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sonal matter. In the course of last week, on Wednesday,
the Free Press, a Liberal organ in this city, published the
following paragraph:-

" Is it true that one of the city's representatives received $250 from a
certain dry goodsefirin in Ottawa, as a consideration for his services in
getting for them the job of supplying carpets to the Government?"'

The following day this paragraph appeared in the Citizen:
" The interrogatory form of the above paragraph is a cowardly way of

stating a base falsehood; but it is in perfect keeping with the disreput-
able organ's despicable conduct and notoriously mendacious propen-
sities. If the statement were true, if it were not a malicious invention,
it would have been made with distinctness, and not in the above
contemptible form. We have the authority of both members for saying
that there is not the slightest foundation for the statement."

The Free Press repeated its charge from day to day, not
directly, but by insinuation, and a few days later I sent to
it the letter which I will read; but that paper refused to
publish it, and I had to publish it in the Ottawa Citizen. The
letter reads as follows: -

" Editor of the Free Pres :
" SIa,-I shall consider you as a cowardly slanderer so long as you

decline to name the 'city member,' charged by you with having
received $250 for political influence used in tbe interest of a mercantile
firm for securing orders from the Departient of Public Works for carpet
supplies. Restassured that so soon as you muster sufficient courage to
name the '1city member' referred to, you shall have full opportualty to
make good your infamous charge-which, in my own behalf, I deny in
the strongest possible termas. In the meantime, the public will starnp
as mean and cowardly the subterfuge of dragging in the names of two
city representatives-for in either case one must be grossly slandered,
both by suspicion and the still more reprehensible insinuation.

"Your obedient servant.
"JOSEPH TASSÉ.

"Ottawa, April 17th, 1882."

The Free Press has, since, not withdrawn its statement, nor
has it, as challenged, made a direct charge either against my
very esteemed and senior colleague Mr. Carrier, or myself,
and if I rise now it is not with the view of complaining of
that paper, because in this city it is well known as one of
the most unreliable, unscrupulous and corrupt papers which
exist in the whole Dominion. If it were not out of order, I
would quote from its files to show that in July, 1874, at
the time of the elections, it was then fighting the same
battle with us against our friends on the other side, and two
months later, as soon as its columns began to be filled with
Government advertisements, it commenced to publish
splendid eul.ogiums of those whom it formerly traduced. I
do not rise, as I say, to complain of the Ottawa Free Press,
but as the same slander has been telegraphed by the editor
of that paper, Mr. Carrol Rbyan-who, I am sorry to say for
my confreres on the press, is President of the Gallery-to
the London Advertiser, I wish to take this opportunity to
declare from my seat in this House that the charge made
against me by insinuations is nothing but a complote and
cowardly slander.

Mr. HESSON. I tako this opportunity of calling the
attention of the House to the manner in which I have been
attacked in the London Adôertiser. We all know the char-
acter of that paper, and if the attack had not been copied
in some respectable journals, through mistake or otherwise,
I would pay but little regard to it. Had it been confined to
local papers, I would not have felt any particular cause for
referring to it here, because a man can stand criticism at
home, where he is well known. But when an attack of
this kind is circulated through the length and breadth of the
Dominion, it should be held up to public censure. The
article reads as follows:-

" There are two representatives in Parliament from this Province
who are entitled te special attention, and we invite it from their con-
stituenta. We are opposed to the Administration and te their fiscal
poiicy. We are perfectly aware that many respectable people differ
from us and think their fiscal policy statesmanlike. But they surely
can find men having some regard te the ordinary proprieties of civilized
hfe te represent them There are two men on the Tory side from this
Province who would be hardly tolerated in a council of Digger Indians.
We refer to the renowned Charley Rykert and the pompous Mr. Hesson,

Mr. TAssÉ.

They seem to think that those who are on the Opposition side of polities
have no right to be heard, and that it is a part of their duty to groan
and whistle, and to make all sorts of disturbing noises when a Reformer
rises to speak. It would be diflicult to find a man more ignorant and
more conceited than Mr. Hesson. Se is distinguished for very broad andcomprehensive ignorance, and for sufficient self-complacency to supply
all his party."

