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head, for lighthouse and coast service-
there are other branches of it, but this wil]
do to, illustrate my point-amounted to
$445,000. The expenditure in 1908 amounted
to $2,835,000. That is to, say, that of th,3
$8,000,000 in question $2,400,000 were de-
voted to the improvement of the lighthouse
service. The lighthouse and coast servic
mean practically the liglithouse service. 1
arn not disposed to say that the administra-
tion of that departinent has been entirely
free from censure. I think probably, as the
report of Judge Cassels seems to indicate,
that there has been very considerable ex-
travagance in certain quarters, and that
there has been certainly something which
looks extremely like graf t on the part of a
good many officiais. That extravagance the
governinent wrnl check. That graft, if the
law .permits thema to do so, they will pun-
ish ; but I would cail attention incidentally
te this fact, that the offenders, if they be
offenders, are for the most part men whom
we did not appoint, but whom we found in
office when we camne in in 1896 and whose
marais may have been contaminated by theo
company which they were obliged te keep.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC-The new company or
the old?

Hon. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT-The
old, most decidedly, and I think if my hon.
friend remembers certain events which took
place in parliament in the years 1893-4-5,
he will know that officiais of that depart-
ment, did stand in considerable danger of
being contaminated. However, that is not
exactly the point. The point I want te,
make is this: It is true there has been a
very large increase, at any rate i the
Department of Marine and Fisheries, and
under the head of lighthouses and coast
service, but at the same time there has been
an enormous improvement in that service,
and an enormous benefit conferred on the
mercantile marine, aye and on the people
cf Canada by that improvement. To-day
the St. Lawrence is lit and supplied with
lighthouses and l1ght accommodation as it
neyer was before, and as very few rivers of
its magnitude are to-day. 1 believe that
the amount saved to, the community in in-
surance alone would much more than com-
pensate them for the increase in expendi.

Hon. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

ture on the lîghthouse department, and I
may say this, every hon, gentleman who
knows anything of the trade of Canada,
knows that the value cf the cargo cf te
ships that go down the St. Lawrence te-day
amounts te several hundred cf millions cf
dollars. An accident te one of those ships
carrying such a cargo as they do would ini
a single year much more than offset te
total amount cf the increase, large as it is.
And while, as 1 have said, I amn in no way
disposed te, defend any unnecessary expen-
diture in this or any other department, L
do say that when you accuse the govern-
ment cf extravagance merely because te
expenditure increased in such a depart-
ment as that by a couple of million dollar.i
or, may be more, ycu wi cao well te re-
member that the community at large-and
this affects the whole community, because
practically simost the whcle cf our exporta
go via the St. Lawrence, at any rate during
the summer season-you will remember that
theo community derive a very large benefit
from that expenditure.

1 do not think At necessary ta, go inte
minute details about these matters, except
the remark teat before 1 have done I thinc
I shall be able to show the Hause that in
the remaining item which would be neces-
sary te, make up the eight million dollars
that I arn now discussing-that is the item
cf immigrationî- th:e money that we have
expended bas been cf enormous advantage
te the people cf Canada. There I think te
increase bas amounted te, something like
$1,000,000 or thereabouts. In 1896, aur
expenditure for immigration axnounted te
about $120,000. It had incereased ta very
nearly one million one hundred thousand
dollars per annuin in the twelve years
termînating in 1908. Now, the House
will observe that while I do not pre-
tend te say that there may not have been
some ground for criticisrn with respect
ta any one cf those departmenta, I do
maintain, and I think the House on due
consideration wiIl agree with me, that in
the cases that I have enumerated, either
the whoic parliarnent concurred in the ex-
penditure, as in the case cf the militia, or
there bas been good value given for te
money expended. Perhaps my hon. friend
opposite will permit me ta ask hlm a ques-


