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ought to consider thé other question to which tho hon.
member for Wentworth (Mr. Bain) has alluded, namely, the
practical utility of it. 1 may say it is one of those things
in regard to which it is a little difficult to retrace one’s
steps. If we distribute four copies among our constituents
it is somewhat difficult to explain to them why only one
copy shonld be distributed next year.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. Ascribe it to the economy
of the Tory Governmont,

Mr. BLAKE. That is exactly like the Tory Govern-
ment. First, they make extravagant cxpenditures ; and,
afterwards, they claim great crcdit for having retrenched
their own extravagance.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We bocome repentant,
which hon. gentlemen opposite do not.

Mr. CIHARLTON. I bardly think wo can consider five
copies an extravagant number. In the United States every
Senator and Representative receives forty copics; thirly-
nine copies for distribution. I apprehend that most of the
members will find it easy to distribute four copies. Tho
expense i3 trifling compared with the bencfits to bo derived.

Mr. MILLS. A member of Congress hardly ever returns
to the House, and tho eflect of such a large distribution
might be the same hero. I see a groat deal of difficulty in
reducing the number of copier. You excite expectations
which you will ke obliged to meet in some way or other,
Hon, gentlemen opposite say we can attribute the change
to the economy of the Tory (rovernment. There is no ono
who would believe it, and 1 am perfectly certain the organs
of tho hon. gentlemen opposite would insist that it was a
base calumny.

Mr. MACKENZIE. As whatever action isto bo taken for
next Session must be taken this Seesion, the matter should
be considered fairly. For my own part,I am against a con-
tinuance of five copies, and I see no difficulty in going back
to the former number-two. We had a very large vote, 60
to 100, in favour of abolishing the system of official report-
ing altogether. That showed a very strong feeling in tho
House against the expenditure a3 now proposed. 1 merely
rise to give expression to my own viows in favoar of return-
ing to the system of distributing to members only two
copies, or abolishing tho reporting altogeihcer, which |
would much prefer.

Mr. SPROULE. Year af.er year the repoits {from the
Debates Committee are in the direction of increasing the
expense; and there can be no doubt that at no very d'stant
time tho llouse will be compelled to reconsider the
whole question, and do something to reduce the ezpendi-
tare. I believe the reporting at the ccmmencement
of last Parliament was introduced more as an esxperi-
ment than otherwige.
work could be dome for a cortain sum. Experience has
gone to prove that the expense could not he kept within
that limit; and during the last part of tho Session, the
Report of the Debates Committee recommended the appoint-
ment of additional officers, 8o as to got out the work with
tho expedition demanded. I do not eeo any reason why
members should receive more than one copy. When they
receive {wo or three copies, membera aro liablo to give
offence in their distribation. 1f a copy is required for a
Mechanics’ Institute, it could bs sent there direct. In view
of the fact that the expense is increasing, and that the Com-
mittee, from time to time, in their reports, recommerded
the appointment of another translator, another reporter, or
another officer, or clerk, the House will be compelled before
long 1o reconsider the whole subject, with a view, if not to
abolish it altogether, at least to cuartsil and very consider-
8bly decrease the experse,

It was then considered that the

Me. MULOCK  And also consider tho proprioly of di-
minishing the length of speeches.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). T think the Committeo should
devise some means by which the expenditure on this item
might be reduced. 1 would not adviso the suspension of
the publication of the Debarcs, ulthough I voted tho other
day in that direction; but 1 would liko to sco some means
adopted by which tho expenditure would bo very much re-
duced. Had the mover of tho motion for tho abolition of
the Debates given the details of the expenditure tothe House,
and had tho ITonse thoroughly undorstood how large tho
expendi{ure was in proportion to the resulls, tho voto in
favour of that motion would have been still largor than it
was; and, therefore, I say that it is well worthy
of the attention of {the Government whether some-
thing cannot bo dono next Scssion to reduco the ex-
penditire.  Wo know that oarly this Sassion the
Chairmun of the Committee in a report, or in his
remarls in moving the adoption of a report, oxpressed tho
opinion that tho expenditure was considerably too large, and
that the Committee wero considoring somo means by which
it might be reduced. I do not find fault, because I know it
is dufficult to rotronch; nevertheloss, instead of reducing the
expenditure it has been increased from $28,000 for this year
to $42,000 for noxt ycar. After the cxpression of opinion
given by the House, it appears 10 mo that somothing must
be douo in gomo way or other to curtail the expenditure.
And, Sir, I feel that unless this is done, the sentiment which
was expressed by the votoa few days 2go, for abolishing
IHansard, will grow strongor and stronger, it the expenso
increascs, or even if'it remaing where it is, and that year
after year we will have voles proposinzg to do away with
it altegether.,

Mr. BLAKE. There is an item to cover extra claims of
certain returning officers at the last General Election, on
which no explacation bas been given.

Mr. CIHAPLEATU. This item i3 to pay the claims of some
returning officers, especially in tho city of Montreal. Thoso
claims have been before the Government sinco the last elec-
tion. One large item of their expondituro was the copy-
ing of the municipal lists, according to tho new method,
and distributing them at the places of voting in the cities.
By a clerical ervor in the law, the expenditure which is al-
lowable has not been paid, this scction of the Statute
having been inadvertantly, 1 am sure, taken from the elec-
toral law of Quebec. The clection law of Quebee, soction
64, says, that the lists shall be taken in such a manner,
and the expenditure allowed by the Act was referred to tho
wrong clause. The item for the copying of the lists, 1
think, alone amounts to the sum of $300 for each of these
threo roturning officers. The aunditor and the officers of the
Government will have to examine tho different accounts,
and 1 am surc that a sum of $1,502, or perhaps a littlo more,
will have to be paid those gentlemen for rogular and ne-
cessary oxpenees which they havo incurred. In two or
three instances the cases have been taken to court, and
jadgments have been given against tho returning officers,
but the Auditor-Geueral here was unable to authorize the
payments. This amount will be to cover those exponditures
it they are found to be regular, according to the disposition
of the Statute.

Mr. BLAKE. Ido not think the explanation is at all
satisfactory. We know that thore is a Statute which pro-
seribes what a returning officer shall reccive and for what
services, and the Government is entitled to pay for those
gervices by virtue of that Statute, without a speqial vote—
they are entitled to pay all that the law authom.zes. The
hon, gentleman says, with referenco to the copying of the

lists, that there has been an crror in the law, and that there