I take this opportunity to deny that I either whistled or
groaned in the louse, and that I made no disturbing noises,
as hon. members can all vouch. I repudiate the whole
thing. As to my self-complacency or ignorance, I am pre-
pared to leave it to the judgment of the House and the pub.
lie. I say this article is a piece of rascality that no man
should tolerate, but which is only on a par with the charac.
ter of the paper which published it.

Mr. CURRIER. With reference to what has been said
by my colleague, Mr. Tassé, with respect to what appeared
in the Free Press, I can endorse every word ho uttered as
to the character of that paper, and its unjustifiable attack.
[ have had the honor of holding a seat here for nineteen
years, and have never receivel $250, or any other $um, from
any dry goods establishment since I have occupied a seat
in this House; for anything I have been able to do for my
constituents, pertaining to ny duty as a member, and for
the credit of my constituents, I beg to say, that no one of
them ever approached me with any such offer or suggested
the payment of any sum, small or large, for anything I was
able to do for thom or that I was called upon to do as
pertaining to my duties as a member of the House. I trust
it will not be necessary to again make an explanation to
the House in consequence of any such attack as that which
has been made; 1 think my colleague (Mr. Tassé) has
properly characterized the attack made in the Free Press.

DELAY OF MAILS.

Mr. WELDON. 1 desire to call the attention of the
Postmaster General to the delays which have occurred in
the mails in the Lower Provinces. In consequence of these
froquent delays our correspondence has been delayed twenty-
four hours on many occasions.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed ntion
of Sir Charles Tupper for the second reading of Bill (No.
144) to authorize the construction, on certain conditions, of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway through some other pass than
the Yellow Head Pass.

Mr. MACKENZ[E. Mr. Speaker, I take now, as I have
always taken, a deep interest in everything that concerns
the construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway, and, there-
fore, I listened with the closest attention to the remarks Of
the hon. the Minister of Railways, in laying before the
Blouse a statement of the present condition of that work, as
well as its prospects. I only regret that the hon. gentle-
man chose to make his statement, which was couched
throughout in moderato terms, a vehicle for attack on bis
opponents. i have no objection to the hon. gentleman
eulogizing himseolf as mach as ho pleases; that we expoct,
and that he generally contrives to do, so much so that it is

quite unnecessary for any person to undertake it. But I
think, in making a statement of a great work to the House,
ho might have refrained from a repetition of some Of the
charges, or rather insinuations, made in various specbhes,
that have some remote connection with that work. The
hon. gentleman was good enough, in one part of his speech,
to take crodit to himself for everything done on the road.
There was not, he said, when ho assumed office in 1878, though
we had spent public money during five years on the work, On0
mile of the road ina operation, and ho expected within a Year
to bave not less than 900 miles either in operation or close
upon it, thus conveying the impression to any stranger who
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might happen to be in the House that the hon. gentleman's
predecessor and the late Government were sadly remiss in
prosecuting this public enterprise. In the first place, I
never believed, nor did a majority of the members of
the louse believe, in the excessive bargain made with
British Columbia, which bound the Government of
the Dominion to an extraordinary and extravagant
expenditure. Nay more, we know that before we
took office in November, 1873, a protest of complaint
was lodged by British Columbia against the Canadian Gov-
ernment for non-fulfillment of the terms of Union. I confess
now, as I have always done, that I felt it to be my duty as
a member of the late Administration, and in that my
colleagues all agreed with me, to endeavor if possible
to supplement the bargain, without intending on any
account to do so at the expense of any vast increase
in the country's taxation. When we came into office
we found that the previous Government had expended
$1,391,000 in exploratory surveys. I might very easily
say they had expended $1,500,000, and not one foot
of road was located. I do not do that, for I scorn to
take any undue advantage of an opponent in debate.
I think it was absolutely essential in the interests
of the road itself that a thorough survey of the country
should be made. The hon. gentleman who filled the office
of Minister of Public Works during that period, no doubt
acted, in directing the surveys, so that ho would obtain a
general knowledge of the principal features of the country
in order that by studying its topography he might be able
to advise the Government of the proper course to be pur-
sued in selecting a route. After I acceded to office it became
a very large portion of my duties to consider what should
be done. I had, on previous occasions, when not saddled
with any responsibility as a member of the Government,
taken the ground that the first thing to be done was to get
full possession of the North-West country, to throw in a
large population there, which would be the nucleus ofsettle-
ment and enterprise in the centre of the continent, and
towards the adoption of that policy all our efforts were
directed. We felt it absolutely essential that we should
open the prairie region as soon as possible, and our whole
course, whether wise or unwise in the estimation of hon.
gentlemen opposite, was governed by that one consideration.
At the time we assumed office it was practically next t)
impossible for any immigrants to reach the prairie country.
It required a journey of some eighteen or twenty days in the
carts of the country to travel f·orm St. Paul to Winnipeg.
And I remember very well some people coming here,
during the first year of my incunbency in office, who had
been nineteen days upon that journey going out of the
Country. To send in immigrants, therefore, under such
Circunstances seemed to be utterly absurd, and the first
matter to which we directed our attention, therefore, was to
obtain a highway into the country by the best possible
route. It is not interesting to know, as this House possibly
does not know, or as many members of it do not, that one
member of the present Administration denounced us in the
most unmeasured terms, because we attempted to make a
line from the boundary northward, and for extravagance in
,building the road between Thunder Bay and Red River.
Thehon. Minister of Railways seemed to forget all this. Hie
is Possessed of a weakness of memory that is simply
narvellous where it affects any of his particular friends,
but his memory is exceedingly good in matters affecting1
Prejudicially, in his opinion, any of his opponents. Indeed,1
ir, I arn not sure but that the hon. gentleman himself'

