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tionI to decide, whether a man is entitled The MINISTER OF MARiNE AND FISH-
to an increase of salary or to a larger salary ERIES. I do not think the hon. gentleinan
thiau the automatic action of the Civil Ser- is putting thîat imatter fairly. The gentle-
vice Act. I give ny opinion for what it is men who sa in te Opposition did tot ail
worth ; that it is not conducive to the effi- aîgree that Mr. 1eînry should be dismissed.
ciency of the service. that every 'nhan wlio On the eontrary. if lie will turni baek to the
is in hie service shall know that lie is go- debates, ie wiIllind tlat. Mr. -lenr'y's con-
ing to get $51 a year increase wlhether lie duet was defended by somne gentlemen of
is etticlent or not. It is not conducive to the Opposition. I defended it myself.
etIt~iiny that there should be Do special Mr. SPIROULE. I did not say ail of thertxgnt 111of iniernt, or ability. or diligenee.recgntio o meit orablit, r dlienc.ion. wnlni' friends did so, but 1 takeAs the hon. gentleman w-dl knows. practi- . teîîuîty fid b
cally.- for soliie years pais't, the $50 a yea t t aority did.
ilcrease las been almost aut.omatic. In M3r. SOMERVILLE. I have some remem-
fact. it is rather a fine point of law as to brance of the investigations w-hich took place
whether the Civil Service Act contemplates in reference to the 1Department of the In-
that there should be any discretion about terior in 18l, and the eoinduct of Mr. Henry
it or not. The civil servants thei- and Mr. Rothwell vas sucli as Io net with
selves think tiere is ione, but the conclu- the approbation instead of the disapproval
sion of Ihe Government is, that they would of the commiittee. MNr. tothwell caine be-
lot give Ile increase unless it is specially fore the conittee and gave bhis evidence
considered that the civil servant earned it. in a straightforwtard, mauly manner, and so
W'e considIered it ob he more luithe interest did Mr. Henry. I do not think any reflection
of the efficient work of the departments. was cast on either in ieu committee or in
that the Ministens should exercise discre- this House. These two men were exempt
lion in regard o incireasing salaries. rather fromi the criticismns of Ihe commîuîittee, for
than that it shtmld hle entirely automiatie. the simple reason that they acted in a
and that officers should get increases whe- straightforward. honourable nianner in giv-
ther ihey were efficient or not, ing their evideuce. aud no charge was

brouglit against themn that was sustained in
Mr. SPROULE. It is at least pleasing to any way whatever. i think they deserve

know that theli hon. gentleman does not agree cdit for their conduct, and I am satistied
with his friends when tley were in power tlhatt in the discussion ii took plaee in
before, because. if iy memnory is correct, this Ilouse. neither Mr. Henry nor Mr. Roth-
they were the parties who alopted the prin- well met with lithe censure of any gentleman
ciple of the statutory iicrease. an(l it has in the Opposition at tuat tinie.
been aed upon (Ver sinice. But it is un-
fortunate thiat the lion. gentleman should Mr. SPROULE. Then teli hon. genleman
have selected for promotion the two clerks nust have a very had iiemîory. I1 le takes
he las. selecteii because, if ny nemory is the trouble tu look up *ailasard " lie will
not at fault, these two clerks were lle sub- see that lie is entirely astray. i do not say
ject of eoisiderable controversy in this that these gentlemen- are worthy of con-
House a few years ago. and lis friends be- demnation. because we defended their con-
lhind h1m11 m1oved a vote of want of eonfidence duet aI that ime. Wha I safy fistliat the
in the Governient because tlese saine two very fact that they are selected for promo-
clerks were not dismissed on account of cer- tion and an advance of salary i a justiti-
tain irregularities which came out in 1891.1 cation of the late Governient in defending

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND themn.
FiSHERIES. Which two clerks ? Mr. McCARTI-iY. I think it is unfortu-

nate, if ny hon. friend entertains that opin-
Mr. SPROULE. Mr. Henry and Mr. Roth- ion about these gentlemen, that he should

well. There was a very long and very ihave nentioned their iamWes in the terms
heated discussion over the niatter in this lie lhas ; for every one who lheard hlim would
House. and sone very liard strictures were j supposed that lhe disapproved of the promo-
passed upon the Governmînent because tley tion of these gentleecu because of what
did not dismiss these two men on account happened in 181. I do not remuember very
of the irregularities which were carried on much about Mr. Rothwell, but I do remem-
in fthe departiment with their knowledge ber that whîen Mn. Henry's name was under
and consent ; and now these same two tüen discussion here, it wa*s siown that lie hadare selected for promotion. It is at least been very unfairly treated. What lie had
a justification of the late Government for doue was perhaps technieally open to con-
what they did not do. denination, but lie had done it in obedience

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. to his superior officer; and when his su-
Vould the lion. gentleman be more specifle periorio icer asked him to commit a like

lu regard to what these men were guilty of ? offence. lhe obieeted. and in eonsequence he
has incurred the enmity of that officer from

Mr. SPROULE. I could by bringing lu thuat tinie to this. So I amn glad that the
tlie report cf the Public Accounts Commit- hon, gentleman lias stated that lie does not
tee. ' mean by the observation hie lias miade te


