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to the reasons for the dismissal of Captain
Mackenzie from this dredge. If I remember
well the reply of the hon. Minister of Pub-
lic Works was that the captain was not dis-
missed, that this was an annual appoint-
ment and that he was not reappointed. 1
would like to call attention to the facts of
the case, which do not quite agree with thst
answer. Captain Mackenzie was appointed,
I believe, some time in the autumn of
1896. He had no reason to believe that his
appointment was an annual one. I under-
stand -that the practice in connection with
these dredges has been that in the fall,
when the season’s work is completed, the
crew are paid off except the engineer and
captain, who, I understand, are retained and
continue in charge of the dredge and con-
tinue to receive their salaries. In 1896 the
crew of the dredge ‘ Canada ” were paid off
at Liverpool, N.S., and the captain and the
engineer remained in the dredge all winter.

manding the vessels in the service of the
Marine and Fisheries Department and the
officers engaged in this impertant work of
dredging. The hon. Minister, I believe, will
know that Captain Mackenzie had been for
many years—

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
For only one year.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Was he em-
ployed for only one year ? At all events,
the practice, I believe, was not to make any
changes, but to continue the employment of
the captain of a dredge, provided he per-
formed his duties in a thoroughly satisfac-
tory manner, and I presume there was no
fault found with the mannper in which Cap-
tain Mackenzie performed his dutles.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WOLRKS.

No.

| Sir CHARLES TUPPER. And I think

Repairs were being carried on, and these |the hon. Minister will admit that there 1Is
officers continued regularly in the service of ; an advanta_ge in having for this service a
the department, and were on the pay-roll of ' man experienced in the work, that every
the department. But, without notice, on'year a man is in the service qualifies him
the 21st of April, I think, just the day after . better to perform his duties efficiently. It
the local election in Nova Scotia, Captain !is carrying the spoils system to an unneces-
Mackenzie received peremptory notice dis-;sary length to dismiss a man simply be-
missing him, without any explantion what- ; cause some other person else wants his
ever. It would seem that the Minister had :place.
not been correctly informed in his réply ! rr. IMAC N ’ N
given to the House, because I think there! \\';)flll‘d ;i‘éC%?{}]ALrgspégm%:’ thf %rlezi I
i % ge
can be no question about the fact of the!« prnce Edward” that it has been the
captain remaining in the dredge all winter: yauit for many f;ears past to continue the
engaged in repairs, and not dismissed until { captain’s services from year to year. He
the 21st April, when the dredge was about ! might have been paid by the month, but

fo begin work, and when, as Captain Mac-
kenzie might suppose, his position was sure
for another year.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
The facts as stated by my hon. friend (Mr.
Bell, Pictou) are, I believe, about right. It
has been the rule, or perhaps it would be
better to say the habit of the Department
of Public Works to keep the engineer and
captain of a dredge, or one of them, as
caretaker, but at half pay. When the time
came this year to engage a captain for the
dredge ‘ Canada,” I thought it was quite
_permissible for me to engage another marn
than Mr. Mackenzie. He was not engaged
by the year but by the month, and at half
pay for the winter season, and when the
time came to engage a captain I thought it
would be just as well to engage another
man, who is a very capable man, indeed.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Are we to un-
derstand that the cofficers on board these
vessels are not to be regarded as permanent
employees ? The Minister of Marine and
Fisherles (Mr. Davies) stated the other day
in reply to an inquiry that ail the officers
of the vessels In the service of the Govern-
ment were continued, all were treated as
permanent employees, and retained in their
positions. I dc not see why a distinction
should be drawn betweenl the officers com-
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i he was kept on during the winter season.
The captain tnat has been there for the
past year has been displaced, and another
. man has been put in his place, I under-
stand. Now, with respect to this man, I
do not think that any fault in the world
could be found with him except that he
i might have voted Conservative. He is a
man whose character is above suspicion,
he is a man the like of whom can seldom
be found in any community, a most thor-
oughly reliable man, and I wish that the
public service in every capacity had men
iike him. Now, I must take this occasion
of expressing my great regret that the Min-
ister of Public Works has not seen fit to
continue that man. I had great pleasure .
in recommending him for the position; I
knew he was thoroughly reliable to put
into a position of trust. He has filled that
position with credit to himself and satisfac-
tion to the public; and I think it is a great
mistake en the part of this or any other
Government to dispense with the services
of a public servant of that kind who has
filled his position in the manner that that
man has done.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
I do not think that it would be quite cor-
rect to say that officers of the class men-

tioned by the hon. gentleman are perma-
EDITION.



