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the contractors could bave gene on and we
would bave had te pay tbemn either by a

supplemcntary estimate, as we did, or by a
main estimate. Following the discussion of

this malter some tiîne ago I found that the
late government sometimes follewed that
practice, and 1 do net criticize tbemt for it.

In connection w'ith the Hudson Bay railway,
at one tinte the contractors over-spent
$1,700.000, which was net paid util the fol-

lowing yeer, exactly as wve did in connection
avith the Welland canal. Se it will be seen
that Ibis wvas in a different position from. the
matter te wbicb mv lion. friend bas referred.
We bad lbe contract. and if the work had net
been autborized it would have meant closing,
down ail these activities. The work was on
a unit basis, se 'se biad practically ne control
over it.

May 1 point eut another feet which the
Minister of Public Works probably bas pointed
eut, tbougb 1 bave net beerd bimi do se te-
day. The question bas reine up very often
as te, wlietber it would have been wviser for
the Departmcnt of Puiblic Works te go on and

do a certain work or, in another way, use

,part of the $20,000,000 uncmployment fond
-oted at the lest session of parliament. It

is worth remembering that if the Departmcnt
of Public Works carnies on a piece of work,

we ill say a $1,000,000 contract, the $1,000,000
is spent and in soute cases it gives a gocd deal

,of employment. In other cases, bewever, it

dees net give se mucb employment. In dredg-
ing contracts, for exemple, it dees net mnean

much in the way of employment, but in any

event only $1,000,000 is spent. Under the

$20,000,000 contraet, the spending of $1,000,000

by the Dominion goverement, brogbit about

the expenditore of $3,000,000 in ail, because

tbe province added $1,000,000 and the muni-
cipality anether $1,000,000. There was this

added advantage, that the muoicipality which
required assistance asked for it, because it had

a lot of unemployment, and it ondertook some
public works such as sewers or sidewalks and
centributed part of the cest, the balance being
contributed by the province and the Dominion
geverement, se there was a larger amount of

work going on and a larger amoont of money
spent in the sections of the country needing
unemployment relief, if they were willing te

go forward and do their share, than otherwise
might have been the case.

Mr. BEAIJBIEN: I cm very glad the min-

ister bas given that explanation. When 1
%vent back home at Easter the newspapers bcd
advertised the fart t1bat $2,000,000 bad heen
voted by parliament, for the Welland canal.

[Mr. Manienj]

Some of the people seemed te be under the
impression that this $2,000,000 was voted while

other publie works, the money for which
had bcen voted previously, had not been car-

ried forward. 1 thinlr that is a bad impression
te have going tbrougbout the country, because

the people feel they are bcing- discriminated
against and 1 do flot blame them, because

the ' do nlot knowv ail the details. The only

difference betw~een the pro.leet about which

I arn talking, this smnall building je Dominion
City, and the Wýellsed canal, is that the people

engaged on the W\elland canal were already

employed and were about to bc thrown out

of cruploymcnt if this meney bed not been

spent, whilc in the other case the people were

already unemployed. That is the onlv differ-

edcc.

Mr. MANION: Except that the municipýal-

ity could bave corne forward and sccurcd

assistance for the construction of public works,

in ceopcration witb the province and the
Dominion.

Mr. BEAUBIEN: I quite undcrstand that,
and ibis muni-icipality did take a certain per-

centage of that relief fond, and had te malke

thecir ewn contribution te that work. They
isaid te me. "An arnount was votcd by parlia-

ment and placed in the estimates for the con-

struction of certain buildings bere. Why
should ive bave te borrow meney te work in

cenjunction witb this relief fond when there

is public imoney already voted by the parlia-

ment of Canada,?" Parliement at the speciel

session voted $20,000,000 for unemployment.
I do net object te that, but at the same time

tbis amouint was voted at the reguler session

and should have been expended. Most of

these municipalities wvent iet debt in order

te take care of their unemployed under the

820,000,000 fond, in conjonction with the prov-

ince and the Dominion government, while this

rnoney was voted and was net expended.
Tenders had been called fer; centreets were
about ready te be let; plans and specifications
were prepared, but nothing was donc. There

is a wrong impression among the people, and

1 tbink perhaps this discussion will clear it

up in my riding at ail events. However, the
situation remains; money was voted by parlia-

ment during the regular session and was flot

expended, te the extent of $164,000 in Mani-
toba, yet we came back for the special session

and voted stili more money, which to my

mmnd looks ridicolous.

Mr. HEAPS: These being Manitoba

estimates, 1 wish te say a word or two. The
Minister of Public Works has just made the

statement that he is opposed te the erection


