
COMMONs

Mr. GRAHAM. The contract price is sufficient business to warrant the govern-
$60,600, approximately. It is done on sche- ment spending this large amount of money?dule rates. It is expected that it will cost There is no business worth speaking about
about $65,000. at Port Maitland.

Mr. JOHN HAGGART. That will fin- Mr. LALOR. This happena to be in my
ish the whole work? constituency and I know aomething about

Mr. RAHA. Tat l supose to ln-it. I can easily understand any one not f a-Mr. GRAHAM. That is supposed to fin-circumtance saying thatish the whole entrance at Port Maitland. it should be abandoned and that no more
Mr. WRIGHT. I understand that the money should be apent upon it. The Wel-

department have under consideration the land canal formerly was fed from the Grand
digging of a new canal to parallel the Wel- river and this waa a most useful and ne-
land canal. Have the department come to cesaary part of the canal ayatem. There
any decision in regard to that? It seems have been very large amounta of money
to me that this is a lot of money to be put spent on the Welland canal and on the feed-
ting into the old canal. If we are going er between Dunnville, Port Maitland and
to dig a new canal I think as little as pos- Port Coîborne and it is pretty hard for the
sible ought to be spent on the old canal. government to abandon that work although

Mr.i e value to the country is not now sodo. witHAM thequso tol whic my hong great as it formerly was. But, if anythingn towent wrong with the feeder of the canalfriend refers. This is in connection with from Lake Erie this old feeder could b2
the old feeder up at Port Maitland. We used for a certain length of time. As to
have always had charge of this work. We Port Maitland harbour, it is the best bar-
will have to do this whether we dig a new bour on the whole of Lake Erie. Lt is the
canal or not. It is really for the protection safeat harbour of refuge for boats comxng
of the harbour. Similar work was done down the lake. Ln case of a storm they
on the east side of the harbour. It has
been reported for several years very strong- go on up the river and into the Wellandly that in a heavy storm this work is canal feeder which afforda them safe re-
necessary for the protection of the town. fuge. The adoption of Port Maitland as

Mr. JOHN HAGGART. Why should thL the entrance of the Welland canal bas been
government do this work when it is not advocated in this buse by several bon.
used for the canal? The new canal gets its members reprasenting my part of the coun-
water directly from Lake Erie and this try and particularly by the late Senator Me-
feeder is of no use at sîl. Callum who was at one time a member of

rthis Hose. There is not the slightest doubtthat Port Maitland should be the entrancein a way. Lt may be that this is a work to the Welland canal and not Port Col-properly for the Department of Public borne. You can go on sapending money oa
Works but it bas always been ours, the Port Coîborne as long as you like. Thiswork muit be done and there seems to hd and other governments have spent millions
no other department to do it. of dollars but you will neyer have a satis-

Mr. POSTER. Lt is really a harbour factory harbour at Port Coborne. Theupon the canal? harbour entrance to the Welland canal
ehould be Port Maitland without the aligat-teerance ofA .w t is kon Lase tie est doubt. You are talking about buildingfe eernarte ouath o as the adrve ap new canal; you can get a route by wayerebetweenDunnvillof Port Maitland without encountering any

Mr. WRIGHT. If thia is not now used rock wbatever. You can go down eightyas a feeder why do you need a dock or any feet and you can build your canal with aimprovernent at its moutb? Lt dogs not much less expenditure o money than ifseem to serve any oseful purpose at ah. you continue to spend millions o money,
reasas you have been spending money everycrg ofAHAM. ta work.aw year, on the old Welland canal system. Aproper survey for the new canal would be-Mr. WRIGHT. Where is the necessity gin with Port Maitland as the Lake Ear

for the work? port and not Port CoLborne.
Mn. GRAHAM. Lt is strictly speaking a Mr. WRILGHT. How far apart are Portharbour work for Port Maitland. Person- Maitland and Port Cofborne?ally, I think it should be carried on by Mr. LALOR. They are about flfteen milevthe Department of Public Works, but it bas apart. To build the canal from Port Mait-been ours ever since it was the entrance land would iot lengthen it to any great ex-to the old feeder and therefore we think fcnt. Lt would make it a little longer butthat we muft do it. there would be great compensating advan-
Mr. WRIGHT. La Port Maitland a port tages. We can go on spendîng just as much

o! sufficient importance and possessing money as we like and juat as long as we
Mr. GOSTER.


