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vears there was this general vete that had
been expunged, and there was no general
vote, although it has crept back now. The
whole object of putting estimates before this
House is to let the House know what they
are voting the money for. That is why we
have votes for contingencies for each epecml
item of work, and the contingencies of a
department are voted as contiugencies. with
the idea that they take in all the contin-
wencies. My hon. friend says that he must
have travelling expensex,  You take your
travelling expenses from every work that
is conducted in this country. If an engi-
neer goes to a particular work. his expenses
are charged to that work, This $3.000 is
over and above all that.

The MINISTER OF
Not always,

Mr. FOSTER. That is the rule, that is the
Wiy you get your travelling expenses, that

'UBILC WORKS,

!
{

is the way you pay yuur clerk of works—;

cut of the vote given by
barticular work.

‘arlinment for that!
But 1 want to vepeat that’

these are really contingencies and tr. avelling
rin inducing the Minister to put that sum

expenses, and they should he so exposed.

NISTER OF PPUBLIC WORKS.
take issue with my hon. friend.

The
I st
There are
places for which no money have bheen voted.

Mr. FOSTER.

MI

The hon. gentleman did net

take a dollar for surveys out of this voie.
last year.
The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS. ! vored by Parliament,

It was expended in a general way.

system as had been followed in the past.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1!

. in the

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUIPIER.
That., lowever, was not a proper system to
follow.

The MINISTER OIF I'UBLIC WORKN.
I am very glad my attention is now called
to it.

Mr. GILLIES. The qguestion is whether
the system in regard to the expenditure of
this :w_()l)l) for thbuur and rivers generally
is a proper one and should be continued,
for if it is irregular it ~hould be dixcon-
tinued. I now direct the Minister's atten-
tion ro item 161, which is a vote tor 1807-98,
$115.000, Harbours and Rive:s, Nova Scotia.
Now, only 38,500 appears for this purpose,
Why has this large reduction been made
in the service ?

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
The hon. gentleman had better wait until
the Supplementary Estimates come down.

Mr. GILLIES. I may not be here at the
time. ltem 161 last year shows S2.000 for
a breakwater in my province (L Ardeise—
repairs to breakwater). That sum has not
been expended. 1 had considerbale trouble
tite season 1

Estimates, During

‘met the Minister in Montreal and urged the

‘necessity of making the expenditure.
A great many surveys wanted at:
“been carried out.

He
promised it should bLe done. but it has not
The Minister ix well aware

rthat there was a by-election pending during

1 must | being
again say that I simply pursued the same 3V

do not think the officer who advised the'

Minister was candid. The hon.
for York has explained how the vote has
been  irregularly  dealt with, and thag
change of system is required. We will not!
agree that it is always

4y only metive.

member

3

$ a satisfactory answer ?

for the hon. \[mx\tul' to say that there has

been an abuse of long \tamlm" and it was
ennplv continued.
this is a proper way of keeping the account,
that the amount voted generally for har-
bours
contingencies,
\Imxeter would agree that the vote on har-
bours and rivers generally should be used
for departmental contingencies.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
The repovt of the Auwditor General for 1803-
896 shows that this item was expended by
the Conservative Government for the same
purpose as it was expended last year, The

details appear at part I1.. page 157. and the

items include telegraphic service. express
charges, travelling expenses and similar ex-
pendxtures.

“own opinion in regard to it.
'l‘he question is whether :

the whole of last season, I now ask the
{ Minister why rthis amount of S2.000 was not
 expended on rhat work after it had been
instead of the wourk
allowed to o 1o piecex and washed
by storms on the Atlantie,

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKAS.
! The reason I did not expend the 2000 was
because the engineer reported thar rhe sum
was insufficient.  This year | have placed

tR1L,500 additional in the Estimates. so as
t0 be able to carry out the work. ‘That is

Mr. GILLIES., I am not referring to the
hon. genileman’s motives. but J have my
The hon. gen-
tleman last year stated. on the report of his

i engineer, that 82,000 would be sutlicienr for

i the work.
and rivers should be expended on'

I do not think the Finance ! ) it
{ amendment would be insufficient %

!as was reported by the hon.

additional

How did it oceur that the en-
gineer so rapidly changed his mind ? When
was the report received stating thar this

The MINISTER OF' PUBLIC WORILS.
I do not remember the date. The report
came in that the amount was not sufficient,
and I thought it better to wait and cobtain
an addlt'onal sum. I therefore putr $1.500
in the Estimates.

Mr. GILLIES. If the work hLad been
proceeded with in last July. and the $2.000
expended when it had been voted by Par-
liament, it would have been amply eutﬁcxent
"eutlemans