said something adverse to us in regard to the building
of the line from Pembina. 1 put myself in communicationj
with the peoplo acting for the Dutch bondholders of the.
road frei St. Vincent to St. Paul. Owing to financial diffi-i
Cilties some time before our acceptance of office, I felt the1
first thing to be done was to build a road to our country, and1

I held out to them the hopo that we would be able to meet
them at the boundary, as by that time they could construet
the road on their side of the line. For some time that effort
was unsuccessful. In the meantime we thought it advis-
able to proceed with the grading of the road, and it was
graded some time before an arrangement was made with
Mr. George Stephen, who had, in the meantime, become
proprietor of the road on the United States side of the lino.
Even that was objected to by hon. gentlemen opposite, for
though the Bill I introduced'in 1878 in the flouse of Com-
mons passed there, it was defeated in the Upper House, or,
at least it was so mutilated as to make it impossible for us
to accept it, and that arrangement fell through. Another
arrangement was made, however, by the same
parties for the operating of the road, so that before
we left office the road was ready for carrying
freight and passengers into the country as far as
Winnipeg. In taking a rapid review of matters connected
with the road, I shall endeavor to avoid anything to which
the hon. the Minister of Railways can take exception. It
is not my intention to discuss the matters which were so
ably discussed by my hon. friend the leader of the Opposi-
tion last night, but to confine myself to the survey and
selection of the route and to matters cognate thereto. i
recollect very well, Sir, the torrent of abuse poured out
upon myself because I had selected Fort William as the
terminus, on Thunder Bay generally. I was not particular
as to Fort William. Whatever place the engineers selected
as the best terminus at Thunder Bay, I was willing to
accept. But Tlunder Bay I fixed upon in my mind as the
most desirable place at which to have the terminus in
preference to Nipigon. The Government, of which I was
a member, decided not to build the eastern portion, between
that port and Lake Nipissing, for some time, the object
being, as I have already said, to have the lino built as soon
as possible into the prairie country from the nearest point
at which navigation could be reached from the side of the
country to be travorsed. Stili, Sir, I might say that in one
sense I had no responsibility for the adoption of the
Fort William or Thunder Bay terminus, because
before 1 came into office at all my predecessor in the office
of Public Works (Sir Hector Langevin) had despatched a
large party of surveyors to survey the line from the mouth
of the Kaministiquia westward, and it was many months
before I could communicate with those parties as the winter
had closed in. It was upon those surveys ordered by hon.
gentlemen opposite that our ultimate selection of the route
depended. 1 recollect also that we had obtained such sur-
veys as satisfiod the Chief Engineer that we could fairly let
the work, and upon that report we proceeded as soon as
possible to do so. The Chief Engineer's idea, as developed
in a memorandum which was published at the time and
distributed among members of the louse, was that it was
desirable to obtain very accurate knowledge of the country
during two or three years explorations, but as soon as any
particular route was fairly !ettled upon, to commence to
clear the track, build telegraph lines, and otherwise make
preparations for the general work of construction which
was to follow immediately afterwards. This policy we
adopted and went on with. We had to give out the contract
for building a telegraph lino upon the route as it should be
located. This was done to the best of our knowledge
and ability. I am not, at present, about to discuss the
questions brought up by the report of the Commission
lately presented to Parliament. They will come up in the
discussionofthatreport. I am merely stating factsin connec-
tion with the road. We had some reason to believe, chiefly
from the writings and observations of the hon. member for
Algoma (Mr. Dawson), that itwould be possible to obtain a
straight line from Fort William, by way of Sturgeon Falls,
to certain islands said to exist in the Lake of the Woods,
but whichb had in the meantime disappeared from view, and
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we should be able, by crossing ta the narrows of the lake,
to obtain the shortest line ta Winnipeg and its neighbor-
bood.

