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ing of one seison when they were prepared 1 The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
to resume their work, they are told that CANALS. I wish to add the following
their services are not required. If that is ,words to that item :-" Notwithstand4ing
not dismissal, I do not know what it Is. I that the said amount is not legally recov-
think the hon. member for Algorna (Mr. eraible by the contractor under the strict
Dyment) is exercising an authority that legal interpretation of the contraot." Now,
it would be well, in so young a man, not with regard to this item, I may gay that it
to exercise. He is just cormmencing his is the sum which it has been concluded
political career ; lie Is just building a repu- that Mr. Stewart is entitled to by reason of
tation for himself whièh will not be to his actual loss caused him by stoppage of the
credit. He complains that I did not work upon sections one and two of his con-
give the number of those appointed. I say tract on the Soulanges Canal. A very
that I had not an opportunity of seeing that strong opinion was given by the engineer
list. Information is retained until the very in charge of that work, thaît the stone
moment it is required for the discussion of which was being supplied by the contractor
items before us, and then It is ,thrown at was untit for use on the canal, and did not
us. I say that it is unfair to the meinbers 1 properly coiply with the specitications of
of the House that they should not have the contract. This occurred before I enter-
an opportunity to get the information that ed upon 'the duties of the department, and,
is necessary in order to defend their friende upon the opinion of the engineer being re-
who are unjustly assailed and dismissed ceived by the gentleman who was acting as
without inquiry. The leader of the Govern- j Minister of Railw.iys at the time, instrue-
ment (Sir Wilfred Laurier) stated in my tions were given to stop the work. It was
hearing that no man in the public service felt that. if the opinion of the engineer was
would be dismissed without having a fair correct and this stone was unsuitable, it
chance to defend himself against auy ought not to be allowed to be put Into the
charge brought against them. work any longer; and it was thought pro-

Mr. LISTER. They were not dismisesed. per to have an Immediate investigation into
the whole matter. Opinion, I believe, was

Mr. SPROULE. I say they were dis- invited. Experts were sent down for the
missed. There is no other word in th purpose of examining the stone. Some of
English language that will describe the them reported favourably, and some con-
treatment they received. They were dis- demned the stone. Other experts were sent,
mlssed without trial. a good deal of delay occurred, and a great

1 difference of opinion was found to exist
Mr. DYMENT. I would like to ask the among those who were supposed to be com-

hon. gentleman a question. If the tables petent to form a judgment upon a question
were turned, and his side was in power, of that kind ; and it became a very serious
would he recommend the re-appointment of question as to wliat ouglit to be done. It
these men ? would, of course, be a most disastrous thing

Mr. SPROULE. Certainly I would. if stone which was unfit for that work,
1 should be allowed to be put into It. Natur-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh. ally, a good deal of delay occurred in reach-
Mr. SPROULE. Hon. embers laug. ing a conclusion as t whether the engineerMr. PROF. L. i~n.memerslauli.in charge of the works was rigliht, or the

They are laughing i. a sneering way thatce
is not becoming. I have been in this House nounc inar of the stnetimatepo
for nineteen years, and when pressure was it wasditerm ofdthatote.enginei
put upon me-now I am giving a personalhot
history-to dismiss some of the postmasterscemningfthe woile snome t he
one of whom hounded me throughout thecone ithecklesnsueotoe
riding and abused me on the platform, I steworknnasde of it was sutalefTr
never asked for his dismissal. I went toe quar asoie onait was deciTe
Sir John Macdonald and asked hlm what prrstonelfor use, wi, et cseit
was the custom, and he said that so, long as contai eaorduseal that wofcotan-
a man did his duty as an officer it -was un- enandago eita ol o na mn dd ls utyas n ofier t WtS flswer the purpose. The decision arrived at,
usual to ask for hlis dismissal. And he re-tt
mained 12 or 14 years longer in that office tien which had' enouncd en-
until he resigned it voluntarily. I refer to ineer in hargewpoooad, n that
Mr. Middleton, of Dundalk. The hon. mem- the inochage te lie steppdatat
ber for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) knowstpor ouhth s toh edgothet
him. I can give two or three instances of bleptould epoerly li utinto the work,
same kInd ; but in no case did I ever askn<i thery plmae de puwaInaordance
for the dismissal of a man in my riding for witb thai view. Before the final conclusion
political partisanship or any other reason, lad been readhed and the contracter was
soi long as he did his work faithfully. notified, le 'ailbeen delayed a long perlei.
To pay Contractor Archibald Stewart for I.think some three montbs elapel before

loss caused by stoppage of work on se- the matter Was ultimately deeided. is ma-
tions 1 and 2 of the Soulanges Canal.... $17,3451chinery was kept idlenda nu -ir %%ie
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