The following is the text of the de-
bate on Courtenay Bay dredging tak-
en from the Hansard report of April
i

St. John harbor, New Brunswick—
improvements, $450,000

Mr. Pugsley-—This iz for the pur-
pose of continuiug the work of dredg
ing In the harbor of St. John and of
completing the new pier which is now
under construction. "The work is all
under contract, and we anticipate that
this amount would be required during
the. current year.

Mr. Daniel—Will any of this be
spent in Courtenay Bay?

Mr. Pugsley—I am unable to tell my
hon. friend at the present time whe-
ther it will or not.

Mr. Daniel—Could the minister state
whether the Grand Trunk Pacific Rail-
way Company or the National Trans-
continental Railway Commissioners
have purchased any land at the head
of Courtenay Bay?

Mr. Pugsley—1 may say to my hon.
friend that I have been informed that |
they have agreed to purchase such |
Jand, but whether they have actually
completed the purchase, 1| am not
aware

Mr. Daniel-—Supposing that the pur
chase is made, work would have to go
on ou Courtenay Bay, would it not?

Mr. Pugsley—-1 always beliel - in de
ciding a wmatter when the hcl.‘eSSl(,\‘
arises |

Mr, Daniel—Then the necessity will
uot arise this summer?

Mr. Pugsley—It does not follow

Mr. Daniel—The minister has no in
formation to give on the subject.

Mr. Pugsley-——Not at the present
moment.

Mr. J. Haggart—When the minister
is getting a vote, and when an expen-
diture is to be made at a particular
point, he should be prepared to say
whether that expenditure is to be
made there or not He should give
precise information in reference to
what he intends to use the money for.

Mr. Pugsley——Suppose he is unable
to do so0, what then?

Mr. J. Haggart—Well then, he is
pot justified in asking for the money
Cannot Decide.

Mr., Pugsley—1 may say to my hon
friend that the contracts which are
now actually in existence upon the
western side of the harbor will require
all of this money, provided we keep
the dredges upon the western side,
but it the Grand Trunk Pacific should
complete, as 1 apprehend they will
complete, the purchase of the land
around Courtenay bay, then, in the
ordinary ceurse, they would, 1 pre-
sume, submit plans for the considera-
¢lon of the government in regard to
:he improvements which would be re-
guisite ' in counection with terminal
facilities. Then, it would be my duty
to take up the question as to whether
we would take some of the dredges
that are now employed upon the west-
tern side and place them on Courten:
ay bay; but at the present moment 1
cannot decide that because 1 must
know what the Grand Trunk Pacific
intend to do before coming to a con-
clusion.

Mr. J. Haggart—Does not the min
fster think that it is perhaps more
proper that this expenditure should
have the counsideration of the House
rather than that it should be determ-
ined by himself? He has come here
proposing an expenditure of money
for a purpose; he should give the par
ticular purpose for which the money is
to be expended. In answer to my hon.
friend from St. John (Mr, Daniel), he
says that he cannot tell whether a
certain amount is to be expended in
C'ourtenay bay or not. That not an
answe He should have precise in-
formation.

Mr, Pugsley—I really think that
upon reflection my hon, friend will
gee that 1 gave a frank statement of
what i8 in my mind at the present
time, and that is that the money will
be expended upon the western side of
the harbor. But, of course, the vote
will enable up to expend it on either
side of the harbor. If we deemed it ne-
cessary in the public interest to ex-
pend part on the eastern side of the
harbor, I do not see any reason why
the Government, if they saw fit to do
g0, could not apply a portion of the
money to that purpose, but at the pre-
sent time it is in contemplation 10 ex-
pend all of this vote upon dredging
and wharf building upon the western

|

that

posd expenditure

$6,000 of a deposit was required.
dently the government did not con-

tractors to do the work of dredging
in Courtenay bay they would do it at
the priced named in their tender. The
question as to whether it should be
done by Government dredges or by
contract has not been determined. My
own view is that there are many ad-
vantages in having the work done by
a (fovernment dredge. I think probably
we could get it done more cheaply ev
en than these low figures named by
the contractors, which are much lower
than anything which have heretofore
been obtained at the port of St. John.
When the last contracts were let, un-
der public tender, for the western
side of the harbor, the lowest tender
was that of G. S. Mayes at 40 cents a
cubie yard. In considering whether
the work should be done by a Govern-
ment dredge we would have to deter-
mine the demands on the Government
fleet of dredges in other places, and
also the question of acquiring addi-
tional dredges for the purpose. That
matter has not been considered by
counsel, and will not be considered
until we know whether or not the