Mr. DAWSON. They are there yet.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I am glad they bava come back,
but it is rather too late. Well, Sir, we had also in the
meantime endeavored to keep up our search for another
route if this should fail, and it became evident, in the first
years' operations of Mr. Sandford Fleming on the track
I have indicated, that the country between Sturgeon Falls
and the Lake of the Woods was impracticable for the
railway, and that the crossing of the lake imposed very
serious difficulty. That was therefore given up, and the
route whieh is now about completed between Selkirk,
on the Red River, and Fort William, on Thunder Bay, was
selected by us. Sa urgent were we in prosecuting this
work, that we let a contract on the east end, forty-five and
one-half miles long, very early in 1875, or the fall of 1874,
1 forget the precise moment, thinking we would be able to
take the route ta Shebandowan, which, in consequence of
the explorations showing the impracticability of the conn-
t'y, we had ta abandon. We were able, however, ta take
thirty-two and one-half miles ta Sunshine Creek, and another
contract ta English River, a distance of 116 or 118 miles.
We then let out a contract, No. 14, from Selkirk eastward
ta Cross Lake, in the meantime prosecuting the work under
contracts Nos. 15, 41 and 42, altogether a distance of 200
miles, as rapidly as we fairly could, in order ta obtain a
route preferable ta the one we had abandoned. The hon.
gentleman opposite bas an advantage in one respect in
dobate on this subject, over myself or any other persan,
that he bas had three men to assist him, strong partizans of
bis own, ta make ont as strong a case as possible against
his opponents, and avoid every possible reference ta any-
thing that might be discreditable or foolish on his own part ;
and one of the statements of these three umen who were
selected for a special purpose-and they have prosecuted
their mission with very great zeal-one of these state-
monts is that we made a mistake in locating the
road ta Selkirk, and that by taking it in the first
place from Rat Portage, a common crossing, ta
Winnipeg, we had permanently lengthened tho line
by twenty miles. This was very extraordinary
news to me, and how these gentlemen managed, even with
all the strong partizan feeling manifested in their report, to
reach that conclusion, is a perfect mystery. They have it
on record in the published reports of the Engineer in Chief
that ta take the road from Winnipeg westward ta the south
of the lake towards the neighborhood of Fort Pelly would
increase the distance by thirty miles. Mr. Marcus Smith,
in his second survey, under the instruction of hon. gen-
tiemen opposite, appears ta have reduced that distance ta

-about twenty miles. Now, in the first place, the bon. gen-
tleman endeavored last night ta evoke some sympathy
for Winnipeg, because I had determined that the main line
should not go ta that point. In selecting the line of the
Pacifie Railway I was bound as a Minister, bound in every
sense, not ta look upon Winnipeg or any other place in the
territories as a point ta be reached unless it coincided
entirely with the public interest. Winnipeg was not the
objective point but the Pacifie Ocean, and at the time we
acceded ta office the case appeared ta have been settled;
that after two years' explorations in the Rocky Mountains
south of Yellow Head Pass, it was dotermined by the Chief
Engineer that there was no practicable route through the
Rocky Mountains south of that pass. We therefore doter-
mined ta make all our linos subsidiary to the question of
reaching Yellow Head Pass by the most direct route possible.
I never lost sight of this fact, or those two facts, that
the success of a great trans-continental railway
depended upon two things, ta get the shortest

