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his, lavlug certain knowledge whlch would
fit him for the work, but I refused ta give
the permission. I think it is better that
the clerks sbould confine themselves strictly
to the work of the department.

Mr. BLAIN. I would thlnk that sucli a"
application would indicate ta the minister
that sometbing of that klnd had gone on
fl the past.

Mr. PUGSLEY. No, I arn not at ail pre-
pared to say that. The application came
from one who I would suppose had not any
particular bias ; but I thougbt it well to
adopt the palicy, whicb I bave no reason ta
suppose was flot tbe policy lu the past that
the officiais sbauld adbere as strictly as
possible ta, the work of the dèpartment and
flot take part lu election matters.

Mr. BENNETT. I find at page V-32-6
that a gentleman named Mr. Vautelet lias
made a very large dIaim on the departmnent.
It would seem that tbis gentleman bad beeni
engageil to prepare certain plans for wbat
is knowu as the St. Andrew's dam. Is that
th~e dam below Winnipeg ?

Mr. rUGSLEY. Yes.
Mr. BENNETT. It seems extraordlnary

that a depnrtment manned as tbis depart-
ment is, witb skilfuil and experlenced en-
gineers and draftsmen, sbouid have ta go
outsîde and employ à gentleman for $15,000
ta prepare tbese plans. I tblnk It wlll rather
astonlisb tbe people of tbe country ta learn
that wben a work of this nature, not of any
extraardinary technical -lfficulty, Is ta -be
undertaken, tbe Department of Publie
Works lias ta confess its inability ta supply
a comnpetent maji for that wvork-either
that or the work of tbe departmeflt is s0
pressing tbat no persan can be spared ta
take It up. Tbe bon. gentleman bas as-
sumed the contrai of a department that
bas naot given ranch satisfaction ta tLlie
people of this country durlng the iast ten
years, for almast every session the answer
ta every query is : 'I1 kaew notblng about
it, I bad notbing ta do witb It, I was not
tbe mînister, some one else bad it ln charge.'
This is a dlaim of such strlking size tbat 1
would ask tbe ml,îister If be could give tue
House an explanatian-first, under what
minister tbis engagement was made, why
the suni o! $15.000 bias not been paid over,
and wby it is tbat o! tbis large amount
$5,000 bas been paid, and Mr. Lafieur, the
engineer of the department, recommends
the payment of $5,000 furtber, and does
not recommend tbe payment of the bill ln
Its entirety. Thîe Iast letter o! the Auditar
Geaeral's Department says this, over the
signature of Frederick Hayter, for the Aud-
Itor Qeneral:

There should, I think, be an order in caun-
cil for an arrangement af this magnitude. If
ane bias already been obtained, please bave a
copy furnished ta this office.
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In making a large payment outside of the
departmnent for services similar ta those gen-
eraliy performed by the departmnentai offi-
ciais, it wouid be weli ta give an explicit
statement of the reason for so doing-whether
lack of time la the departmnent or extra
tecbaicality in the work under discussion.

The rate of 3j per cent should be certified
by the chief engineer as 'fair and just.'

I ask the mînister what explanation can
possibly be given for golng outslde the de-
partment technlcal staff and asklng a man
ta prepare plans with such a large consider-
ation as this, na less tban $15,000. If any
bead af a department may do this witbout,
as tbe Auditor General properly says, go-
iug before Cauncil, wbere le the lirmit? The
Minister of Public Warks wauid have just
as mucbi right ta engage an engineer at
$100,000 as at $15,000. I wauld ask the

iaiister, wbo bas not been long in his de-
partmnent, are any obligations of this nature
lio0w being incurred in cannectian witb any
public enterprise ? Has the ministet' blmself
persaually coutracted with any engineers
or cantractars for work outside and If s0
ta wbat extent ? I amn not aware that the
minister bias doue anytbing of this klnd,
and I wisb ta ask hlm wliat bis palicy in
respect ta sucb undertakings will be la the
future.

Mr. PUGSLEY. My ban. friend's ques-
tion is a very proper one, and one ta whlch
answer as full and satisfactary as possible
sbould be given. The facts of the case are
tbat Mr. Vautelet, of Montreal, is, an archi-
tect enjoying a very blgh reputatian for the
erection of large works, mare particularly
wbere the construction is of steel. He bas
done a gaod deal of work for tbe Canadian
Pacific Railroad in connection witb very ex-
pensive buildings. As hon. gentlemen are
aware, there bas been until recent years
considerable delay and dissatisfactian ln
cannectian wlth the construction of the Im-
portant warks known as the locks at the St.
Andrews' rapids, below Winnipeg. My in-
formation Is that the then minister, Han.
Mr. Hyman, felt that lu undertaking these
works, witb a view of having tbem con-
structed with as littie delay as passible,
and o! the most perfect character, hie was
Justified in calling ln the best engineering
skili it wauld be passible ta abtain, and it
was be wbo employed Mr. Vautelet, for tbe
superstructure of this dam at the Red
River rapids. Hou. gentlemen may ask
tliemseives as ta wbetber or nat this was a
prudent act on tbe part of the minister. I
arn nat at ail prepared ta say that wben the
department Is engnging lun awark o! great
magnitude and unusuai character, lt Is at
ail imprudent or Impraper ta engage the ser-
vices a! outside engineers or architects.
Mr. Hyman took the vlew that this work re-
quired sucb sklll on the part of the designer
tlîat bis course was In tbe public lnterest
and I am nat prepared ta question bis judg-
meut. We know tbat railway campanies
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