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it is oniy "greenborns " who are scratching their
desks. 18 that parliamentary language?

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I do not think it
it parliamentary.

Mr. CASEY. I would define " greenhorn " for
the hon. member for Algona to mean a very new,
raw, fresh and inexperienced member. If the hon.
gentleman thinks that is offensive to him I will
witlhdraw it, but I am sure nobody but a " green-
horn " would feel offended at my application of the
word.

Mr. MACDONELL (Algoma). I rise to another
point of order, Mr. Chairian. I do not think the
hon. neiber has satisfied this House as to his
interpretation of the word "greenhorn." If he
applies it to hon. gentlemen sitting on the back
benches of this House, ini my opinion it cannot be
parliamentary language, and his duty is to with-
draw the offensive expression.

Mr. CASEY. I declared my willingness to
withdraw the expression if. the lion. gentleman
felt offended at it. I tried to do it in a way that
would not hurt the hon. gentleman's suscepti-
bilities, but his susceptibilities are so very tender
that lie feels like a piece of proud flesh, and you
cannot refer to him without hurting himn.

Mr. LANDERKIN. He called you a piece of
proud flesh.

Mr. CASEY. I withdraw the word "green-
horn," if he thinks it an offensive nane to call himn,
and I trust hon. gentlemen opposite will allow ne
to cone to the question now before the House. I
think the hon. gentleman was rather too severe
upon the hon. niember for West Hastiùigs (Mr.
Corby) who was the first to introduce these national
recrimin.ations. I an sure that the hon. mniember,
knowing him as I do to be a thoroughly good-
natured and good-huinoured man, did not mean to
be so offensive to the people of Scotch nationality.
as his words would seeni to inply, and I think
chat the hon. member for Algoma read huimu too
severe a lecture.

M'. MACDONELL (Algoma). I did not say
anything about it.

Mr. CASEY. Representing a riding chiefn,
composed of Scotchmen, I must on their beha
protest agst such references being made in
future. à ow, I understand from the lion. Minister
of Public Works that this post office was within
three miles of the Montreal post office. It seens
to mue that is rather too near a great metropolitan
p ost office'to justify the erection of another public

uilding costing as much as this is expected to cost.
I woulk like to ask the Minister on what grounds
he justifies this,?

Mr. OUIMET. Because the necessity of the
postal service demands that there should be another
post office there.

Mr. CORBY. I have listened to the remarks
nade by the hon. member for West Elgin and the
hon. member for Lincoln, and I must say that no
better- evidence of obstruction eau be given than
the at empt to couvert my language into an insult
to the Scotch nationality. That is only got up as
a piece of clap trap for political purposes. As my
best friends in West Hastings are Scotchmen, the
know better than to suppose that I would insjt
their nationality. They supported me at the last
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election and they will support me again, and they
will not listen to such clap trap statements as have
been niade by the hon. member for West Elgin and
the hon. member for Lincoln. I had no intention
to insult the Scotch nationality, and if I did so, I
withdraw what I said. Hon. gentlemen opposite
are only talking to-night for political purposes;
but let then go on and do their best.

Mir. CASEY. The hon. meniber for West
Hastings does me an injustice, because I distinctly
stated that I did not suppose that he intended to
be insulting to the Scotch nationality. The hon.
Minister, iii reply to ny question, says that the
erection of this post office so near to the Montreal
post office can be justified on the ground that the
public service requires it. That is a very large and
comprehensive answer. It is as much as tn say that
this post office is needed because it is needed. I an
aware that that is a natural justification to put
forward, but what I wanted to obtain fron the
Ministerwassone detailsas to why it is needed. The
reasons do not appear on the face of the Postnaster
General's Report, in the census returns. or in any of
the public documents laid before the House. It is
clear fron these docunents that St. Henri bas a
snaller population and yields a smnaller postal
revenue than a great many places that have not
obtained post offices. It lias been alleged by some
hon. gentlemen on the other side that we are
attackini; these appropriations because they are
made in the Province of Quebec. We are doing
nothing of the kind. We are pointing out that if
such places as St. Henri and Laprairie are justitied
on the basis of population or of revenue in receiving
post office build ings, there are nmany other places in
the Province of Quebec nucli more entitled to
receive thein on the saine grounds. I took the
trouble last night to give a list of about 130 places
in Quebec which returned a greater revenue than
Laprairie, and it would be quite easy to forni a list
of Quebec towns yielding a larger revenue than the
one now under discussion. We have had fron the
Minister the samne justification tlhat we have had
all along, that in the first place the noney lias been
already voted for this purpose, and in the second
place that the public needs require it ; but lie lias
not undertaken to show us what means he lias
used to ascertain that. The conclusion we are
obliged to cone to im this case is the saune as that
which% we came to in the Laprairie case, that this
building is being erected wholly for political
reasons. The County of Hochelaga, in which it is
situated, returns at present a supporter of the
Governmteit. He has not invariably been a solid
Conservative, but such little grants as this will no
doubt contribute to brace up his allegiance to the
party, and secure the support of his constituents at
the polls. These are the only objects that can be
achieved by this grant, and we have no doubt that
this is the object of the Government. It is because
we feel this that we have deternined to give such
votes as this the fullest and most exhaustive dis.
cussion, and to do so at such a length as will draw
the attention of the country forciblyto the system

pursued of the unlimited bribery of constituencies
by nieans of grants for public works.

An hon. MEMBER. Tell us something new.
Mr. CASEY. I an very sorry that the state-

ment is not new ; I am very sorry that this prac-
tice is as old as the Government. I deeply regret
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