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tion to any other vaucher or certificate which is tion to make, and one that is not based upon
required in that behalf, the officer under whose a tittle of evidence. So far as my inter-
special ebarge such part of the public service Is, course with the Auditor General bas gonecertifies that such work has been performed, or during the time I have sat ln this House.such material supplied, as the case inay be, and I have found him most scrupulously care-that the price charged .is according to contrae.,.y
or, if not covered by a contract, is fair. and just. fui o keep himself absolutely within the

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. But: t est w ord duty, andnto at yme berththc-re is nothing about puting it i la tle- silts odo itt n ebrct the Opposition, beyond the information de-
port. rived from his printed report. He is a man

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I want to show that who lias conducted himself in a way that
every expenditure is to be examined by the deserves commendation at the ,hands of
Auditor General, and the requirements of members of Parliament upon both sides:
this section have o tbe examined into by hin and I heard with extreme pain and regret
to see that they have been complied with. members of the Government, and the Min-
Now, I want to say that every expenditure ister of Justice, especially, trying to throw
has to be examined by the Auditor Gen- a doubt upon the probity, and the honour.
eral according to the requirements of this and the integrity of that oflicial. Sir. the
section. and lie bas to see that they are hon. gentleman ventured to give a m4st
coiplied with, and to see that the charges tifortunate illustration lu respect t<) Uic
are just and fair. Very well. if these are criticism ihich the Auditor General lias
bis duties, and he lias to see that these passed upon money spent for newspapers.
charges are just and fair, in what better What do I find lu that particular? Tle
mauner eau lie discharge that duty than ilhon. member treats that as if it was a two-
by publishing the prices which the Gov- peuuv-ha'-penny matter of a few dollars.
ernment pay for these articles in bis As a matter of fact, during the last ten
annua.l report? I submit to the Govern- years, I fiud that the Governinent bave
ment that this ouglit not to be a matter of speut ne less than $37,000 on newspapers
political recrimination at all ; I submit that for tle several departments alone. WhUe
when the Auditor General publishes his re- 111e lion, gentleman may not think tbat
port, containing the items, and the amounts is a matter deserving of any comment or
paid for the particular services, lie is, in criticisrn by the Auditor General, I think
that way, offering the best audit that could the general tax-payer wilI thank the Aud-
possibly be offered. And why? Because itor General every lime bis attention Is
bis report goes Ilirouglieut thc length and. called te bliat extravagant expeuditure.
breadtli of Canada, and tbc taxpayers theA- Sir CHARLES aIBBERT TUPPER.
selves and their representativesbere are low mucI could we have saved if we hadthen enabled to judcweter impositions tn l an
are betunpractmced upon the Goverhtmeot.
I sayn that regard, that tlie Auditor Gen-c Mr. DAVIES (P.E..) 1 do net know what
eral's iands sbeuld ie strengtbened. Iyegu weuld have saved, but I know thatuIf
repea.t what my bon. friends froni Ibis side you do pay an unfair price for newspapers,
have :already said, that the general public the Audtor General le bou d by tte satutes
reeive bis report with the greatet pos- t examine hit eit and point lex uttanduif
cible satisfaction. Before that report was eme on. gentleman tbinks lie sbould net do
sublised, the people of this Dominion were lîbecause the amount is only a trivial
ln almet absolute ignorance of what tonk$37,00, I venture te differ with hlm and I
Ilace with regard thea expenditure of pub- tGinkGene House and the country will dffer
lic money. The hon. gentleman says that withlm. Lb le just tbe sane in the matter
the Audithor General lias made the most un- of casd hire. They ried te laugh itdow
fair represetatins that eau be made, onabli b ime, but, as a matter of fact, bhc cx-
page after page, of hit reporte; but tbc hon. penditure in osat regard lias been s-eeu;-
gentlemanfailed toe support that rekess mous for the past rtèwasyears tlat ias
assertion wth any proof whaever. The properly callenged the direct attention cf
lien, gentleman made the assertion, but I o e Audior General. And seokbrougli ah
dld net sec hlmr take upendireport a d 1 e Auditor Geubral-s Report. Now, the
give moe single instancetlatan'unfair re-jMinieter 0f Justice says thaat suspicion l
tpresentation was made bybbc Auditor Gen- 1he mmd of the reader is formed by public-
eral. rtY. I vetureptt say that if fleoAuditor

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I Gencrals report was net published, aud
geunen ae was net circulated troughout is land
ae n the suspicion wuld be nensified tefold,
Mr . DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hou. gentleman beause btc public would neer undersand

said that see Auditor Genral had andul- hew these people eau have managed te
terior designgl inprobng the accounfs.I runUp the expenditure from $24,000 te
think il was an ugenerous assertion fer $40,000,n-, as they have doue. But bhe
bsa Minister te Amake; nevertheless, It was Auditr Geural's Report Is alculal-d te
cheered by the hou. member for Annapolis allay suspicion, and, in ail respects where
(Mr. Mills). It was an ungenerous asser-Ithe expenditure is defensible, t1e defence
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