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can only * suspect,. if they are fighting with
some particular local*object in view, I submit it is
hardly fair to detain the House for such a purpose.
If iii the Supplementary Estiniates similar grants
to those are proposed, if the systei is eontinued,
if this sort of thing is to he renewed, that will be
a perfectly fair aid just objeet to conten(l against,
and if it is proposed to continue such tgrants< iii
future years, I think the country, and I trust the
najority of the niembers of this House will come
to the conclusion that they will have no more of
them. But, in my opinion, and I 1o not like to use
terns which might be considered offensive, it is not
only unreasonîable but b:'d taetics for hon. gentle-
men opposite to waste thieir strength on a point on
which the Goverument can make out a very strong
case in their behalf. The coîuntrV will not tbink
any better of hon. gentlemen opposite for pur-
suing a course which i think might, without very
great objection, be alnost terned factious under
the cireunstances. I have no right to expect that
lion. gentlemen opposite will adopt my opinion,
but that is the view I hold with regard to the pre-
sent course that is being purstued, a view which
the country will bé very likely to take, and
lion. gentlemen opposite are not going to muake
much by pursuing this course, I do not say with
regard to the principle involved, but with regard
to this particular grant.

Mr. DUPONT. (Translation.) In answer to
the.*renarks just made by the hon. meimber for
Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien), I would say that we niust
not decide now w-hat should be the future policy of
the Government in respect to expenditure for public
works. It is true that we have mav in the Pro-
vince of Quebec less minor towns tlhan there are iii
the Province of Ontario, but we have the great city
of Montreal. And although the Province of
Ontario may have a larger nunber of minor towns,
that is no reason why all the muoney for p1ll)hie
bui'ldings should be spent ii that province, and
that it should receive more than its share of the
ptiblic moneys. As to items of this nature-I do
not say so as a reproach to the Government, for
Ontario being the largest and the richest province
of the Confederation it lias also contributed its
large share to the public revenue-but I think that
it lias received as much as it was entitled to. It
has been liberally treated by the Governmenit and
I do not see why the construction of public build-
ings iii the Province of Ontario should be opposed,
even if they are to be in places with less popula.
tion than certain minor towns of Ontario. For it
must be remembered that in the Province of Que-
bec the great city of Montreal lias prevented the
formning and developing of a large number of
snall centres such a could spring up iii Ontario at
g reat distances from large cities. As to what ny
hon. friend from Montmagny (Mr. Choquette) said
in concluding his speech, that lie, in the position of
the wînmber for Laprairie (Mr. Pelletier), would be
ashamned to niake such a speech as that which the
hon. nember delivered iii support of the grant
given by the Governiment for tFie construction of a
public building ii lis county, I ai iîost surprised
at this coifession of sensitiveness to shame on his
part. I believe that if the lion. inember for
Montmagny was in the position of my lion. friend
for Laprairie, lie would not be stifled by such an
unusual feeling as that of which he spoke. I

believe that on the contrary lie would defend
vigorously a grant from the Government for a
public building in any place in his county.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. (Translation.) If I could
not be elected otherwise.

Mr. DUPONT. (Translation.) We have already
heard the bon. ienber for Montmnagny claini
Govermînîent aid for sone river improvenients. The
lion. member for Nicolet has done the saine. He
asked for public buildings for the town of Nicolet.
Now, notwitlhstanding all the boastinîg of the hon.
miuenber for Moitmagny, I can say that the lion.
nemîber for Lapraii ie is as sure of his county as lie
is of his.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. Oh, no.
MIr. DUPONT. (Translation.) And let my lion.

friendi be replaced by a Conservative member, if his
request be granted, you would see all the hon.
menbers of the left rise one after the other, as they
are doing nîow on this occasion of a vote for a public
building in the village of Laprairie, and condenun
the expenditure. It would be the same for Nicolet.
Let the request of thie hon. members be granted,
and all the bon. nembers of the left will now
approve either by words or silence ; but let himn bie
replaced at the next eleetion by a Conservative
nenber, and wm'e will then see lion. gentlemen
show theimselves again just as inconsistent, contra-
diet tlhemselves and condemn what they will have
approved. My hon. friend for Laprairie quoted
the words of the ex-mîenmber for bis counîty, a
Liberal, who strongly supported the Government
on this question. Why have not the hon. friends
of the ex-member for Laprairie (M-r. Doyon), when
this gentleman congratulated the Governmient for
having decided uiponu the building of this office at
Lapr'airie, w 1, I say, have not the lion. members
of the Opposition protested at the time !We f ully
know w-hy. They feared that in making the least
protest against a grant for Laprairie, then repre-
sented by a member l)iî awhom noii 1 timiality restraiied,
and who was free-spoken in this House, thîey would
have been wel dressed by Mr. Doyon. They knew
that his voice woull have been raised against the
friends of his party. 1'hat is w'hy the auster'e
virtue of the lion. nembers for Southl Grey, fo
South Oxford, for Queen's, for Vellington, the
austere virtue of all the hon. iienibers who are
scandalized to-day by the building of this post office
at Laprairie, hadi no wods of protest on that ocea-

ir. Thie County of Laprairie was then r'epresented
by a Liberal.

Mr. RINFR ET. (Translation.) WVould the hon.
iemlber be good enough to say if at that time it

was a sum of 816,O0 that was voted ?

Mr. )UPON'It. (Translation.) Tlhe honx. nmembler
for Lotbinière (Mr. Rinfret) knows very well that
for all public buildings whiich aire put up iii any
part of the country, money is first asked for the
expenses of expropriation, of the making of the
plans, &c., the preliminary expenditure. My hion.
friend knows tliat $3,000 were first voted foi- the
purchase of the land, and clever as he is-he
mnust have understood that conisequently the build-
ing was to cost a pretty fair price. *He knew it,
and the objection which is made now is totally
futile. I an told the site w-as given. Well, the
$3,(0 were thuen voted for the plans and the preli-
ninary work. The Governmuent did then as is
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