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Mr. WILSON (Lennox>. l'e this juet for
a post office?

Mr. PUGSLEY. Yes. Mv instructions
to the chie! .arohitect are to 'keep the cost
of this building in the vicinity of $13,000
or $14,000. It wilI not exceed $15,000.

Mr. CROSBY. Does that include the
site ?

Mr. PUG4SLEY. Yes.

Mr. CROSBY. Ras the 'hon. 'minister lhad
any requisition fromn the Post Office
Department for this building as being re-
quired for the work of the department?

Mr. PUGSLEY. Not from the .Post
Office Department. I may eay, however,
that my attention wa3 called by the Min-
is-ter of Railways and Canais (Mr. Gra-
ham), in whose constituency thie town is
situated, to the very great need of post
office 'accommodation tihere. My hon.
friend no doubt is aware tihat the depart-
ment allows a mial arnount to the post-
master to enable hlm to secure accommo-
dation. The people of Athens3 have been
urging, so the Minister of Railways in-
forme me, that increased accommodation
be given Vhem, and he hoped it would be
possible to make an -arrangement with a
banking company 'which was going to erect
a'building there so that my departme.nt
should pay a portion o! the rent necessary
to get increased accommodation. However,
the matter fell through, and I decided to
ask for a vote for a building not to ' co3t
a great deal of money but one that would
be suitaible to the neede of tihe town.

Mr. FOSTER. Here le a post office
erected solely for the business of the Post
Office Department, After it is erected 'who
pays for tise renting expenses of that build-
ingP

Mr. PUGSLEY. The Department of
Public Works.

Mr. FOSTER. le that tise case al
through P

Mr. PUGSLEY. Yes.
Mr. FOSTER. Tise Department o! Public

Works does not require a building, but thE
minister, without consultation with thE
Postmaster General erects a post office
building for post office business and thei
assitmes' the cost o! that building aMter iti
erection. Does the rentai now paid fuo
post office accommodation tisere f ail inti
thse Tevenue of thse post office?

Mr. PUGSLEY. No, that rentai wil
ceaee. I have soanetisnes thougbt it migh
flot be undesirable, certainly it would no
be frum the standpoinit of my department
if tise other departiments would pay thi
Public Works Department a rentai fo
buildings which we erect !or~,them.

Mr. FOSTER. Under the present .systemi
when the Postmaster General goes before
the country and presenits his acconts, say-
ing this is my revenue, and thie my ex-
penditure, hie is flot making a f air exhibit
to the country.

Mr, PUGSLEY. I would not like té say
that.

Mr. FOSTER. Hle je shouldering a por-
tion of the expense of his department on
another departmnent, and concealing it, in
effeet, in that other department. I have
no hesitation in saying that, in niy -mid,
the Minister of Publie Works ought not to
unidertake to ereet a building for another
departmnent until requisitioned by that de-
rartment. This siipehodi method is carried
on simply for patronage purposes. Two
minieters who hal~e nothing to do with the
post office decide to build a building for
the Postmaster General and the carrying
out of bis business.

Mr. PUGSLEY. Rather for the nublic
accommodation.

Mr. FOSTER. I think that is bad policy

Mr. PUGSLEY. No, in this case, it is
for the public accommodation.

Mr. FOSTER. If the Minister o! Rail-
ways should somne morning flud the Min-
ister of Publie Works building a station
somewhere on the Intercolonial railway, and
on its completion this shouid relieve the
Minister of Railways of the cost of main-
toining that station, and then when the
MiniBter of Railways presented hie balance
sheet to the country, hie omitted the cost
of that station, he would be giving a wrong
account of part of the expenses of hie de-
partment. I think the minister of post
offices, the Postmaster General, ought to
pursue exactly the same course as the Min-
ister of Railways in this matter, and that
hie should not have the Minister of Public
Works bearing the cost o! part of the ac-
commodation required by hie departmnent.

Mr. PUGSLEY. My hion. friend makes
two points, one that we should not erect a
building for another department without a
requisition fromn the aninister of that de-
partment, and the other, that if we do
erect a post office the Postmaster General
ebould pay a rental for it. Since when did

Smy hion. friend entertain these viewe.

r Mr. FOSTER. For a good many years.

Mr. PUGSLEY. Certainly not before
1896.

Mr. FOSTER. For the last 7 or 8 years
I have advocated themn steadily in the
House.

Mr. PUGSLEY. I used to have a good
r deal o! respect for the views of niy hon.

friend and have now, but I cannot fiud