Mr. MACICENZIE.

route and the best as to grades and curves. That those
could be had at Yellow Ilead Pass was beyond a doubt, and
therefore we had no difficulty in deciding at a compara.
tively early day, upon the adoption of the route laid down
by Mr. Sandford Fleming to that point. It may ho said
that I am trying to place the responsibility upon Sandford
Fleming as Chief Engineer. No doubt I do as far as the
engineering goes, but in respect to the general policy or
the Government I and my colleagues are responsible. I had
this to say then, and I have it to say now, that I am not
aware that at any time any serions difference of opinion
arose betweon the Chief Engineer and myself or my col.
leagues. I am not aware that we ever entrusted the work of
snrveying to any new men after our accession to office.
We found Mr. Sandford Fleming, as Chief Engineer, Mr.
Marcus Smith as Chief Assistant, and Messrs. Cambie,
MeLennan and others able lieutenants of both. All those
gentlemen were continued in the positions they held, and
all their energies were devoted to the best interests of the
great enterprise which for the time was committed to our
care. That those interests were well cared for by them I
have no doubt. That mistakes were made by them is
beyond doubt, and that mistakes may have been made by
ourselves is equally beyond doubt; but I am not able, at
this present moment, to recall anything of importance what-
ever that I would not have done under similar cii-
cumstances in the working of the lino. We had to
consider the interests of the whole North-West Terri-
tory, and it seemed to us that the best mode ot
considering their interests was to have the road pass as
nearly as possible through the centre of the fertile boit in
such a direction as would make it comparatively easy to
build lines to the north and to the south which would
become tributary to the main line. There were two courses
which we might have taken. One was the course which
the Syndicate has taken. They have decided to build the
line from Winnipeg nearly due west, and at present it
seems to be decided both by the Government and the Syn-
dicate that it shall reach Mooso Jaw Creek, and from that
point it shall take the direction which may be found noces-
sary, either in the direction of the Xicking Horse or the
Yellow Head Pass. That road traverses a country which
is comparatively level. The country which we traversed
with our line north of Lake Manitoba, or through the
narrows of that lake, was also a level country. Indeed, it
was pronounced by many hon. gentlemen opposite in their
criticism to be far too level, too wet, but it could hardly be
more wet than that described by the hon. gentleman oppo-
site when ho told us, as ho did last night, that the track
was laid for many miles upon the ice. I do not think any part
from Selkirk westward to Fort Pelly, could have exceeded
that for wetness, nor am I aware that it is more valuable foi
settlement than a very large portion of eastern Manitoba.
The present hon. Minister of Railways himself decided,
after more than a year's exploration, upon making a
change, and instead of taking either the southern or the
northern rcute I have indicated, ho took a line betwOen the
two, and instead of following the country where the natural
features were most favorable for railway construction, he
appears to have chosen the roughest district that could be
found, making his road over hill and valley between the two
routes indicated, in such a direction, and throngh coulntry
as made it impossible to construct a first-elass road, and We
had the humiliating admission in this House that ho had
given up hopes of building a first-class road, and had
determined ho build one suited to colonization purposesi
with very high grades and very sharp curves, whicb wou
have made heavy traffic impossible with profit for ail
years to come. The Chief Engineer recominmended ini,
earlier reports that the Government should confine thoul-