Grand Trunk Pacific propose to have

their terminal at Courtenay bay, which
I presume they will do if they com-
plete the purchase of the property,
and then the question would come up
as to how it would be best to have the

dredging done, whetherby contract
or by Government dredges.

Revetment Walls.

Mr. Daniel=+hi citing the Maritime
Dredging and Contracting Company 's

tender at 25 ‘dents per cubfc yard, the
minister -omitted- to state the qualify-
ing clause, ‘provided the material was
placed behind revetment walls, ete)

Mr.. Pugsley—That is so.
Mr. Daniel—It is not an ordinary

tender?

Mr. Pugsley—That is the way in

which dredging 1s done by a suction
dredge. You have to do it in that way,
vou have a long pipe and the material

is placed in that way.
Mr. Emmerson—From the informa-

tion I have been able to gather from
tatements made in the house, tenders
were asked for the work at Courtenay

Bay in 1908. The tenders relating o

Courtenay Bay were not accepted al-
though the tenderers were under ob-

ligation, if called upon, to perform

the work which they offered to do,
and, as | understand it, the contract
was only entered into on behalf of the
government with the lowest tenderers
for that work on the western side of
the harbor.

Mr. Pugsley—That is correct.

when these tenders were invited only

template so great an expenditure on

the part of the contractors when they
only asked the contractors to furnish
a deposit of $6,000. Of course if the
government only propose to carry out

the contract, and not have any work

done in Courtenay Bay by these con-

tractors, that would seem to be all

ney Bay to do that work., Then it

his plans in respect to the matter,

Government Dredges.

of the harbor it was stipulated that if
the Government called upon the con-

t
Minister of Public Works Declar
That Courtenay Bay Development Is a Vision of the Future, and That &; Vet s by, i

that particular work
t Courtenay bay, and he
ut a vote from parlia-

Mr. Pugsley—No.
Mr..J, Haggart—

Mr. Emmerson—The statement made
by the minisger is as I would have ex-
nowing from the return;, the fy) ...
circumstances conhected with
did not for 2 moment assume that this
vote was intended for the development
of that portion of the harbor of St.
John known as Courterlay bay harbor. |¢rict?
mized that tenders had . been i
or dredging in St. John harbor
inctlusfve of Courtenay
al8o recognized that the Government
had not entered into any contract with
the successful tenderers they provid-
ed In it that they could call upon the
contractors to do work in Courtenay
bay if they desired, but that the con-| ppp
tractors could not hold the Govern- v
obligation to give
them the work or to have the work
dun(;. lbtheretore usuEed that there
would be no such work entered upon " 9

by these contractors, and furthermore h°f\’1‘,."'::‘,‘,',g{ﬁf,';’,';__“\’v;,
I had assumed that if any work was : b
ol;nered u;:ou. we would be asked for
that additiongl work. In a work that v 3
involves mllli%ns of dollars, you would i,tml{:.-,,t-"el}.:ega';ﬂtfj wlad ta fave o
naturally expect that those who would | My, R. L. Borden—Do these
be kluvited to compete for it should !
make a greater deposit than a mere 3 . o ?
pittance of $6000; a pittance in com- O Wt gkier, mimstere}
parison to the great expenditure. As
1 understand the minister, the matter
stands in this way:
this sum of $475,000 is to be expend-
ed connection with the Courtenay bay | Bay?

