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g‘l)lgu)e.’ (See page 11, 2nd column, Hansard—bot-

** 14th. The Superintendent increased his favorite’s
za}llm‘y LDemare‘s) without authority by $300 per year,
exc‘i;:‘; ;}31 was ge!;t’.mgl enough already, giving as his
b the Cal.lt_ Derga.rg ad been promised an increase
Y the Chief Engineer, which the Chief Engineer,

he says, denies. (8
tom of 11th. m%éf fi';t):?iges 11 and 12, Hansard, bot-

““15th. That he allowed water to flow into the canal

from Lake Erie in January last, though he had plenty

of men to prevent it, caus; i
R , causing an estimated damage of
%%),1000, as stated by the Chief Engineer. (See page
18t column, Hanserd, bottom.)

“* 16th. That Mossip could not get work, while les
(]QS(:X'VH] w ) “I'.C()ll( not get work, while less
(Sec page 13, Tt coamn et midie o)
On?f;hthesg charges, the 10th is the only
tonch &:lt I'have not proven. 1 have not
stande . it, and you can readily under-
that why. You can appreciate the feelings

na guided me in this matter. I did not
Want that any one should suffer for giving
me x’nfo'l‘m‘ation; I did not desire that any
man’y fam}Iy should want for bread. Dur-
Ing that investigation men came to me
?tl}d begged of me not to cal? them, because
i I did so they would be discharged—not
only men employed on the canal, but men
}Yorkmg for people who were receiving
avors from Mr. Ellis. Therefore, I did
?Ot touch that charge, and if I had to go
.hrougl.l the same thing again 1 should act
}(ll precisely the same way. I did not want
tO Injure any one, and besides, I consider
thel‘.e was sufficient proof elicited during

¢ Investigation to render a dismissal of
Mr. Ell}s and his deputy necessary in the
g‘.lﬂbillc mnterest. You cannot imagine the
tllx‘ culty I had in getting evidence. Just

inkofit! Here was John Charles Rykert,
member for the County of Lincoln, a
}fadmg ]aqur and Queen’s Counsel, and

e had appointed pretty nearly all the

ingn In that section of the Welland Canal.
ad him, with all his ability and influ-
:gge,hflga111st me, There were Mr. Ellis
of th 1s deputy, who had control of most
¢ men who came to give evidence,

?l?d they had to be dragged like cats by
: © tail to get them before the commis-
:;}oner. On the other side there was only
€ poor individual who is now addressing
you. When I first went to St. Catharines
you would think I was a leper. Nobody
:’Ouﬁd Speak to me; there were spies
melgyed toreport the names of those who
th011 call on me, and boasts were made
that I would be driven out of St. Cathar-
;I“les Inktwenty-four hours; but I did not
. fn. On the 14th charge I may as well say
eW4W0rds here. This question of increas-

ing Mr. Demare’s salary is an important
one. The reason given for doing so was
that he would not remain in the employ
of the Government unless his salary was
increased. If you look at Mr. Rykert’s
pamphlet you will see that he asserts that
Mr, Page swore that the increase of salary
to Mr. Demare was settled by an Order
in Council, but that pamphlet contains
anything but the truth. I do not wish to
blame the Government; I did not do so0;
but so far as I can learn this additional
$300 has been given to Mr. Demare with-
out any authority—no Order in Council has
ever been passed sanctioning the increase.
Mr. Demare had been getting $900 a year,
a house, rent free, and an allowance of
$100 a year for a horse, although his work
did not extend .over five or six miles. I
said then that it looked to me as though
he was getting pickings, and before I get
through I will endeavor to show what the
pickings were. Although he goes into
the witness box and swears that he did
not get any, three of his friends swore that
he did, and I think their eviqence will be
believed against his, when he 1s a witness
in his own interest.

Another charge that is proven beyond
doubt, on the evidence of Mr. Page, is
that Mr, Ellis allowed the waters of Lake
Erie to flood the canal when he had plenty
of men to prevent it, and through his
negligence caused a loss of $25,000 to the
country last winter. You may say that
was only a blunder, or the result of forget-
fulness. I would be just as willing as any
one to forgive a man tor such an accident, if
he was all right ntherwise ; but when his
mismanagement is apparent everywhere
along the canal, and when everything is
turned to his own interest, he cannot be
excused for allowing such a disaster
to take place. 1 have taken a great
interest in the Welland Canal. 1 was
one of the first men of the country to
urge on the Government the enlargement
of the canal and 1 wanted to see it well
managed. Instead of being well managed
it has been managed extravagantly. I
could show the Government where they
could save tens of thousands of dollars. :I
have no doubt that the Government will
yet dismiss these men who are guilty of
mismanagement from the public service,
but they are slow about it, and an attempt
is being made to let them down easy. I
intend to take up these charges one after