selves to two grades east and west-that going westward
being no more than forty feet tio the mile, and that goilng
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eastward no more than twenty-six foet to the mile, as the
heavy traffic would be towards the east. These grades
have been adopted as far as Selkirk, but west of that point
the hon. gentleman determined to adopt a line on which ieh
could not by any possibility get these grades, without an
expenditure that would be far in excess of anything he
would think of making for the construction of the road. The
hon. gentleman, however, seemed to complain last night,
or he implied a complaint, that we had spent too much time
in surveying-that we had been five years in office and had
not left a single mile of road constructed. But I remember,
and I have no doubt hon. gentlemen around me willremem-
ber, that in the last Session of the last Parliament, that is
in i878, the hon. gentleman and his leader both complained
that we were not giving attention enough to sur-
veying the Pine River Pass nor the Peace River
district; and one of the first things the lon.
gentleman himself did after his accession to office,
was to send a strong party to survey the country afresh
from Fort Simpson on the Pacifie up the Pine River Pass,
and thence eastward towards Fort à la Corne. My hon.
friend behind me, states that ho also determined upon the
selection of a route without waiting for the report of these
parties. My recollection is that ho stated to the House
ho had a telegraphic report, which gave some information
though it was not a full report on which lie acted. In the
meantime, we had, in 1876 and 1877, varions schemes for
reaching the Pacific through Yellow Head Pass. We had
our choice of three routes-o-ne by the Nechaco Valley and
the Salmon River, one to Bute Inlet, and one to the present
terminus at Port Moody. We determined at one time, so
favorable were the features of he country, principally
towards Bute Inlet, to locate the lino as far as Fort George,
at the great bcnd of the Fraser, and we hoped without any
doubt by the next season to obtain such favorable intelli-
gence as would enable us to locate the lino westward from
that point, either to Dean Channel or to Bute Inlet. The
information we received, however, showed that it was im-
possible to obtain more favorable grades than 105 feet to
the mile on one line, and eighty-eight feet on the other.
We determined therefore to have the Fraser Valley
re-surveyed, and before we left office, we determinect to
adopt that as the permanent line of the Pacifie Railway.
The hon. gentleman opposite, cancelled that order, as
ho considered it premature, and after his very hurried
survey of the Pine River country, lie fell -back on our route;
and at the present moment, from Fort William to Selkirk,
and from the Yellow Head Pass to the Pacific Ocean, the
hon. gentleman has followed precisely in our track without
making any change whatever, showing that, after all, the
expenditure made by us was made with such a result as bas
proved most satisfactory to the hon. gentleman himself as
well as the Ministry of which I was a member. Now, the
hou. gentleman bas a Bill before the House to authorize the
Syndicate to choose another place for crossing the Rocky
Mountains. I could have no possible objection to that, but,
upon the statement made by the hon. gentleman, I think
there are very serions objections. During his early remarks
I was led to suppose that a comparatively straight lino
could be obtained seventy-nine miles shorter, with grades
equal to those on the Yellbw Head Pass route. Along that
route there are no grades exceeding fifty feet to the mile ;
but I was astonished to hear that the hon. gentleman
rather favored the adoption of the southern pass with a
grade of eighty feet to the mile. That is a grade at least
Seventeen feet in excess of any grade I knew of on Canadian
!rIways. It is about nineteen feet, I think, in excess of