We know nothing
about Courtenay bay until the hon,
member for Westmorland gave the in-

but I Mr.

gave was contained in a return made
before the House.

Mr. J. Haggart—Then I am
speaking for myself.
the information until I heard it given
by the hon. member for Westmorland,
To my astonishment 1 hear that this
involves an expenditure of
two and three million
dredging Courtenay bay.
and specifications, and an estimate of
the cost, and a full statement of the
work to be done should be given by
the minister before he asks for a dol-
corrects himself
now, and says he would not venture
upon the work without a subsequent
That was not the statement he
made on the introduction of the vote.
According to that statement, it ap-
peared that we were giving the minis-
ter power to make an expenditure in
1 protest against any
such manner of introducing 8o import-
ant a vote—a vote that will add to
the enormous expenditure which wé
are at present making on the Trans-
continental an expenditure
We should have the plans
and specifications, and

ment under auny

honorable friend (Mr. Ger-

with him when he says that when
contracts are let they should be given
to the lowest bidder.
to my honorable friend, and I am sure
he will agree with me from his knowl-
edge of what has taken place, that
that is the cade in all contracts let by
the Department of Public Works, and
I believe by all other departments of
the government.
which my honorable friend raises as
to whether it is better to do dredging
by government dredges or by contract,
is one with regard to which there may
very. properly be differences of opin-
My own view, notwithstanding
what my honorable friend has said,
is strongly that it is in the public in-
terest to extend the number of gov-
ernment-owned dredges.
myself to see all the dredging of the

you would

Mr. Emmerson—The minister states
no complete detail or working
plans have been prepared agd the ex-
tent of the work has not been deter-
mined by the department or the pro-
I have been led to
believe that the dredging alone would
cost two or three millions,
wrong, but I gathered from an answer
in the house some weeks ago

minister to ask for tenders for the
purpose of beginning the work?

Mr. Pugsley—We had a vote in 1907
of $400,000 for St. John harbor.

J. ~—That does not in-
cludle Courtenay bay.

Mr. Pugsley—Yes it does.

Mr. J. Haggart—The vote for
John harbor, we are now told, covers
nditure on snother place which
is a little diStant from that harbor—a
new harbor proposed for the use of
the Grand Trunk Pacific.
never explained, and we would not
have known anything about Courtenay
we saw in the newspapers
d Trunk Pacific intended
to purchase it for & terminus.
this House must have is a statement
showing what work is contemplated,
and“the necessity for it, and 2 com-
plete estimate of the expenditure.
the statement of the hon. member for
Westmorland is correct, the expendi-
ture involved is between two and three

ernment dredges.
While, perhaps, there may
not be just as much work done by gov-
ernment dredges per day as may be
done by contract dredges, yet upon the
whole, 1 think they can do the work
more cheaply, because contractors, of
necessarily fgure
cost of their plant, they naturally look
for reasonable profits from their work,
and of course each contractor has to
insure for himself.
whole 1 am inclined to think that it
would be to the public advantage to
increase the number of government
dredges rather than diminish it.
of course, that is a matter of opinion
with regard to which honorable gen-
tlemen may differ,
regard to the dredge ‘Fielding.’
honorable friend makes a comparison
of its work with work which may be
done by a contract dredge in some
other section of the country.
cannot make a reliable comparison in

1 may be
that

BEvi-

have done that amount

right. But if it is proposed to extend
that work then I do not think it is in
the public interest to take a step in-
volving so large an expenditure with-
out inviting tenders for the work
which has yet to be determined. Now,
the minister has stated that this vote
is for the western side, and that pos-
sibly in consequence of some contin-
gent action on the part of the Grand
Trunk Pacific it might be necessary
to have the dredges on the western
sfde of the harbor removed to Courte-

Now a word with L. Borden—How much
the “Fielding” cost?

