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tial nature. I can tell the Minister frankly
that a depth of eighteen feet of water will
not place the harbour of Collingwood in a
position to compete with either MIdland or
Owen Sound for the grain trade of the
west, from Port Arthur and Duluth. At
present we have vessels coming into Mid-
land carrying as much as 130.000 bushels of
grain. and eighteen feet of water is not
sufficient to accommodate them.

Mr. FOSTER. I have listened to this dis-
cussion with a great deal of Interest, be-
cause this matter was before the late Gov-
ernment for some time. In the first place.
I want to ask my hon. friend, if, as It
appears, the $80,000 is voted for 1897-98, and
that there is no corresponding appropria-
tion for the preceding year, whether any
preceding vote for Collingwood harbour was
made for this work ?

The MINISTER OF PUBILC WORRS.
I think there was a vote of $25,000 charged
to capital account. I think there was some
debate last year on the same ground.

Mr. POSTER. I was inclined to dispute
the accuracy of that statement. I quite re-i
member the debate. The estimates, as they
were brought down, proposed to vote these!
Items and some others on capital account.
The debate arose as to why these should be
charged to capital account whilst all otheri
similar appropriations were charged io the
consolidated fund, and it ended with the
Minister of Trade and Commerce advising
and the Finance Minister aceepting lhe ad-
vice, to transfer it from capital aceount and
charge it to the consolidated fund. My own
Impression is that when we caie to that
agreement, It was struck out fron the capi-
tal account, but was not afterwards charged
to the consolidated fund, so that there was
really no vote of money for Collingwood
harbour in the Supply Bill. What I want
to call attention to is this : My boÛ. friend
led me to think that what he was doing by
this vote of $140,000 wa% simply makIng an
entrance to the harbour, but I have mistaken
entirely the whole trend of the fomrniinca-
tions which extended over four or five years
between the town of Collingw.-od and the
Grovernment, if the entrance to the hiarbour
was all they required. 'It seemus te mne they
had two objects in view; in the first place,
a deeper and a better harbour ; anl lin ttie
second place, a deeper entrance to that har-
bour.

Mr. MeCARTHY. I understand the work
was, just as the hon. gentlemim says, ln-
tended to be, not merely the entrance to the
harbour, but the harbour ltself, and ,t is for
this whole work that the contract was let.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
That ls so.

Mr. FOSTER. This contract does not
make a complete work.

Mr. BENNETT.

Mr. McCARTHY. Yes, It is all the work
which the Government engineer thought
was necessary, both Inside and outside.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
And the Grand Trunk Railway, also. They
saw the plans.

Mr. POSTER. The hon. gentleman lknows
better about the oresent condition than I
did. He and bis department ought to know
whether or not ti expenditure of $140,00(k
will complete the whole work In Colling-
wood harbour, or whether it is simply the
entrance.

Mr. McCARTHY. It will do the very
work you called for by your invitation to
tender which was sent out in JanuaPy, 1896.
That tender Is now being embodied into a
contract.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WOR %S.
The plans are absolutely the same.

Mr. FOSTER. I quite understand that,
j but the impression I wish to have condirn-
ed or dispelled is this, that no matter whe-
ther contracts were called for or not for
this very work by the preceding 'Wovern-
ment, this is not the whole work, but simply
the entrance. I understood from the hon.
Minister that this would not complete the
work, but that what was required to be done
afterwards would have to be looked inte
afterwards.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
What I meant te say was this : Suppose in
ten years or twenty years more, there
should be more accommodation required,
that would be looked into.

Mr. FOSTER. That makes that matter
clear. But my hon. friend will admit that
he should not lead the House into a large
expenditure for an Initial work without tak-
ing the House into bis confidence as to the
cost of the whole work. My own opinion
was that the preceding tender was more a
tentative tender to find out what the actual
cost would be, and it was not carried out
because we had not the money voted. It
was not proposed to put that tender into
execution until we had the authorization of
Parliament in a vote. That, I think. is a
fair principle to go upon. Here you are
simply coming down and saying you want
from this Parliament $140,00. On being
asked what for, you reply : Well, my en-
gineers have looked into this thing, they
have made me a reeommendation, :ni I
have undertaken, in the name of the Gov-
ernment, a contract calling for an expeadi-
ture of $140,000, not one dollar of which Is
voted. My hon. friend wll find that that
is a very bad rule, especially tu large cx-
penditures. Parliament should be left un-
fettered and It is the right of Parliament
to demand that before a Government binds
a country by a contract, Parliament should
be called upon te give its adheslon to the
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