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draw the line, and when they come and
say to this House that a building is not
going to cost more than a certain sum their
officers should be iustructed to mmake an
estimate withia that amonnt. That was the
tenor of the discussion which teok place two
years ago when this building was first
spoken of and it was the distinct uuder-
standing at that time that the engineer
should get his instructious that the baild-
ing should be erected and completed for a
sum not to exceed $100,000. Who is res-
ponsible for this over-expenditure ? Is it the
minister, or is it the department, or is it
the chief engineer, or some other official of
the government ? I say that the time has
come when we should protest and I intend
io protest against it in every instauce when
ihe oflicials of any department undertake to
spend the money of this country and com-
pel parliament to vote it. If we are to be
responsibie tor the expenditire of woney
then I say let us have the fixing of the
amount and not the officials of the govern-
ment as has been the practice year after
year. I enter this protest and I intend to
repeat it in every case where the same
thing occurs. So long as the minister has
assumed the responsibility himself and has
the responsibility I have not much to say,
but when I know, as in this case, it is the
officiais of the department and not the miun-
ister, then I say, we ought to enter a stroug
protest against it and see that a stop is put
to it.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
Mr. Chairman, I may say that I am in full
sympathy with the position taken by the
hon. member for Halton (Mr. Henderson).
I hope he will not have on many occasions
to protest as far as I am concerned. In
this particular case I am satisfied that the
minister was perfectly frank and eandid
in his figures as to the cost. So that no
member of the committee would have rea-
son 1o complain when asking for this vote
for $60,000. I requested the chief architect
to make a complete estimate so far as pos-
sible so that I might announce to the com-
mittee what the entire cost of this build-
ing will be. My hon. friend knows that it
has been the practice to ask for a vote for
a portion of the money required and then
to come back to parliament and get more
to complete the work. It is not my inten-
tion to do that in this case so far as I can
avoid it. It is my intention to do what the
hon. member suggests; that is to ask
the engineer, or the architect of the depart-
ment to give me a carefully prepared esti-
mate and to announce this to the House.
I can quite understand that in many of
these cases it is unnecessary to vote the
full amount of the money required in one
session for the simple reason that we all
know and weil know that it sometimes
takes two or three years, even when reason-
able progress is made by the contractor,
to complete the work. But, I agree with the
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hon. gentleman that if theve is one thing
that parliament is entitled to, it is that
when work is undertaken a fair, and
straightforward estimate of the total cost
should be given. So far as I am concerned
I intend to carry out that poliey.

Mr. HENDERSON. I am obliged, in-
deed to the hon. minister for his very
frank statement and T presume that he will
endeavour to carry out that principle, but
he has missed my main point. T have a
very distinet recollection, and I think it is
the recollection of the other members of
the committee, that we were assured that
this building would not exceed in cost
$100,000.

The MINISTER O PUBLIC WORKS.
Yes, 1 admit that.

Mr. HENDERSON. 1 want to know how
in the world it is going to cost $175,000.
Who is responsible for that? I do not
think that tbe cost of material, or the cost
of labour has incrcased in any such ratio
as 75 per cent in all. I fear very much that
the ofticers of the department have full
liberty to draw such plans as they think
fit and that they are the men, and not the
ministers, who actaally fix the price to be
paid for the completion of a building. We
have no control over it because we have no
control over these officers. If the minister
allows his officers to go on and draw plans
of a building that wi'l cost 75 per cent more
than parliament is given to understand it
would cost, how are we geing to put a stop
to it ? We cannot say now : Let us step
the construction of this building. It has
been started on that principle, and will have
to be completed on that principle, but I do
trust that n closer wateh will be kept and
that when a pledge is given to parliament in
regard to the cost of tlie building the minis-
ter will see that his engineer, his architect,
and those who seem to me to have control
of the expenditure will not overstep reason-
able bour:ds and will keep somewhere near
the limit fixed by parliament.

The MINISTER OF PURLIC WORKS.
Would the hon. gentleman allow me one
word of explanation ? It was out of my
desire to give the full cost that the amount
stated appears to be more than it should.
The building itself will cost $133,000. 1t
was in carrying out the very poiicy that
the hon. gentleman advocated, and of
which I am in favour, that I insisted that
the architect should give full dstails as to
the amount that would Le required to com-
plete everything in connection with the
building and I am giving the committee now
the full and complete cest including fittings,
furniture, boilers, ventilation, fencing, elec-
tric wiring. and everything connected there-
with. I am giving the committee, as far as
the architect has prepared under my in-
struction, the full amount reqnived. OFf
course I am not asking for the full amount