Mr. German—She cost $612,784; the|steamers.
cost of operating

did

twelve
¢ 1, and the cost of | Canadian Pacific terminals?
Mr. Pugsley—I want to correct an maintaining her for the twelve months Mr. Pugsley—Yes, to the south-
error into which my hon. friend ev-
idently has fallen, and perhaps not un-
naturally, because he says this is the
first time he heard of any proposed
improvements at Courtenay bay. The
1 have been on board|yegson {s he was not aware of the
return having been brought down, to
large boulders| which my hon. friend from Westmore-
getting into the buckets, and When|janq has referred. He says that we en-
one of these boulders does get in the
buckets it delays the operation of thelof Courtenay bay. That is what we did
dredge for a considerable time.
dredging out a part of the

where it is greatly exposed to the
weather, as gales arise there frequent-
ese storms occur the|rec
dredge has to stop working. To m
a proper compariso
to take a contract
similar place, and under similar cir-

Mr, Boyce—How much did she earn?

Mr., German—I would not think she|ayre there now?
would be earning anything.

Mr. Boyce—What was the value of
the work she did?

dredging the channel of the harbor of
The material consists of
hard-pan; in addition there are a good

the dredge, and I hav
must be in the mind of the minister|tions stopped by ver
that the contractors for the western
side of the harbor propose to do the
work on the Courtenay Bay side. 1
simply want to know whether that is
in contemplation and if it is involved
in this vote, because if it is, I would
take serious - exception to it, and
would take the trouble to advance
reasons why that should not be dome.
1 simply ask the minister that I may
know, and that the country may know,

Mr. German—Taking operating and
maintenance expenses,
calculating anything for
for depreciation, the cost would am-
ount to about twenty-two cents per
What applies to the “Fielding"” thority to devote a portion of this
applies to every dredge owned by the vote to development in Courtenay
em- | Bay.

The
government | the greater part of this amount to

tered into a contract for the dredging

Received Tenders.

Mr. J. Haggart—The hon. gentleman
eived tenders for the purpose of do-
ake|ing this work?

Mr. Pugsley—Yes, but in my judg-
for dredging at a|ment Courtensy bay is a part of St.
Jobn harbor. Vessels have been for a
nd|hundred years going up Courtenay bay.
ing| There are one or two small wharfs at

dredging done by
dredges costs more than the dredging
done by contract work.

Mr. Daniel—A dipper dredge could
not operate at all where the “Field-

n one would have

that the dredge ‘Fiel

gide of the harbor.

Mr. Danjel—Can the minister state
whether it is the intention of the
Grand Trunk Pacific to purchase this
land at the head of the bay?

Mr. Pugsley——1 have been informed
that it is the intention of the Grand
Prunk Pacific to purchase the land at
Courtenay bay, but whether they have
actually completed the purchase or
not I am not aware,

Mr. Emmerson—The minister has
gtated that some of this expenditure
might be made in Courtenay bay. Have
plans and specifications for that part
of the work been prepared?

Borings Made.

Mr. Pugsley—Borings have been
made In Courtenay bay, and although
incomplete they show that a depth of
32 feet of water at low tide can be
got without striking rock. Preliminary
plans have been prepared by the en-
gineers of my department, although
they are not sufficlently matured to
enable me to give to the committee
any details that would be of value.
Before engaging in the work, of course
careful consideration would be neces-
sary, and detailed plans would have
to be worked out.

Me; Emmerson—I presume no con-
tract will be asked for until the detail
or working plans are prepared?

Mr. Pugsley—None would be enter-
ed into. g
Mr. Emmerson—Is it proposed to do
this work by Government tenders or
to invite tenders for the work that

: lm'on after plans have

ing” hag heen operating ghe

years before St. John harbor will be
finally completed. What it will event-
ually cost I am unable to say.

will * accommodate two additional

Mr. Daniel-—The ninister is
position to state whether the Grand
Trunk Pacific intend to buy that ad-
ditional area or not?

