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However, this goverument came into power;
almost immediately they were compelled to
call a special session of parliament te voe
money for unemployment purposes, and they
did vote $20,000,000. What I want te asi
the minister now is wby, wben hie had $5,000,-
000 in bis bauds voted by this parliament, bie
did net spend that meney and tell the Prime
Minister tbere was ne need te vote $20,000,-
000 for unemployment, that the only thing
nLcessary at the special session was te vote
$20,000,000 less $5:000000.

The whole trouble w-va' .ust as the hion.
mnember fer, Queber Eas0 t îsPd. If vou look
oVer this list von find that lu the province of
Alberta, wbicb is represented by the Prime
Minister, practically ail tbe money voted last
year avas expended. The same thing appiies
te the province r-epresented by the Minister
of Public -Works; in Ontario nearly aIl the
mionvy I ote( last yc ar by the Liberal gev-
ernment wvas spent bv hinm and bis colleagues
after flice Liberal goveromeii(nt wvent eut of
oflice and the, Conse rva ti ve partvy teok over
the uinisterial lïencbc. But, in Quebec, in
Nova Svotia and lu the et ber provinces,' I
notice a differeut, condition exist.s. Let us
talke N\ova: Scoti. for instance; S302.000 was
vetcd for publlie- buildings wbile on]l'v $126.000
was expen(lem. Unenuplovment relief wvas just
as neccss'mrv tbere as in aii,ý -te province,
but $170.000 was b ft mmm xpended 1) the Min-
istor of Public, W'orl, lias lie tbe sainme in-
fer'ýiit.)y conîplex witli regard te Nova Scotia
that i7 beld by some few peuple in the prov-
ince of Ontario. and that was expressed by the
Ottawa Journal. for instance. in its editorial
two davs ago, in îvbicb it trieml te make eut
that tbe people of tbe nmaritinmes wxere always
coming- t.o thi" geî crnment and asking fer
mone.v? Is tbmt whY the monev was net
spcnt? Take Nnw Brunswick; $81.125 was
vote(l for public buildings last year and onlY
$51.000 was expended. Again I ask the Min-
ister of Public Works wb-etlirr lie sumfers from
tbat ifiotycomplex. coming from the
province of Ontamrio. and if bie (does net wvant
te go. e tbe, maritime provinces a fair qlhow lu
cennection wih the ex'pnditmre of public
mou '. The sanie tbing, applins te Quebec.
Tho suma cf $1.5009.69,5 w~as veted 1w'v this
parliamient last -,car for public buildings, but
the M1inister of Public Wocks, as sýoon as tbe
Conservative part ' came inte power and bie
occupied bis present important position, eut
that expenditure clown te, $600.000, lcaving
$900.000 uniexpended.

N.\ow let us take barbours and rivers; in the
different provinces. The Liberal gevernment
votcd 81,263.728 for barbeurs and rivers iu tbe
province of 'Nova Seetia, and $229,000 of that

[Mr. DuS.]l

downc rean inx)ndcd. 1 could go right
114nth ls. Quebe c. for instance has

8600,000 iunox ponded(; British Columbia has
S100,000 unexpended. and so on. As I said
before. the total anieunt unexpended is some-
thing over .ý5.00.OG0, but bere is the principal
point I want to make in regard to this reatter.
In mv romarks a few davs ago I showed that
whoever wvas responsible for making Up tbcse
estimiates dil îiut make tbemi utp in a business-
like or correct manner. and the first bion.
gentleman to object, ten mv statement was the
Minister of Public Worklz. I proved, I think
te the satisfaction of evcrv business man who
Iistened te me or wbe read my statement,
that instead of a saving of $37,000,090 in the
estimates this Ycar, there was in fact, and only
on the surface, a saving of onily $12.000.000.

To-day I am going further, and this is the
reasun I atsked for the statement wbich. the
Minister of Public Works was good enough
te hand me this afternoon. This statemenat
shows that, although this $38.000.000 appears
in the estimates. enly $32,000.000 was ex-
pended, and in other words there is a differ-
ence( of over $5,000'000. If von take that
$5,000,000 fromi the S12,000,000 which I sliowed
the- other day was the real decrease in the

esiae.instea(l of there bein*g a savingý
cf $37,000.000 as this book shows. there is only
a saving of some $7.,000.000. Let me go a
littie further. In 1930, whien the Liberal gev-
ernmient wvas in power, under item XVII,
"Public Werk.s ;inceme(," the Liberal govern-
ment voted $25.000.000. When my right lion.
friend t.he Prime Minister came into power,
surrounded 'by his able cabinet-

Mr. MANION: Hear, hear.

Mr. DUFF: I include in that my friend the
Minister of Rajlways and the Minister of
Trade and Commerce, who did flot say any-
thing. When the Prime Minister gathered
this great aggregatien around hlm and wanted
to showv that ho was going, to ecenomize, the
first tbing he (11(1presumnablv' with the con-
sent of the Minister of Public Works-was
te turn te the maritime provinces. The esti-
mates were reduced fremn $25,00,000, which
xva- vete(l last vear bY the Liberal govern-
mont fer publie works, te 817,0W0,000 this year,
ai difference of $3.000.000. Se if vou add the
$8,000,000 te the $5.000,000 which \vas unex-
pended, an(1 deduct $12,000,000 froma that, yen
will find that in-,tead of the Tory govern-
ment saving $37,000,000 tbcy are actually
$1.000000 behind the Liberal gevernment.

I mighit go further and show that this se-
calle-d ,saving claimed bx' the Tory government
is onix' a figmeont of their imagination, because
in addition te sax ing the money which I


