Waorks Department.
Minister of Public Works to thisfaet, | am ready
to aceept his word Twfore this House that when
Mr. Perley was writing = Tam directed, &e™ he
wits ot atithorized as he pretended 1o he, T oam
reinly to aceept the word of the Minister of Public
Works shoulid it be given before this Honse.
until we get a cindid and clear explanation on this
natter I think the hon, Minister himself shoulid

not insist upon having the House vote a salary for

W man who s just now wnler the most serious
charges,

Nir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation).

wiount put in the Estimates for specitied ofticers,
toas deputy heads, ehief clerks, accountants,

~ael

chief envincers, &e.. are not aneunts to be voted

especially for the persons now occupying such posi-
tionx, but rather for the offices themselves. Thus,

if an otfieer should die before the 1stdaly the salary

voted for him would be paid to his successor,

Therefore, the vote is not especially for the otticer

Tz for the ottice he holds.,

Mr. TARTE {Trmslation). T understand that,
hut on the other liund 1 call the -attention of the
hon,

declare, under my own responsibility., that 1 have
in my possession letters from this engineer -for
whom we ire now called upon to vote a salary--
giving information on what transpired in the Minis- |
ter's office s and T say that as long as this man is
naintained inthe office which he holds the Minister
himself cannot be justitied in asking the House to

vote that salary.  So that I believe it would he as

well perhaps --if the public service woulit not there- .

by suffer- -nay, that it would be hetter, to say.,
staul,

Nir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation).  Na,
it is out of the question to postpone thisitem: for
if the amount put in the Estimates is not voted 1
shall not have the necessary money to pay this
officer.  Thercfore. this item should he voted now,

Mr. CAMERON (Hurem).  The hon. member for
Sonth Brant (Mr. Paterson) has made a complaint
against the Government, that for about three years
the prople of his constitueney have been waiting
for the constrnetion of o work which the tiovern-
ment have not been able to proceed with for lack
of architeets and dranghtsien, 1 do not think there
ix the slightest ground for complaint, for he s only
waited three years. [ remember the case of a small
public work in my viding promised by the Minister
over amd over again, which was postponed. over
ten years, s | suppuse, beeause the architects and
draughtsmen were so busy they could not attend

toit.” The people chose, for reasons known perhaps |

to the Minister of Public Works, to change their
representative, amd the architect was there at once,
and within six menths the land was marked out,
and within a year or a year and a half the building
was commenced.  Of what has my hon, friend to
complain when he has only watited three years, il 1

changed their representative that our little work

ad they again chunged their representative.
my hon. friend not compluin now, but let him wait
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I eall the attention of the

But -

In-

ansier to the hon member T may say that the:

Minister of Public Works to this fact @ |

! pursue
watited ten years, aml it was only when the people i have heen made against him were proved. will the
{ Government vetain Mr. |
was carried out.  The people were then satistied, | appears there is some difference A
Let i the Minister and the hon. member for Maontinor-
Pency (Mr.
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hax not a sutlicient number of drmghtsmen and
architects to attend to all these works.

Mre, DAVIES (P.E.LDY It is not to e won-
dered at that delays should oceur in regard 1o such
an important work as a deill shed in oa large town
sieh as the hone mewmber for South Brant Me,
Pater<om represents. Bur, in the little matter of
a fenee runming around post ottice grounds in Prinee
Fadward Isand. the Pepartinent have been four
years in preparing plans before undertuking the
construction of that work.

Nir JOHUN A MACDONALD The hon, gentle-
mian does uot usually take the fenee, '

Mre DAVIES (PLE T It is auite evident ]
hive not taken it 1 have heen using my powers
s of perstision with the Minister of Pablic Works
for :Lgoid many years in regand to that little two.
penny-halfpenny matter, amd I received the posi.
tive promise of the Minister list sessiom, that he
would personadly see that the work was earvied
out, that his overworked men should attend to the
matter at onee. aned that T need not tronble further
cabont it 1 konew the hone Minister's charaeter for
cverneitye and the care he has adlways shown in this
“House not 1o make any promises he could not
fultil to the letter, suvle therefore, [ at once wrote
sdown 1o the people interested in this litde work,

Stold them it was going to be built at once, that few
sweeks would pass hefore a fence would be erected,
il the boarding which had distigured the grounds
remeved. | thought T eould rely «n the Minister
but the overworked officials could not overtake
Cthe work. and the whole sunmner went by and they
P were unable 1o determine the plans for the fenee,
Sad so the matter has remained. 1 hope, from
Cindications | have seen lately, that we shall have
thiz work of art erceted and the promise of the
Minister vedeced, and ©have only to express the
hope that the gentlemen claged with preparing
the plans have not had their health seriously
impaired.

Mr. LANGELIER. 1 desire to bring the atten-
tion of the Committee back to the guestion of M,
Perleys salary.  The hou, member for Montmor-
ency (Mr. Tarte) stated that very serious charges
i hiul Leen made in the public press against that
Lotficer, and that very damaging correspondence,
Ewhich was supposed to.emapate from him, had
theen published.  Mention was made of the f

Tact
i that in some of the correspondence, which was xo
damaging to the party who wrote it, Mr, Perley
wrote as if he hiul heen directed by the Minister
1 of Public Works to write as he was supposed to
"have done.  The hon. member for Montmorency
(Mr. Tarte) asked whether Mro Perley wus war
ranted in stating in those letters that he was in-
structed  to write, as he hal written, by the
¢ Minister of Public Works. [ noticed that no reply
wax given by the Minister to that guestion, which
fwis a very important one. 1 wish to call the at
j tention of the Minister to another point, and it is
i a8 to the course which the Government intend to
against that ofticer.  If the charges which

Perley in his office? It
of opinion between

Tarte), who scems to be very well posted,

ten years, and then complain to the Minister, who | as far as Mr. Perley'is concerned.  ‘The hon. mem-
no doubt does the best he can, but who apparently ber for Montmorency (Mr. Tarte) stated as o fact
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