Mr, Pugsley—All 1 can say
hon. friend is that the officials of
have Informed me that

the Government Is Not Concerned With It At Present-~The Situation icit*st sy i wiets” i
To Date As Explained To the House. ’

een constructed and we are making
provision for the bullding of an ad:
ditionel wharf in the near future
which will glve accommodation for
two more steamers, When we have
done that, I think we might let the

Initial Move In Construction of Ierminal Facilities Has Yet To Be Madex-- |rcrk rest for o tew veurs, o, e

trade develops still further, and there
Is a more urgent demand for addition-

No TranSfer Of Propefty “‘s ‘aken Place’ and None Is |mmediately 'n . er!“-ll-.“.}lnggm-(‘,ln the minister

give the total expenditure by his de-

ment on the harbor of St. John from
1867 to the present time?

Mr. Pugsley—I am sorry to say that
1 have not that information.

Mr. Armstrong—Has the minister
received any serious complaints from
Port Arthur to the effect that some
of the contractors who were dredging
and who had orders to carry
out the material in the night time
frequently went out with only a few
barrow fulls and that the inspectors
were not golng their duty in that dis-

Sight---What It Costs To Run.The Fielding, and What the People Are|s:imen: aud, by the i, a b
Getting Out OF It. : Lo .

Mr. German—I won't dispute
honorable gentleman because he ap-
parently lives there.
edge of such dredges is that
comparatively soft
material, not in what is called hard-
pan and boulders, because the buckets
large enough to hold large

I am positive that if the
minister looks over the records he will
find that the government own at pres-
ent all the dredges that they should
own, and that the policy of the gov-
ernment in buying and building more
dredges should be reversed, that work
of this kind should be let by public
that it should be let to the
that there should be
no arrangements made with bidders|
beforehand, but the man who is the
lowest bidder on that particular job
should get the work.

Mi. Pugsléey—No such complaint has
reached me.

Armstrong—Will 'the minister
look into the matter?

Mr. Pugsley-—If my hon. friend will
be good enough to furnish me with
any details he has in his possession, |
shall be very glad to look into it.
Armstrong—I have reason to
believe that it is worth the minister's
while to look into the matter—to ask
his inspectors at least.

Mr. Pugsley-—It is last year that my

Mr. Pugsley-—I1f my hon. friend has
any further information and will give

im-
provements relate solely to dredging

Mr. Pugsley—They include dredging
and the building of a wharf now under
construction on the western side of

that no part of | the harbor.

Mr. R. L. Borden—Not on Courtenay

‘Mr. Pugsley—No.

Mr. Pugsley—Unless there should be | Mr. R. L. Borden—How far is Court
a further sum asked for. 5
Mr, Emmerson—Then
have the two amouunts aggregated?
Mr. Pugsley—Yes.

I want to impress as|(Courtenay Bay is less the d
emphatically as I can on the minister | mpile. ||yb93{,w ju;:l» Sl
my views as to the policy of the gov-
owning and operating gov-|harbor of St. John

I may say that the| My R. L. Borden—T! '+ ob-
“Flelding”—and this applies to almost . 5 minintar ob
every dredge that is operated by the|in contemplation wh A 8
government—the “Fielding” cost $612,-| for this y&p“ AR
784; she worked the whole year from
the 1st of April, 1908, to the 1st of | not answer it.

March, 1909, and she excavated only Mr. Pugsley—Yes 0
360,540 cubic yards, and I am in the Y, i
judgment of the engineer of the de-
should
in | require—not the immediate ‘future,

dipper | put we i forward ¢
dredge which will not cost more than many )-e:]:ls tm]o?y),(e red b godd
$30,000 will excavate 5,000 subic yards | which is rapidly
of* material in a day.
Mr. Pugsley—Oh, no.
German—I know

enay Bay from that whart?
Half a Mile.
Mr. Pugsley—The entrance fto

at the eastern
side of what is ordinary known as the

viously has some plan-of improvement

The guestion was put
to him a little while ago, and he did

a com-
plete plan of contemplated improve-
ments on the West side, which it is
hoped the business of the future will

case of a port
developing. This
plan includes dredging from Sand
Point to the:Beacon Bar, and a series
I|of ships berths between these two|"
points. When the development is
finally completed, it will give addition-
al accommodation for about ten ocean

