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' sald that they knew of no contractor
- that could meet the requirements
within one year or a year and a half.
Coming down to 1920, Mr. Gaby
' sald the Government had requested
| an estimate on conditions at that|
| time. The commission asked per-
' mission of the Government to em-
ploy consulting engineers, and Mr.
Cooper was employed. Two other
firms were called in—Stewart & Kir-
baugh, and Johnston & lL.ce. These
reports were submitted to the Gov-
ernment in the fall of 1920. On
these reports the commission sub-
| mitted an estimate in January, 1921.
 He then told of the things had had
' Interfered with the carrying out of
' this work as planned — the steam
shovels coming lata, etc. He told
' Mr. Clarke that a report submitted
| by engineers showed that increases
' were attributed to causes beyond the
control of those making the esti-
| mates.

| Change Cost $2,500,000.

' The commission, said Mr. Gaby,
carried on certain investigations as
' to the best screen to put on the
' river to take care of ice troubles
' The design was changed, and the
extra cost was two and a half mil-
lions. This was being installed as
needed. This intake would have a
capacity of 20,000 to 25,000 feet
per second, when the original plan
was for 10,000 to 15,000 per second.
He said the commission had today
tenders to do this work at a figure
$200,000 to $300,000 below the esti-
mates. All the tenders they had
received recently on the canal were
materially within the estimates.
Mr. Gaby said the estimate put in
to finish the five units was $65,-
365,603, after allowing about three
and a half millilon for salvage. The
lining of the canal, he said, was
. based on the prices of 1919, Various
changes were always submitted to |
the Government, not always in writ-
' ing, but the mattars were discussed
' from time to time,
' Mr. Gaby said that the first writ-
ten report on Chippawa was sub-
mitted on September 13, 1915, It
estimated the cost of 100,000 horse-. ¢
power installed and approximately
190,000 to 200,000 horsepower canal,
at a price of ten and a half millions
- of dollars. Subsequent to this date
the then Premier requested a full
report, and on October 21, 1915, fur-
ther ipformation was given. On
January 12, 1917, a report was sub.
mitted to the Premier, showing that
costs of material had risen anywhere
from 15 to 20 per cent.,, and estimate-
. ing the cost of the project at $13,-
' 215,000.




