lie would say to
me : Go and speak to so and so-as if an Ir- Mr. FOSTEIt. Is not.t pr:ctîcally
responsible mnber of this louse was the gIving the statutory
mnaster off lis departînent. elerks ?

The MI1NISTER 0F INLAND REVENUE.: The POSTMASTER GENERAL. 1 doMr.DAVdot know wheter it coul be calle statu-

I hope morlion.nfrwhat took flote.hInwentato

wanting la eourtesy. What I told my, hon.' torjy, but we are givlng each off these ser-

himtheeTisinereae r tone ttere

friend proIbably wasn this effeet. that eeIants $0. te
%v"ais euîali,y iîterested w th hotî,el we-s;t- having a salary ot $om.
eru i~i impters representiiîg 'tule f.-r rsco- o Mr. FOSTER. Is the hon. gentleman
muutirty. and they shouldiie aible Io agrêre n adopting ile principlethat this increase may
a11,blut rlme omiposition off VLime oard the lse given, but for the lime being it wil be

cnoff .tlseive-s anîdthie publoe. limiteto a certain range of bsalary?
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