Mr. R. L. Borden—Is this below the

ward.
Mr. R. L. Borden—How many berths

Mr. Pugsley--1 think there is ac-
commodation for six ocean steamers,
and we are at present providing for
two more. The plan contemplates ten
in addition to these two, giving accom-

without modation for about 18 steamers in
interest or

1.
Mr. R. L. Borden--I also understood
from the minister that he desires au-

Mr. Pugsley—No, we would require

complete the wharves which are now
under construction on the West side
and in order to finish up the dredging
work for the additicnal wharf we are
building to the south of Sand Point;

Mr. German—I notice that the min-
ister says he has not yet decided
whether the work to be done in 8L
John harbor shall be done by con-
tract or by government dredges. A
year ago 1 asked for a return of the
number of dredges owned by the gov-
ernment, and the work they had been
doing during the last three years. The
return shows the amount of woerk
these dredges have done, and I have
made up a statement of the relative
cost of doing the work which has
been done by government dredges, and
the cost of work done by similar
dredges which are owned by contract-
ors; and I intend on another occasion
to speak at greater length on this mat-
ter. But 1 wish to call the attention
of the minister to the fact that work
can be done, and is being done, by
contractors at a cheaper price than
the work that is being done by gow
ernment dredges. The government
owns at present an enormous fleet of
dredges and dredging plant. I think
they own a greater amount of dredg-
ing plant than they should own, I am
absolutely opposed to doing work of
that kind by government dredges. If
the honorable minister will look at
the work which was done by the
dredge ‘W. 8. Fielding’ in St. John
harbor during 12 months, he will find
that the work done by that d_red.n, ap-

n

55 feet below.the water|the bead of the bay, and vessels have
when the tide is high, and there is alalways gone there, By
wonderful difference between working|the city, that bay is- declared to be
under those circumstances and goingla part of the city and harbor of St.
into a bank of soft mud, and simply| John. True, the boundary is at Marsh
al by|creek, which runs down through the
I took pains to|bar, but it is a part of
make inquiries as to the work being|did call for tenders, but we did not en-
ter into any contract.
ive the exact|therefore, is in this position, that if
as doing most|the Government should decide to go
on with the work of assisting in the
terminals of the Grand Trunk Pacific,

is exposed to the winds and the roll
of the Bay of Fundy.

Mr. German—I am not saying any- S
thing about that, but let her do more|of Courtenay Bay. No pert of this
that is being will be devoted to that purpose. If

shoveling out the soft materi work for the money

er.
means of a dipp Mr, Pugsley—1I know myself of dred-
ges owned by contractors which have
$100,000 to $160,000 and |®S8ary information in regard to it.
more, and in fifty feet of water. upon Clear Understanding.
the sea coast they never make on an
average more than from 1,000 to 1,600
cubic yards a day.
dipper dredge in Canada that in fifty
feet of water could dredge 5,000 cubic
yard a day. My hon. friend (Mr. Ger-
man) would want to pursue the in-
quiry further, and consider what is
done by contract dredges working un-
der similar conditions to the “Field-
‘We aré getting dredging done
by contract, as low as eleven cents in
some places, while in other places we
el "ms en‘l’mtly “::' e asuble|are given to the committee,
as one and a half cents per cublc yard,
and others do it at twenty cents, forty
cents, sixty cents; it all depends upon
The splendid hydrau-
Tarte,”” does work
at three or four cents per cuble yard
under peculiarly advantageous circum-

stances. <
Mr. Bradbury—What does dredging
cost per cubic yard on the Red river?

and while 1 cannot g
figures, 1 belleve it w

There is not a

should the Grand Trunk Pacific de-
Mr. German—In July, 1909, it dug|cide to make a terminal there, it will

out 69,000 cubic yards, and in August|be open to the Government to deter-
mine whether that work should be
stan- | done by contract or by one or more
ith | Government dredges. My hon. friend
misunderstood me when he understood
al quan-|me to say that a part of this money

would be used for dredging at Cour-
What kind of a|tenay bay. The hon. member for the
eity of St. Jobn (Mr. Daniel) asked
Mr. Pugsley—An ‘;lav'ltor _dredge | m

