
[COMMONS]

quite well consulting the hon. member for
Saskatchewan (Mr. Davis) and having bis
confirmation of the facts as narrated iby the
postmistress. I have never heard of any
memorial protestIng against the change. If
any bas reached the department, It has never
come to my notice. I will make inquirles
and tell the bon. gentleman to-morrow If
such a memorial bas reached the depart-
ment.

Mr. GILLIES. As the matter of dismis-
sais is up, and as I have an extraordlnary
case in my county relating to the Post Office
Department, and as I failed at the proper
time to get tihe Information that I sought, I
feel compelled to try if possible to. get from
the Postmaster General the information that
at that time he failed to furnish me. I refer to
the dismissal of Roderick Ferguson, late post-
mater of Lower L'Ardoise. I will be obliged
if the Postmaster General will give me in-
formation with respect to that case. I
certainly fail to understand it. It would
Ïbe an injustice to the hon. gentleman (Mr
Mulock) for me to fail to bring the case to
bis notice, because there is a deep seated
conviction throughout my constituency that
the hon. gentleman must have acted on Infor-
mation the truth of which he bad not sifted
to the bottom ; because, if he bad, I am
disposed to do him the justice to say, he
-would not have dismissed this man. This
Is a large section in my county. No'w, on
the 21st February last, I put the ýfollowing
question on the Order paper .-

1. Who is the postmaster at Lower L'Ardaise,
cmnty of Richmond, at the present time ?

2. When was the present incumbrnt appointed ?
3. Who was his predecessor in office ?
4. thy and when was he removed ?
5. At whose request ?
6. Were any complaints in writing against the

late postnater filed wilth the Government or the
Post Office Department ?

7. What was the nature of these complaints,
and by whorm were they furnished '

8. Was an investigation afforded the late post-
master before removing him from office ? If so,
by whom was the inquiry beld ?
These are perfectly legitimate ' questions,
and they were properly put. They were
called on several occasions, but they were
not answered until the 7th March, being
asked to stand 'for one reason or another.
On the 7th Marcb the Postmaster General
gave me the following reply :-

The POSTMASTiR GENERAL (Mr Mulock.)
The present postmaster, Daniel C. Mathieson, was
appointed on the 30th September. 1897. His pre-
decessor in office was Roderick Ferguson. Cer,
tain complaints having been made againist him,
they were communicated to him in order to afford
him an opportunity of replying thereto, which he
did, pleading guilty to ail of said complaints ex-
eeptinw one-an immaterial cne-it was not
thought neee-sary to hold an inquiry.

But the Postmaster General had not any
reply to my question if the complaints were
furnished or forwarded to bis department

Mr. MULOCK.

and if so, by whom, and what was ·their
nature. . He assumes at once they were
ail admitted, except an immaterial one-he
does not say what is was or what any of
the complaints were. Tben I gave notice
at once in the regular way, of the followIng
motion

Order of the House for copies of ail correspon-
dence. inspectors' reports and ail documents re-
specting the dismissal of Roderick Ferguson, late
postmaster at Lower L'Ardoise, Richmond Coun-
ty, and the removal of the post office to the store
,t Joseph Mathiesrn, late M.P.P., for the said
,.ounty of Richmond ; also, copies of ail letters re-
commending Daniel K. Matheson as successor to
Mr. Ferguoan ; also, copy of the writ of sum-
mons Issued out of the Supreme Court of the pro-
vince of Nova Scotia against the said Daniel K.
Matheson for corrupt practices in the general
local ilection of the year 1894 ; also, copy of the
judgment of Mr. Justice Henry, dated 3rd July,
3S95, condemning the said Daniel K. Matheson,
the present po-stmaster at Lower L'Ardoise, in a
penalty of $400 and costs for corrupt acts con-
mitteri by hlm in said election, and of which he
was found guilty by the judgment of the said Mr.
Justiee Hienry, one of the Supreme Court judges
for the provirce of Nova Scotia.

That notice of motion was given on the 17th
March, and was called. from time to time,
but the Postmaster General asked that it
should be allowed to stand.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. No.
Mr. GILLIDS. I beg the bon. gentleman's

pardon. He will find that in " Hansard."
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I never

saw it ibefore.
Mr. GRILIIES. It was called from time

to time until the 9th of May, when I dropped
it, because I found It was not the intention
to pass it ; and if it remained on the Order
paper I would not be allowed to discuss it.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I never
asked that it .be allowed to stand.

Mr. GILLIES. The Postmaster General
is mistaken. It stood at bis request. What
T say is absolutely correct.

Now, Mr. Chairman, what are the facts ?
Mr. Ferguson, the late postmaster, was one
of the most respectable men in my coiunty.
He held the position of postimaster from
the time ît becamne vacant in 1886 until he
was disnissed last September. He cOn-
ducts a large t-ercantile business in the
county wheie he resides, *and he is munici-
pal ceouncillor for that district, one of the
nost intelligent men in that county. He

was dismissed on the 30th of September
lasit, for what reason 1 do not know. The
Postiaster General did not answer my in-
quiry, therefore I amn at a loss to knoxw
w hy lie was dismissed. On the 20th of Sep-
tember, Mr. Daniel K. Matheson was put in
bis place. This young man, in 1894,
was proceeded against in the Supreme
Court of Nova ýScot-ia for corrupt prac-
tices In the election that 'was held in March
of that year. The cases of corruption that
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