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scheme and vote the money for carrying it
out. ~

An essential part of this bargain ail the
way through, and of the negotiations, was
the co-operation of the Grand Trank Rail-
way and the town of Collingwood. It was
freely offered by them and accepted as the
basis of the negotistion, and I was very
sorry to see my hon. friemd igmore it. I
think he will find that the records of his de-
partment will confirm this statement. and
he should see that that aid is got {rom the
town of Collingwood and the Graad T'runk
Railway.

Mr. McCARTHY. The town raised the
money for it. They passed a by-law.

Mr. FOSTER. While we had no vote in
the spring of 1896, the work was urgent, so
we said to the people of Collingwood : If
you will allow a portion ¢f your contribu-

tions to go to this work, on which we have

no money now to expend, that work can be
done and paid for out of your money.

Mr. SPROULE. I have & very distinct re-
coliection of the application of the town of
Collingwood. The Government contended
that it would cost more than the town
thought it would cost. The town said $150,-
C0Q will do all the work we reguired : and
if you will do the work, as we have it
mapped out by our engipneer, we will con-
tribute $25,000. The town did this. What
they asked then iwas that the outside chan-
nel should be 400 feet wide and eighteen
feet deep, and that the inside channel should
be 600 feet wide and twenty feet deep. ‘T'hat

is the way the contract was let and that
' $8 per hour, which is the usual price that

was regarded as the compiete work, which
they would be quite satisfied with. That
is all they expected and for which they were
prepared to give thelr money.

RAIDY RIVET ... ittt iiivinnnencnnnonscnnns $20,000

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
This is days’ work. "

Mr. FOSTER. What is to be the cost of
the whole work ?

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
It ie quite impessible to give exact amounts
as fo the cost of the work, for the work
consists mainly in removing large boulders.
Before we do any more work, I must have
1 complete survey made. :

Mr, FOSTER. From what vote has the
hon. gentleman paid for the work that is
being done now ?

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
Cut of the vote of last year. I do not re-
member what the amount of the vote was.

Mr. FOSTER. It is misleading that
have not that in the parallel colugn. you

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS. I

find thet it was charged to capital. ‘

Mr. FOSTER. It was in the <stimates,
%ut ‘20 I understand it was not in the Supply
11 ?

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS. I
reinember quite well that we changed the
item from income to capital. I have the
Supply Bill here, and I will send it across
to the hon. gentleman (dr. BFoster).

Mr. FOSTER. I see that is so. Then, the
instructions of the House were not curried .
out,

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
That is not my fault.

Mr. FOSTER. No, that is not your fault.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would like to
ask the Minister's reason for doing this by
days’ labour and not by contract.

The MINISTER OF PUBUIC WORKS.
It is almost impossible to do such work
under tender. There are boulders here apd
boulders there. It is @ work which has to
bé done with great care, and that is the
reason why 1 sent cne of the officers of my
own department. I might bave found a
good man there, but I thought it hetter 10
send one of the officers who are .ander our
immediate supervision.

Mr. BENNETT. I would like to ask, with
reference to the work at Owen Sound har-
bour, for which $35,000 is asked, is that
under contract, and if so, who are the con-
tractors ?

The MINISTER COF PUBLIC WORIS.
The dredging at Owen Sound is done by a
&Pedge which we engage so much an hour—

we pay for the dredges that we have 1o

isecure from outside parties.

Mr. BENNETT. The hon. Minister has
not answered the other part of the (ues-
tion. Perhaps I might ask him further: Is
this dredge the property of Mr. John A.
Barron and of Dr. Horsey, son-in-law of the
hon. member for West Hurcen (Mr. Macdon-
ald) ?

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS. I
understand that the dredge is the property
of a company.

Mr. BENNETT. Is not the hon. Minister
aware that Contractor John A. Barron and
Contractor Horsey, who, I mmay say, is the
defeated candidate in North Grey, are the
owners of the dredge that has this contract
at this princely rate of pay ? Were ten-
ders called for in this case 7

- The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
We never ask for tenders in such cases, and
if the hon. gentleman (Mr. Bennett) locks
gt the record of past transactions, ke will
find that I am paying the same raie 28 bas
always been pald. Aly officers informed
me that there was orly one name known

|in connection with the company, that of