Mr. R. L. Borden——What is the cap-
acity of the buckets
Mr. Pugsley—Abou

Mr. Pugsley—~Under the circum:
ces it was doing very good work. W
ordinary dredging material, 1
bic yards per day is an unusu

Mr. J. Haggart—
per _cubic

sald I daid not know. Th
not know is because I cannot tell whe-
ther the Government will decide to put
t one cublc yard,|in the supplementary estimates any
taking about one ton to each bucket.|amount for the
of my hon.|out that bay. But
mittee that unless there should be a
that the|further amount voted for dredging
y bay is Involved |out Courtenay bay, no
it we should con-|vote will be used for that purpose,

In reply to the question lic dredge “J. I
friend from Westmorland (Mr, Em-
merson), I do not think.
dredging in Courtena;
in this vote, because

000, and working for 12 mu
straight way, winter and

parently king y for the!
12 months, did not exceed the amount
which such a dredge should do in two
The dredge cost over $600,

onths

dredging at that bay, we|But if thére should be
a larger vote. Should | the supplementaries, the matter can
we come to the conclusion to do that]be fully discu
work, we would have 1} bmitted,
"‘ut for an ujddldoul amount in the

would have to get
ssed and plans will be
making this statement

redge  which cost

3 that the G
moved less than 400,000 yards of ma- would then have the to do any dredging
J that the |t ter is entirely

and therefore, unless we bad a fur-|
ther vote, it would be useless to take
any part of this for the development

we shonld ask for a further amount,
then I will bring such plans as we
have, and give the committee all nec-

Mr. R. L. Borden—I simply wanted
a clear understanding of the matter,
If any portion of this money is to be
devoted to Improvements at Courtene:;
Bay, then the country would, of
course, be committed to some plan of
development there, in ‘which case we
would want the minister's explana-
tion. But I understand that no por-
tion of this money will be devoted to
the carrying out of any plan at Court-
enay Bay until a further sum is asked
for and full explanations of such plan

-

Mr. Pugsley—Quite so.

Mr. R. L. Borden—Has the land at
Courteney Bay been acquired by the
Grand Trunk Pacific Company?

Mr. Pugsley—1 have been informed
by the company that they had made
an arrangement to purchase the lang
at Courtenay Bay, this will take in
all the land at the head of the bay
and also the foreshore right of Messrs.

Mr. Pugsley—I have not that infor- Gilbert, the owners of the property.

Mr. Danlel—How large an area?

Mr. Daroard—Wiit s the estimated} . Mr: Fussiey—The laud at the head
total t to be spent on St. John
barbor including Courtenay Bay?

Extent of Work,
Mr. Pugsley—It depends entirely|ther they have actually co
the extent of the work to be|purchase or mot I haze n':tp lg:»?nln '::.E
and of course t:‘nt ‘::pgndn up- | formed.

of the bay covers an area of about
6 acres, and the tide flats cover ge-
veral hundred acres, of which they
would be the riparian owners. Whe.

to that|think it takes in all the head of Cou

Mr. Daniel—I saw it stated in the

on the dev
The development of St. John as a|press regarding the option said to be

held for this purpose, that the
on the shore was 31 or 32 ul:es ﬂ;::
that there was a similar area of gore-
shore about 64 of 66 acres altogether.
Mr. Pugsley—1 think my hon. friend
has been misinformed as to that, |
tenay bay, extending from the M X
creek around to the ;o -nm]
et o property owned

they have decided to purchase the pro-
perty, but whether they have complet-
ed the purchase or not I am unable to

Mr. Todd—Could not facllities be
provided for the accommodation of the
Grand Trunk Pacific on the west side
of the harbor? If so, it would save a
very large expenditure which will oth-
erwise have to be undertaken by this
country in connection with the Cour-
tenay bay project.