the highest grade on the Intorcolhnial Railway.
Sir CHAIES TUPPER. The bon. gentleman is mis-

taken. There is a grade of over seventy feet, I think, on
the Intercolonial Railway.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Where is it?
A4

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is at Bedford.
Mr. MACKENZIE. Well, it is a fatal grade to traffic,

This is what the result will be-we shall save seventy-nine
miles of travelling, but a powerful engine cannot take more
than from twelve to fifteen cars, with an ordinary load, up
that incline, while upon the grade we adopted ot forty feet
to the mile, an engine would be able to take from twenty-
five to thirty cars. On the Canada Southern Railway, on
which the maximum grade is only fifteen or eighteen feet,
a Ireight engine is able to drag forty loaded cars; I myself
have seen forty-four behind one engine. Every-one can see
how very unprofitable it will be to have a high grade of this
character upon so important a lino as the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and I do not hesitate for a moment in expressing
my own decided preference for the Yellow Head Pass
route, with its lower grades, to accepting a shorter route by
seventy-nine miles, with grades so high as the hon. gentle-
man represents. I do hope the Government will not accept
any grade so steep as that, because it will be a loss for all
time to come, and it will require either supplementary
locomotive power on the spot, or some other means to
assist engines in dragging up a heavy train. I am aware that
on the United States Pacific linos there are grades that are
high, and perhaps higher, but we know that they have not
been able to do a profitable trade up these grades, and at
several places they have engine stations to assist the trains up
the grades. This might be done on our lino, but it would be a
thousand pities if we made a mistake by adopting so steep
a grade as eighty feet to the mile, which would practically
destroy the harmony of our grades eastward. I may refer
to what the hon. gentleman said last night about
cheapening the construction of the lino between Kamloops
and Emory's Bar. I was informed, and the hon. gentleman
will correct me if am wrong, that, in order to avoid some
of tho heaviest parts of the works, there are grades on that
part of the lino not more than 660 feet in radius. Is that
correct?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I cannot say at the moment.
I shall enquire.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I may be wrong, but I consider my
authority good. If there are grades so sharp, or many of
them, it is a fatal economy to cheapen the lino with that
result. It is utterly impossible for an express train to travel
with safety and with a high rate of speed along such grades.
I am told there is only one grade on the Intercolonial that
approaches this radius, and that is near Halifax, at a point
which, when Minister I visited for the purpose of consider-
ing how we could have a longer radius, and of course a less
sharp turn upon the road. I have now referred to the
general features of the scheme provided by the late Govern-
ment, in consequence of information they obtained, and will
have a few words to say in regard to the contracts thom-
selves. The bon. gentleman read a statement from the
report of his three Commissioners, showing the expenditure
upon certain contracts and the amounts represented by
the original tenders.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman is quite
mistaken, I have not read a lino from the statement to
which ho refers. The figures I rea. from are in the table
prepared in the Department by the Chief Engineer.

Mr. MACKENZIE. He muast have got a copy from the
other parties. 1 have read the figures; I have not compared
the matters, but I saw a table of figures prepared in pre-
cisely the same way, which I assumed to be the same thing.
I may be wrong, but I accept the hon. gentleman's state-
ment.

Sir CHARLES TUJPPER. I have not seen them.
Mr. MACKENZIE. This statement was made by the

