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its expend‘iture‘s, and apparently no attempt
. is made even now to economize. Here are
the figures of expenditure for the month
of June: i

Expenditure on Consolidated Rev-

enue: Aocount..' .. . .. ..$79,042.209
Expenditure on Capital Account 54,632,871

Totalo: oo
Or $2,122,754 per day, or $88,448 per hour.
In the month of June we got from all
sources a revenue of $26,780.316, so that,
after crediting all our revenue, we are going
into debt at the rate of $1,229,825 per day,
or over $51,000 per hour. If the Minister
of Trade and Commerce (Sir George Foster)
took an hour this morning to eat his break-
fast and say his prayers, when he got up
from his knees this country was $51,000
worse off than it was when he sat down.

Mr. EDWARDS: How much of this ex-
penditure was voted last session for the
hon. gentleman’s constituency?

Mr. J. H. SINCLAIR: None at all.
Mr. EDWARDS: In public works?

Mr. BUREAU: What about the expendi-
vure on national schools?

Mr. EDWARDS: You might have some-
thing a good deal worse than that.

Mr. E. LAPOINTE: What about Kingston
- penitentiary?

Mr. EDWARDS: When the hon. gentle-
man mentions Kingston penitentiary it
shows that he recognizes the necessity for
that institution. Does my hon. friend (Mr.
J. H. Sinclair) allege that no money was
voted last session for public works in his
constituency?

Mr. J. H. SINCLAIR: Not that I remem-
ber.

Mr. EDWARDS:. I will take occasion to
refresh my hon. friend’s memory.

Mr. J. H. SINCLAIR: My hon. friend
has not posted himself .n regard to the way
in which my constituency has been useu by
the present Government. Practically no
money has been voted for my constituency
since the change of Government, and public
works started prior to the change of Govern-
ment are still unfinished. Small improve-
ments of various kinds weére very much re-
quired. In one case there was a breakwater
on which $10,000 was expendeéd prior to
1911, and which was a very important work,
because it gave shelter to thne fishermen’s
boats. A little village had grown up at this
breakwater and the result of that expendi-
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..$68,675,080

ture was a large increase in the production
of fish. The number of fishermen in-
creased so that they could not shelter
their boats behind the breakwater. In 1912
they asked for $10,000 additional to com-
plete the work. I have pressed that matter
on the attention of the Government at every
session of Parliament since then and have
asked for that breakwater to be completed,
but I have not yet been able to get one
dollar for that purpose. That is the way
in which my constituency has been treated
by the present Administration. That is a
matter aside.

Mr. EDWARDS: Two-thirds of the money
voted last session for public works was
voted for constituencies represented by hon.
gentlemen opposite. 2

Mr. J. H. SINCLAIR: My recollection
is that a very small amount was voted for
public works in Nova Scotia.

Mr. EDWARDS: Small or large, hon.
gentlemen opposite got the big end of it.

Mr. J. H. SINCLAIR: I should explain
to my hon. friend—I have just thought of
it now—that in the county of Antigonish
there were some small expenditures. When
the hon. member asked me’ the question,
I thought he referred to expenditures in
the county of Guysborough, but I have the
honour to represent two counties which are
now one constituency, and if the public ac-
counts were examined it would be found
that there were some trifling expenditures
in the county of Antigonish, but practically
none for Guysborough. However, I was
referring to general expenditure. A large
part of this expenditure is, I admit, inevit-
able, but there is also much that could be
controlled and reduced. The departments
are admitted to be overcrowded with offi-
cials—is that not true? The ex4Minister of
Public Works (Hon. Mr. Carvell) admitted
that to be true in his department, but noth-
ing has been done to rectify that condition
of affairs. Millions have been spent in
Royal Commissions, most of which have
been of no use whatever so far as the public
is concerned. Here is a question asked by
the hon. member for Charlevoix-Montmor-
ency (Mr. Casgrain) last session:

Mr. Casgrain: What has been the cost to
the Government to date of the paper inquiry
conducted by Mr. R. A. Pringle, K.C.?

ISir Thomas White: Total amount paid to

March 12, $75,945,26.
Over $75,000 for one inquiry which was
not then finished. I suppose that the

amount will have reached $100,000 by this
time. With these Royal Commissions *‘ as