Mr, Pugsley—The company have so,
through their officials, informed me,
had their engineer at:St. John and
they are of the opinion that the west
side would not, owing to the difficulty
of the approach, afford to them the
adequate facilities that they want for
their terminal. As my hon. friend is
no doubt aware, in order to get to
wie west side they would have to use

ing over by their line at the falls and
then going around to the terminals of
the Canadian Pacific
companies have serious objections to
using each other's
because of the difficulty of making ar
rangements. But the president of the
Grand Trunk Pacific, Mr. Hays, has
informed me that Courtenay bay. pre
sents an ideal site for terminals, and
he has also told me that as & result of
a vislt to St. John of their englneer, he
is of opinion that this presents the
only opportunity at St. John which
would enable them to get the termiy;
als which they would desire for the
great business they expect will go ov-
er the Transcontinental rallway. They
could get limited accommodation in
connection with the Intercolonial ter
minals, but their opinion is that Cour
tenay bay presents the ideal opportun-
ity for rullway terminals,

How many berths
are there at the Intercolonial Rallway

Mr. Pugsley—Only two, and they are
filled all the time during the winter
with the present business

Borden—Are they capa

Other property might
be bought at the head of the hWarbor,
but the difficulty is to get yard room.
Space i very limited at the head ot
the harbor, as my hon. friend from St,

Mr, Barnard—I understand that the
minister mentioned
in connection with the harbor at St,
John are wharfs which are provided
for the moving of commerce generally,
How much wharfage has the minister

Mr. Pugsley—Of course, there ure
wharfs in connection with the Inter-

has two berths for ocean stéamers at
the head of the harbor and then there
is also what is known as the ballast
That makes three.
But at the ballast wharf I do not think
the water is deep enough for the lar-
gest ocean steamers.
of the harbor the wharfs
have practically all, up to the present
t‘ime. been constructed by the city of

Barnard—By private

A Heavy Burden.
Mr, Pugsley—No, by the corporation
of St. John at their own expense, and
the people have felt that a heavy bur-
den has been imposed on them because
they have been called upon to provide
terminal facilities for the trade of Can-
local trade, but to
enable the exports and
Canada in the winter season to pass
through a Canadian port.
expended in the vicinity of $1,125,000
for that purpose.
pended for a national purpose, and
they have not felt that they could go
They came to me when
I was elected and became minister
and urged that further facilities ought
to be provided at the expense of Can-
ada, keeping in mind all they had done
for this national purpose.
with the approval of my colleagues,
entered upon the construction of a
wharf extension of the wharfs which
had been built by the city upon the
western side of the harbor, and the
department is now building an addi-

dation for two more ocean steamers
on the western side.
in contemplation, in the near future,
the building of another wharf to the
south of Sand Point which will give
accommodation for two more steam-

Mr. Barnard--There are no private.

Mr. Pugsley—Not for ocean s{eam-

WA, TAY'OR'S B0
FOUND AT RASHWAMK

Fredericton, N. B, April
body of a man suppoged to be that of
‘William Taylor of Marysville, who was
Nashwaak River at
Marysville last November, was found
at the mouth of the Nashwak shortly
before noon today by George Uptoli,
who was gathering up driftwood. The
body was badly decomposed. Taylor,
who. left a wife and child, was about
He was crossing the
river from his work to dinner and
used an old milldam for a short cut
A plank on the dam gave way, throw
ing him into the river, and he was

of this city was notified and has gone
to the mouth of Nashwaak to hold an

THE ANTISALOON LEAGUE.

five hundred Michigan churches to-
day devoted their meetings to exer-
cises in the interest of the Anti-Saloon
League preparatory to the voting to-
morrow on the local option question
in 36 counties in he state. Parades of
women and trained cholirs of children
siuging temperance hymns were fea
AlAurex.a of the last day of a “wet” and
dry” campalgn which has been most

The campaign of the “wets” was of
ficially ended last night.



