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and I think some further explanation
should be made as to why the item bas
been held over and an attempt made to
get it through Parliament at the present
time. It iS more particularly desirable to
hold the item over because the hon. gentle-
mian (Sir Sam Hughes) who, when min-
ister, incurred the expenditure is not now
a member of the Government and not now
in his seat. If be were bere he would
probably be in a position to give informa-
tion which the hon. the Minister of Militia
is not able to give this evening. I think
it is very desirable that we should obtain

more information, and, obtain it, if possible,
from the ex-Minister of Militia himself.

Sir EDWARD KEMP: Hansard is full
of explanations in regard to this particular
matter. Question after question bas been
asked, and the item bas been in the Esti-
mates year in and year out.

Mr. KYTE: No estimate for this item.

Sir EDWARD KEMP: The ex-Mînister of

Militia bas made an explanation in regard
to it, and I think the bon. gentleman is

raising more serioue objection now than
previiously. The matter bas been threshed
out in the House, the Estimates have been
passed each year, and questions have been
asked. Questions were asked on February
16, 1914, and the matter has been the sub-
j.ect of many discussionis, but no protest so

severe ;i its character as the one iiiy lion.
friend now msakes was ever mnade.

Mr. KYTE: We would like to know whbat
was the exact expenditure incurred by the
predecessor of tle ex-Mini-ter of Militia.
The hon. minister has not that information.
He bas read a statement made in the House
by the ex-Minister of Militia. While I am
sot qiestioning tiat explanation, I think
th at ender the circumstan,ces he should
have the exact amounts from the Militia
Department to compare with the expendi-
ture incurred in 1914 for this particular ser-
vice.

Sir EDWARD KEMP: There is nothing
nîew about this matter. As I read a few
moments ago, the expenditure in 1907-8 of
a similar character was $26,772.

Mr. OLIVER: Is that for the two years?

Sir EDWARD KEMP: That is for the fis-
cal year 1907-8. In 1908-9 the expenditure
w as $32,601..

Mr. KYTE: It is quite possible the last
item given by the hon. minister in 1907-8
includes items other than those included in

[Mr. Kyte.]

the item we are asked to vote this evening.
In order that a proper comparison may be
made between this expenditure and the
expenditure by Sir Frederick Borden for this
service, we should know absolutely whether
the items correspond or not.

Sir EDWARD KEMP: I do not know, I
am sure, that the items would absolutely
correspond. I am satisfied these officers
were just as economical in the expenditure
of money as the officers, were on any pre-
vious trips. I think my hon. friend should
permit the item to pass, because the money
hbas been spent, and the item lias passed the
Treasury Board and bas been placed in the
Estimates. Moieover, the matter lias been
up every year since the occasion referred to.
TPe pages of Han-sard have been filled with
the discussion of it, but no such severe cri-
ticismn was made as lias been made to-
night.

Mr. KYTE: The fact that the pages of
Hansard were covered wnith discussion of
this item from year to year since 1913 goes
to show tihat there was something extraor-
dinary about it. If the item were the saine
as, or similar to the one placed in the Esti-
mates by the late Sir Frederick Borden,
Hansard would not be filled with criticism
of the expenditure; there would not be re-
peated inquiries for information. The rea-
son given by the minister for allowing the
item te pass is a reason why it sihould not
pass until we bave smore detailed informa-
tion.

Mr. 3. J. HUGHES: The niini-ter bas
stated tbat certain military advantages
were obtained by the presence of the officers
at these manoeuvres in Switzerland in 1913.
That nay bc correct, but certain disad-
vantages resulted frous this expedition. The
ex-Minister of Militia stated that it was at
these manoeuvres tihat Miss MeAdain con-
ceived the idea of the shovel. This brought
ipon the country an expenditure of some
$40,000, and, so far as we can learn, no ad-
vantage, military or otherwise, ever result-
ed. What becaine of these shovels is not
very clear; the minister himself does not
seem to know. Tîhat is another reason why
the item should stand until the minister
obtains further information.

Sir EDWARD KEMP: This item bas
nothing to do with the shovels.

Mr. J. J. HUGHES: The ex-minister
stated that the s1hovel idea was the result
of these manoeuvres; the two matters, there-
fore are very closely connected. It would


