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worth, and that that is evidence that the
men's time has not been fully accounte
for, and that ail the material which vent
into the painting of the house had not
been charged for by the government and
paid for by Mr. Lanctot. Now, what jes
the position with regard to that? We, find
that Mr. Lanctot paid the governiment for
217 days painting on hie hoeuse. There
were about four days of ordinary labour-
ers, who were not working on the paint-
ing work, .which made At a little more than
that; but tho labour on the painting came
to $367.59. Now, Mr. Douaire, the star
witness of the gentleman who made this
charge, him8elf admits, at page 36, that
216 day' 'woik was ail that vas necessary
to do the painting of that bouse, and 217
days work was paid for iby Mr. Lanctot
at the prices paid by the -government, -and
MT. Douaire says that 216 days' work is
-what lie calculated. Now, we find there
is $367.52 for labourera on the painting.
An account vas kept of ail the paitit 'that
was supiplied, and Mr. Pagé tells us what
was done. He isayýs that lie mixed the
paints himself. Wlien lie found that paint
could flot be obtained from Labelle & Com-,
pany, at Sorel, lie mixed the quantity of
paint to be used on Mr. Lanctot's house,
and set itapart for that use and foi none
other. The whole of that paint vas not
used, but the whole of it esounited,, in
value, to $81.60. As 8oon as that account
came in to Mr. Lanctot after the work wae
cosnpleted, lie paid the money. Mr.
Papineau replaced the pamnt, -having pur-
cbased it from the same people, 1 presume,
the government buy their supplies front;
Mr. Papineau purchased the paint at
$81.60, and Mr. Le.nctot paid hirn the
money. Then there was $ 18.95, an account
wit. Laibelle & Company, for paints, and
there w as an accounit of $25 'with Mr.
Josephi Rivet, for ffpaintirng iblinils, winý.
dows, &c., making a total of $493.07 for
the painting. Now, -we are .reminded that
Mi. Douaire says that the painting should
have been wc>rtl $950, but lie calculates in
the $950, about 20 per cent of a profit.
Another witness isays about $1,P0, but
they ail -admit that 217 days iLs the re-
quisite number of days to do the painting,
and then it is a question of what the paint
itsif vas wortb.

Now, to establish that with accuracy,
three -witnesses are called who give their
evidence in regard to that matter at pages

201, 204,- and 215 of the evidence. T'he
first witness is Mr. Trudeau, manager of
the painting department of Henry Morgan
& Company, of Montreal. H1e lias occu-
pied that position for Il years., is an ex-
periencedl man in painting work. He vent
to Mr. Lanetot's and measured the bouse,
took tlie nu-mber of cubie yards in thU

house which lied 'been pai.nted, and esau
speak rwith aeuracy. -These mien who
gave tbeir eviidence as to the cost of paint-
ing did not meaeure -the bouse, they ahl
admit that tbey did not measure. 'the
bouse, and they are -speaking fcom guess.
Mr. T.rudeau vent there and aneasured the
bouse, and lie put the number of yards at
685, and hie pute thie value of the paint-
ing clone $491.38, as against $493 wbidb it
actually cet. Tlien we bave at page 204,
Mr. Joseph Dagenais, sworn. H1e lives *at
Montreal, lie is a painter and contractor,
and bas been a painter for 16 yeare. H1e
vent to Mr. Lanctoît's and, made a mea-
surement of the number of yards of paint-
ing tbat w.as donc, and hie put the value
of the work at $5012.71. Here 1 wish to dis-
tinguish between the co&t and the value,
becau.se ail these men say that in estinat-
ing tbe value tbey add a profit of 10 to
15 Qper cent; lie puts the value of the work
done at $502.71, and lie measured accurate-
ly the numuber of yards of painting, and
indeed ve.nt there for the purpose of mak-
ing .a stateme!nt of the value of the work.
Then at page 215, we bave the statement
of Mr. Josephi Edmond Gauthier, of 354
Champlain street, Montreal, manager for
the painting departmnent of Castle & Sons,
Montre aI.

H1e has hed many years experience et
painting woirk. H1e vent to Sorel, measured
the bouse, took the number of yards of
paint -work and hie puts the value at $461.
There are tbree meti of experience, none
of them baving the sliglitest interest in this
matter, one way or the other, aIl lead-ing
busines- men of Montreal, and is there any
person who will bè bold enough to say tbat
these men will come liere and deliberatedy
perjure theinîselves for the sake of satisfy-
ing the desires of Mr. Lanctot or any one
else. They are experienced men, they went
there to niake tbe measurements, they did
make theni, they s.peak witb authority, and
that is the statement they give. Two of
them are b-elow the amount it cost Mr.
Lanctot and one of themn is only $4 or $5,
aboya that amount. Remember they are in-
cluding in that the contractor's profit as
well as t1jie cost of the work. So I say that
when Mr. Lanctot macle bis staternent in
the House or in the cominittee, that lie
tbought the work vas costing hi-in more
than it sbould bave clone, lie was s-peak-
ing by the book. I cannot apprebiend that
any one 'will feel that the work coat Mr.
Lanctot actually less than it should have
cost. Wihen you bave got that f ar you have
got just as far as the evidence will carry
you. in regard to those partioulars. In the
firat place was the tume of the men, em-
ployees of the goverument, who worked on
Mr. Lanctot's bouse, fully and comipletely
paid for? The evidence ié overwbelming


