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Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: The report of
the coinmittee, leaving the section as it
was, was approved by the House. The
committee heard very f ull statements in
reference to this matter. We had two dis-
tinguished deputy mninisters before us, and
1 think they certainly would have liked to
have re.served to them the right to make
recommendations. I think they directed
their remarks more particularly to the pro-
priety cf dealing with technical &officiais.
The board, by a wocrking arrangement, flot
under the Act, set up a scheme for choosing
technical experts, which I think ought to
work admirably. Everybody knows what
that was, so 1 need not go into it.

I agree with my honourable friend from
'Sussex (Hon. Mr. Fowler) that if we are
going to have this Civil Service Act, and
we are committed to the principle of it,
we cut at the very root of the Act if we
make this amendment. If we find that the
Act does not work welI, we can go back to
the old system of recominendations by the
deputies. In any event, I think this method
ought to be tried. The deputy must report
to the Civil Service Commission when a
vacancy ccurs. The commission have an
efficiency report, and an examînation as
well. If we are going to stick to the prin-
ciple of the Act, I do not know why we
should not adopt the method proposed. I
amn not going into the question o! whether
it is or is not the beut method, but it is the
method contemplated by the Civil Service
Act, and I think we should give it a trial.

Hon. Mr. SCHAFFNER: If there is any
one clause that we gave more attention to
than another, I think it is this one. If the
Civil Service Commission was appointed for
any particular reason, I think it was be-
cause it was, thought that this power should
be taken out o! the hands of the deputies.
My experience is that a great deal of
jealousy and bard feeling had been created
throughout the departmneuts, because of the
reasons mentioned by my honourable friend
from Sussex. These men are bound to have
their favourites. In the coxumittee we came
to, an almost unanimous, conclusion that
this question should be lef t lu the hands of
the Civil Service Commission. Two deputies
came before us, one of whom particularly
fait that it should be withiu his power to
select his own staff. It is, not very long
since a man holding a very important posi-
tion resigned becausa hie was not parmitted
te choose his owu staff. He wauted to go
further than mneraly te choose men for tech-
nical positions; hie wanted te, go ail the way
down to the stanographers and to be entirely

free from the commission. In the Depart-
ment of Justice thare may be some reason
wby this rule sbould be variad; but if it is
varied whare are you going to draw the line
betwaan one deputy and another? I am
very much in favour of the Bill being passed
as it came from the committee. I baliava
that nothing else will satisfy the Civil Ser-
vice, and, after ail, that is what we are try-
ing te do.

Hon. Sir JAMES LOUGHEED: Unlese
any honourable gentleman desires that we
should take a vote, we will go on.

Hon. Mr. POWER: We may as well vote
on it. Thera is just one observation that I
s-hould like to make. lt has been claimed
that the committee were unanimous in con-
nection with this matter. We are not sup-
posed to tell what took place in the cern-
mittea, but onie may sýay this. For one, I
was in favour of the ameudment which bas
heen submitted by the leader of the House,
and I think the honourable gentleman who
acted as cbairman of the committee, and
who showed the greateat patience in daaling
with this Bill, will agree with me when I
say that the committae had been sitting
for, I think, three days, holding two and
somatimes three sittings a day, and that by
tbe time we got te this recommendation with
respect to the deputy ministers, wbich was
the last amandmant proposed, tbe members
o! tha committea were ail tired and fagged
out and were flot disjosed te, deliberata upon
the matter, and the Bill went through as it
was.

Hou. Mr. FOWLER: I did not say the
committee was unanimous. It was almosi
unanimous. The honourable member from
Halifax was a 'meinuer of the committee,
consequently it could not be unanimous.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: In order to, taka the
sense of the. House upon this question, I
move that the followiug amandment be
made:

On page 6, in Une 18, Insert, the words "upon
the recommaendation of the deputy minister and"
before the word Ilupon."

The ccmmittee divided ou tbe amendment:
yeas, 16; nýays, 16.

The Hou. the CHAIRMAN: I declare the
amendment lost, as it is not supported by a
majority of the Committea.

Hon. Sir JÀMES LOUGHEED: There is
another amendman-t te, be made which may
ba termed a cousequential oue. It seems
that, in anticipation of the classification
being put into force, certain appointnients


