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but I do not think it would be safe to make |
- We take the:
power to abolish the office and express our:
intention of doing so, unless we find it im- -

the doing of it obligatory.

possible in the public interest. It will be:

unsafe at this juncture to abolish that office. !
It is sufficient for the present that we declare

our desire to proceed in the direction of that .

economy. There was no agitation or in-

i could be carried out.

quiry suggested in any committee with refer- :

ence to the getting rid of this office.
Mr. LAURIER. The legislation which the

pendent on the fitness of the inspector to dis-
charge both offices. If he turns out to be a
good man, then the other office will be ab-
olished ; but if he should not reach the ex-
pectation of the Minister
the other office will be continued.
I will put it another waxy
gentleman.

to the hon.

! But, - certainly,

oflicer having been appointed to the posi-
tion of inspector, possessing all the gualities
for the discharge of these duties, that it
might be that as soon as he had an oppor-
tunity to get his work in hand—and he has
not had that opportunity. as the hon. gen-
tleman will see, as he was appointed only
two or three months ago—this economy
If so, the Govern-
ment would be prepared to carry it out.
with only two or three

‘months’ experience for the inspector—he has

R : had th ime even to visit all peni-
hon. gentleman proposes is altogether de-' ot had the t ven sit all pen

tentiaries under his supervision—it would

-be impossible for us at the present moment
‘to say to Parliament that we are prepared

' to take this step.

. .we are able to do so, we will.
of Justice, . : !

But:

But we can say that if

Mr. MecMULLEN. It appears to me there

"is another point in this question. I do not

Suppose that the accountant

dies to-morrow—then the office is abolished :
and the duties would devolve upon the in-:

spector, as to whose competence the hon. nenitentiaries ceases to hold that office, the Gov-

The hon. gen-:
tletnan must see that it is not reasonable

to base legislation upon the contingent ca- And so on. It seems to me that that installs

‘the present incumbent during his natural

gentleman is pot satisfied.

pacity of the incumbent of an office. He

must decide whether there is work for two .
If there is work for:

offivers, or only one.

two. let it be provided that two officers
shall be appointed, and if only for one, let |

it be so stated, and let a competent officer :
| pete ‘in sueh a position that the Government

‘could not deal with him, but would have

be selected.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1
do not think the hon. gentleman gives al-
togetber the credit to the department that
it deserves in the effort that it is making.

~Mr. LAURIER. I wish I could.

Sir  CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Supnose the hon. gentleman’s views should
prevail, what would the position be ? We
should have two officers, as the law now
provides. - ‘

Mr. LAURIER. Not necessarily.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Certainly. I am not stating to the House,
as I am not sure that, in the public in-

terest, we could afford to abolish that
oftice. o ‘ ‘

Mr. LAURIER. I am sorry to hear you
‘say that. .

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1
will give the reason. We are not in pos-
session of the slightest evidence that this
- clause would work. But between this and
.the meeting of the next Parliament, we
might come to the conclusion that we are
able efficiently to administer the depart-
ment without this officer. In such a case

we could not take a single step until

‘another session. I do mnot stand strongly

upon this. I thought it would be better to

come to Parliament and state that, & new
Sir CuarLes HiBBERT TUPPER.

[ Sir

know whether I am right in my conclusions
or not. This clause says :

At any time after the present accountant of the

e¢rnor in Ccuncil may abolish the said office.

life. Suppopse thc hon. gentlemen now on
the treasury benches should be replaced by
some other Cabinet, who should find that
this economy could be carried out. It seems
to me that this would place this officer

to come and ask authority from Parliament.

CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
No ; that is not the object, nor would that

| be the construction. . ‘

Mr. McMULLEN. I do not know the
hon. gentleman’s object, but it seems to me
that would be the effect of the clause.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1
am sure the hon. gentleman will accept my
assurance that this Bill does not affect the
officer’'s status in regard to any matter of
discipline under the Civil Service Act. That
is not the intention, nor is it the effect of
the language. But, of course, so far as
that is concerned, we do not propose ruth-
lessly to abolish this office.

Mr. LAURIER. This is the effect of what
the hon. gentleman says : We have made an
appointee to the position of inspector within
the last few months, and we think we have
appointed a good man. If he turns out to
be as good a man as we suppose, he will
he able to discharge the work of iwo
officers, and there will be a saving: but
if he is not equal to the discharge of these
duties, two officers will be appointed, and
you will have two men to do the work
which might be done by one if he were a
competent man and able to do the work.
The whole of this section, according to the
hon. gentleman, depends upon the compe-



