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f or ail these purposes now because hiou. for complaint at tis discrimination. I arn
gentlemen lçnow t1haf the lj'.lance wii hiav e not complaining of the present Miister of
to lie askied for later. but to arriNe at what Public Works, because I thlnk lie shows a
may be considered a complete estimate I commendable desire to give ail the infor-
have brougbt this furtlier information. mation lie can, but I do say that when lie

Mr. SUPROULE. I was going to 5[1y th asks an initiai vote for a public worlr lie
flis is anc-ther illustratioin of what we have shouid lie able to fell the House wbat the
over and over again bere. When it was enfire cost of If wlll be so that the Hlouse
contemplat-2d f0 put up tbih, building ba mny form a correct judgment on if.
flie fouse been told that it was going to Mr. CLARKE. I ngree wltb my collengue
cost $181:000, 1 have no douint tlie Flouse from Toronto that wben an armoury is to
would bave l'e3sitated before eonscuiting to be erectcd in a fown a good building should
authorize ti exndtebto fli e put up. I find no fault witi flic expendi-
grounid thut it would only cost $100,000 the turc of a reasonalIle sum for this purpose
Flouse somewbat rcluctantly and after a iu thc city of London. The objection taken
lengtliy djebtr't conseiîted f0 if. Tiilat was on this side ls, that so f0 speali, tlie House
the commiiencemenit of an expendifure wliicli lins been bypnoflzed into approving of this
at flic outset was said to lic $100,000. We building by the inaccurate stafernent made
liad scéircely got into the work wlicn the af first as fo wliat tbe ultimate cost would
expenditiîre be-gan f0 creep up and Within lie. We arc flot holding fthc present Minis-
two yoars if [lad almost doublüd. Are tliaýrc fer of Public Works responsible for tbat.
not reas(>nable grouuds for complaint that The principie laid down liy flic lion. mcm-
fliere is benm thîng w' îoug wit hei ardui- bers for Haiton (Mr. Henderson) and East
tect, with the goverujinent, or wii seime- Grey (Mr. Sproule) Is one tbat cannot be
1body. WVouldt this Flouse bave consenfed confrovcrfcd. Those who pay flic piper
f0 goiîng on *wil h this building if it linew sbould lie able f0 choose tlie music. If la
in tie iirst plarce fliat if would ultiniafely flot fair f0 flic fouse that it sliould lic
cost $181,000-1 amn 10f falkîng here for fold a building will cost $75,000 or $100,000
pastîmie or for the îu1rpo!xç of obsfructing; wben tlie fact ls tbaf If wili take double
1 ara protesfing ag-aiiist a groving cçil and fliaf amount f0 complefe. Now, I want f0
1 tlîi:k tai tnit" oÈ Public Works sliould draw flic attention of tlie minister to flic off
give me bis attention instead of speaking fold tale fliat whule flie city of Toronto
f0 bis friends arounid him. confributcd $150,000 f0 purcliase the site

The MINISTER 0F PUBLIC WORKS for flic Toronto drill shied, thaf drill shied
1beg your pardon, T was speaklng fa fhla Isfot yef complefed. Representations bave

beeîî made again and again f0 fthc depart-dcputy minister. ment. I bave myseif raised îny voice in
Mr. SPROULE. If is only wlien thli y own humble way in this Flouse f0 urge

flouse knows wbaf flic total cosf to coin- upon fhe minister in ail fairnesa fliat flic addi-
plefe will be fliaf if can infeliigenfly pledge, fional drill bail accommodation required in
flic resources of flic counfry for a vote of Toronfo sliould lie provided. I commend flic
this kind. This building will cost fwice as maffer f0 flic serious considerafion of flic
mnucli as was intendcd originally and we lion. gentleman (Hon. Mr. Sufherland). If
find flic saine thing over and over again is flot unreasonalile f0 ask that flic armourv
witli regard f0 fliese pubilie works and pub- sliouid be complefed. I would remind flic
lic buildings. If is an improper systcmn minisfer fliaf in addition f0 wliaf else we
and should lie put an end f0. I arn olliged ibave done, tlie cify of Toronfo lias provid-
fo disagree f0 some extent wifli my lion. cd accommodation for flic military stores.
friend frorn ialfonl (Mr. Henderson) as f0 Tlie city will lie ready f0 give accommodn-
flic propriefy 0f towns and cifies paying floui for nny of flic mllfary stores In any
a sliare of flic cosf in flic way of furnisb- of flic municipal buildings, but surely a drill
ing a site or paying portion of flic cosf shed ls flic proper place for fliese stores.
of a site for fliese buildings. Public liuild- A lasf word fo flic minister. I bope fliaf lie
ings embelliali a fown or cify and confer will liring down in flic supplementary cati-

a eeif on if, and I do not tliink fliere ts mnates a vote f0 complete flic oriial plan
11113 injustice donc if flic fown or cify ls of flic drill shed In order fa give flic necdcd
nskcd f0 pay a fair abare of flic cosf. But accommodafion f0 flic garrison at Toronto.
wliefler fliat principle is riglit or flot, flic The MINISTER 0F PUBLIC WORKS.
facf fliaf Toronto confributes $150,000 for a The matter lias flot been lirouglit fa my at-
building whicli costs $300,000, and thaf tenfion before, and I amn not familiar witli
London does not pay a cent towards flic the details of f. but I bave miade a memo-
building wlidh iS f0 cost $181,000, seems admedwllokIt .
f0 lie very unfair fôwards Toronto. There ndm ndwl10kifI.
sliould lie some flxcd principle. Let if bie Mr. CLARKE. Flear, bear.
ciflier fliaf nofblng sliould lie confrlbufed M P0L.Wsfi ofatfrfi
or fliaf ecd place sliould contribufe a certain Mr ondon LE buidin I th tenrco h
proportion. Ahl sbould lie served alike. Lno uligltb edr
As my lion. friend from Toronto (Mr. Osler) The MINISTER 0F PUBLIC WORKS.
lias pointed ouf, Toronfo lias just grounds It wns let f0 flic lowest tenderer for $133,-
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