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that I do not bring it up in a partisan spirit, hon. gentleman removed one partisan and
but it is only fair to the Postnaster Gene- lie has appointed another. He will acknow-
ral himseif that he should tell the com- ledge that he was seriously misled and
nittee on what prineiple lie citedo. liw lie badly advised. I take it that the Postmaster
came to appoint the partisan who labours General would refuse to remove a man and
under so many disqualifications and is on apoint a partisan in his place. The res-
record for having been guilty of courrupt ponsibility now rests with the Postmaster
practices. General. I have brought the facts to his

notice and I hope he will never commit a
The POSTMASTER GENERA L. I have similar error again.

not seen the notice of motion to whih ithe
hon. gentleman refers. and I did not ask It Mr.EI'Iwish to refer to the
to stand. but probably it stood as many closing of the Oak Bay Milis post office in
motions are asked to stand. if they are de- the county of Bonaventure, near the town
batable, or in my absence one of my col- .here I ive. In April I 1laced a question
leagues may have asked that it be allowed'on theOrder paper referring to tie elosing
to stand. I shall consider it my duty to ex- of the office. One of the questions was
amine the records and lay on the, Table oflien was the offe elspedos The an-
the Blouse a papers thattbear on the ques- swer I reetved from the Postnaster Generai
tion. and then the hon. gentleman will be was that it ivas closed on April ast. 1897.
urnished with ail thc information. n have But I found on further iformation belng re-
ot thc faintest recollection of the details. ceived firom tce postmaster at Oak Bay

I neter heard aohis action to wbieh th e "is and the reoeipts ef tc post oTice In-
hon. gentleman refers or trdisqualification spector rwhoeelosed the post office. tat it

of Mr. Mathieson from holdingany owfice In was closed on warchod n, A1897.
the gift of the local legislature. That cir-
cumstance in itself does not. however. tech- Mr. BEGERON. Was it after the ee-
nietilly diq' aiy one from hold:ng a Domin- tions ?
i0 odfice. althougli some people night thîink Mr. McALISTIt. Four days before the
«t afferts his perscnal fi1nss. I have mîade elections. The lst of April was a few days
note of the matter, and I will endeavour to after the elections. and 13th March a few
bring down the papers to-morrow. days before. I do not accuse the Postmas-

ter General or the officials of having wil-Mr. ILLES.I ar no sue tht IlVilIf uy given a wrong date. but tbey have
be here when the Supplementary Estimates given a wrond date notwithstanding, whe-
are discussed, but in case 1 am not, I will giee rn aenowtsadnwe
state now the ptin casoul ake t, I ther in error or not. it Is not for me to say.htate gie the position I would take then. 1 If the date given by the Postmaster wasshave given tonînîitee the facs and have correet and the record shows the office to
manks disabilty. riinaiecord hs ftois lave been closed on 1st April. then the officemanWs disabilty. ln vicw of these tacts I %vas iîîecgaîîy cîosed l)y soine subordinates
ask the Postmaster General if he will cause witsout te autory ofmhe Posmaster
an inquiry to be instituted, and if the facts thenearau.
I have stated are borne out by the result, he
will cause a change to be made in the per- The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Does
son who holds the office. the hon. gentleman remember why the office

YW l f. dU ?eo .ei
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I ami

not able to answer the question now. As re- Mr. MeALISTER. I think a political rea-
gards the question of removal, it Is unneces- 1,son s àthe only reason that can be assigned
sary to have an inquiry on that point as it for it. Last year I asked for al the corres-
Is not necessary to prove an admitted fact. pondence in regard to the closing of the
The hon. member will have the opportunity office, and the only correspondence I got was
of considering the charges and admissions covered by two letters signed by lIe Minis-
and deciding on the action to be taken. As ter of Pubie Works, which I will read. One
to whether a man should be removed fron i s dal.ted Ottawa. March 5th, 1897, and reads
a Dominion office because he is disqualified as follows :-
under a local Act involves the opening Up of i1;uear Mulock,-I spoke to you yesterday of theanother question. There are no doubt per- i piostmaster of Oak Bay, Bay des Chaleurs. The
sons holding office who have been disquall- preseut postmaster has attended the Conservative
flied and are hot entitled to vote for mem- cnvention an the Liberal candidate bas made a
bers of Parliament in another province or in complaint against lin. I showed it to you. Now.
the Dominion. I submit that the disquali- Mr. G-vite vires to -ne that there Is no need of a
fication for a political offence does not per pcst offiee at Oak Bay, and that it should be closed
se disqualify a man from being a fit and at onclose Mr. Guite's telegram. I1think itproper person to act as postmaster. should he acted -ipon, If your officers agree.

Mr. GILLIES. I understand the position Yours truly,
taken. 'Phe Postmaster General will admit (Sgd.) J. ISRAEL TARTE.
that he did not know he was appointing a The second letter is dated Ottawa, Marchman resting under ail these disabilities. The 10th, and reads as follows

Mr. GILLIES.
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