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was paid $4, and that the bill was $18
for the use of the armor. There is no
Teturn of the $8, and Mr. Demare must
ave paid that money to himself, because
°re 18 nothing said about it. This man
milie must have given truthful evidence,
oCause the counsel for the canal officials
1d not ask him one single question in the
Cross-examination. Why? Because he
Was afraid to ask him. He said he would
¢all him some other day. I did not quite
get through with Mr. Smilie, but Mr.
“ykert thought he was not a good witness
or his side, 50 he was not recalled. At
Page 667 Smilie says that he was receiving
Pay from the Government and from out-
Side parties at the same time—at least,
When he was working for outside parties
and receiving pay from them he was
%ettmg pay from the Government also.
S Zpage 677 he says he worked on the
Chooner “J, P, Beals,” and that Mr.
O%mal'e paid him. Mr. Demare, he says,
i ered him to do this work and was
aways his boss or foreman, He says, on
Rf}lge 678, that he worked on the barge
. ecumseh.” Mr. Demare, at page 2221,
4y8 he collected no money from the
Schooners « J. P, Beals,” = ¢ Haskell,”
« Leadville,” “ Norwood,” ¢ Tecumseh,”
o J. King ” or “ James R. Benson.” In
aone of these cases did the country get
a:y money for the use of the diving
o ;‘l‘m’, and Mr. Demare swears that he
eg'dOCted nothing. Can you credit the
N ldence of Mr. Demare after what he
Wore about the farming land? Can you
elieve his evidence and refuse to credit
tr er Witnesses who swore (0 the con-
¢ \:lly ? This man Demare was, I think,
st elve or fifteen times on the witness
and, and I refer to the fact in order that
%’gg may judge of his credibility. If you
Wh One man contradicted by three others
inc? are his own friends you would be
w'tmed to believe the majority of the
\iDesses. As far as the Superintendent
‘ereéhe canal is concerned, he was dis-
o lted by documentary evidence that he
testl’mt gel over, as well as by his own
lan(;mony. In the case of the farming
sha 'S, Mr. Demare denied that he got any
N (;e of the crops grown on the canal
0ds, but he is contradicted by McGrath,
otlarty und Brownlee, who swore that
ne};hgave him a share of the crop.
. 18 House last year, in speaking of

8 Demare, I ventured the assertion that

he was getting pickings. Well, it appears
from the evidence that my charge was well
founded. If I had been a prophet I could
not have come nearer it.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—What do
you mean by pickings ?

Ho~. Mr. McCALLUM—Anything that
you can catch—anything that you can
get, honestly if possibly, or get anyhow.
I now come to the evidence of William
Mossop, a man that I shall have oceasion to
say a good deal about beforeI get through,
and who is dealt with in a very harsh
manner in the pamphlet circulated by Mr.
Rykert. A determined effort has been
made to destroy his character—and why ?
Because I wrote a letter to Mr. Ellis asking
him to give Mossop continuous employ-
ment, and now they blame Mossop for hav-
ing brought about this canal investigation.
They say I have a spite against them
because they refused to give Mossop employ-
ment, Mossop is no more to me than any
other poor man who is trying to earn a
living for his family. I hope Ishall always
be veady to assist any poor man to get
employment; when I wrote that letter that
was the only object I had in view. My only
feeling in this matter is that the country
should have full value for the money that
it expends on the Welland Canal and that
the canal should be managed properly. At
page 965 William Mossop says that the
steam pump was at the rubber factory four
or five days. He took the scow “ Sir John”
to Thorold for a load of stone for the rub-
ber factory. The stone went through the
canal as Government stone and there was
no lot pass. He says Mr. Demare ordered
him to do this, and that Mr. Ridgeway paid
him for his work on the scow *“Sir John.”
He says also that he worked on the pon-
toon, to which I have already referred, for
Mr. Miller four or five days and got his pay as
if he had been working for the(giovernment.
Mossip further swears, at page 975, that he
brought the scow “Mud Hen” from Bat-
tle’s quarry, with a load of stone for
Richard Hutton, lock tender; that the
scow was occupied for about three days
on this job and that he got orders from
Demare to do so. I did not offer any evi-
dence on this point as to who paid for
the stone and cement. I think it was the
duty of the men who defended the canal
officials to show that the Government did