hon. gentleman apparently without view. See how gently
and nicely my estimates were paased compared with those
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of my predecessor. They did not show there was a reduc-
tion in cost, whereas on those let before his time there was
an increase in cost. There is one thing that will perhaps
surprise many members. Up to this hour the hon. gentleman
has not let a single contract, except upon tenders obtained
by us, upon our surveys; for sections A, B, 41, 42,
we had sent three distinct parties over the ground
in order to get the figures more correctly. I had not
the slightest conception until a very few minutes
before the close of the Session of 1878 that the figures that
were given upon 14 and other numbers, including 25,
were so delusive. I accepted the estimate made by the
engineer on the tender as approximately accurate, and we
took the greater pains with the other sections which the
hon, gentleman had the credit of letting, though not of
surveying, in order to obtain as accurate information as
possible. With regard to the selection of the line from
Rat Portage westward, I see it is the conclusion of the
Commissioners that there was a mistake made, not particu-
larly with regard to the heavy work upon some portions of
the road, not up or following on to Cross Lake, but notably the
crossing of swamps of almost unknown depths that swallowed
an immense amount of material. But Mr. Fleming, before
the Commissioners, declares that he sees no reason even now
to change the opinion he formed regarding that line. I may
say frankly that if I had known the existence of those vast
swamps, some further enquiry would have been made; but
I was not aware of their existence. I accepted the state-
ment of quantities given by the engineer as sufficient for
the purpose of making estimates upon ; and those estimates
would, as a matter of course, depend upon the accuracy
with which the surveyors had done their work.
Upon section 14 it would not depend so much upon
that as upon the examination of the ground which they
were to traverse, whether the swampy peut winch forms
the soil for many miles in some places, and of a depth of
eighteen or nineteen feet, sufficed to carry a road
even with the aid of timber. All this had to be
looked at afterwards when the road was pretty much
constructed, and accounts for the extraordinary
expenditure over the figures estimated by the
engineers. With regard to the contract of which the
lon. gentleman took so much credit last night, if any one
is entitled to credit for obtaining those surveys, it is my-
self. I was not aware, as I have stated, that the others
were deficient in accuracy; but it was perfectly clear to
any one that that 185 miles which forms the connecting
link should be examined as carefully as possible, both with
regard to getting a shortened route and the smallest amount
of work that could be obtained by re-surveys; and, as I have
stated, three times parties were sent over that road for the
purpose; and I gathered from the hon. gentleman last night
that even after that, some changes were made which
lessened the distance and increased the estimate of quanti-
ties. And I can only say that I am very glad it turned
out so. I regret the hon. gentleman's want of gener-
osity when he took the whole credit to himself,
as he did in such a self-regarding air that was almost
ludicrous to witness. The distinguished position he holds, to
use his own words, should have induced him to be more
moderate in applying praise to himself and censure to his
opponents. lie did not refer to another matter last night,
but I have nothing to shun or keep back, and shall refer to
it myself. I have been blamed by some hon. gentlemen
opposite for steps taken to improve the navigation of the
internal lakes between Fort William and Lake of the
Woods. IfI did wrong, I acted in the interests of the country,
because I sought to obtain an easier way into the North-
West for our people than could be obtained by the railway.
since 1871, parties have been out surveying that country,
and we were told last night it would take another year to
finish the road on these two sections, I take it for granted
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that no time was lost by the hon. gentlemen opposite before
we acceded to office, and I am quite sure that none was lost
by us while in office. The many works at the Fort Francis
Locks and Rainy River were undertaken by us with the
view that we would be able to send, as Mr. Dawson had
done, over the Dawson route, some traffic through our own
territory into the North-West before the railroad would be
available. It was quite uncertain for a year or two after
we reached office whether we would get a connec-
tion with the United States system of railways or not. It
was quite certain in my estimation that six or eight years
would elapse before it will be possible to finish that road
entirely from Fort William to Selkirk, and at the sane
time, obtain the shortest possible line. Therefore, we doter.
mined, if possible, to obtain access to the country, to some
extent, by using these navigable waters. I was taunted
with advocating an amphibious system, part land and part
water. I was quite indifferent whether it was
land or water, so that we used it first, and used
it best for the purpose of getting people into
our country. That was our object, and if it was a crime,
it was one closely allied to patriotism. I have always said,
although it has been denied in some electioneering pamph-
lets issued during the last elections, that not one mile of
road was built but what was in the precise direction
required for the construction of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way as a whole. Of course, there is a difference of opinion
between reaching the Red River at Selkirk and at Winnipeg.
Personally, I would rather have reached it at Winnipeg. [
would rather have gone by the south, where the country was
probably more open, and probably more accessible at the time
for settlement; but our object being to obtain the shortest
possible route across the continent, and the lino that would
sei ve the largest extent of country, we deli berately chose
the lino we did, foin Rat Portage across to Selkirk, offering
immediate opportunity for the navigation ofLake Winnipeg.
We did not know very much about the country, except what
information we got from two or three parties that had gone
from Hludson's Bay to Winnipeg, or from Lake Winnipeg to
Hudson's Bay ; but we do know that there is a very large
extent of valuable land, and merchantable timber
around that lake, so that we could obtain ties
and other timber for all purposes in almost unlimited
quantities; and we could not, viewing the public interest as
we did, neglect the interests represented by those quantities
of timber and other materials available for building, and for
shipbuilding, and other industries of that kind. Where
the road now crosses, if it should be continued from Selkirk,
and no crossing afforded there-if it should, in other words,
be taken in a straight lino from some point eastward from
Winnipeg, we shall not be able to obtain the navigation.of
the river without immense cost. We knew that the rapids
between Winnipeg and Selkirk at low water afforded
only two feet of water and it was with great
difficulty some of our rails could be taken down
and others had to be kept over until the road was built from
Selkirk to Winnipeg. Where we made the terminus, there
was some facility for reaching the great stretch of water
navigation to the north. We had this further induceIent
to select that point: that the Saskatchewan River falis into
Lake Winnipeg, and as the Grand Rapida are comparatively
short, means of transit would not be exponsive there, which
would open the navigation of the Saskatchewan River,
north and south, as auxiliary to the operation of the
railway further south. Ali this presented itself tos
when discussing the lino on which we shall ultim=tlYL
the railway, and while I have no objection whatever to of'er
to the lino that has been •adopted by the Syndicate, from
Winnipeg westward, I am stil of opiion that the nQrther"
lino would have been the 'more advantageus one
for the country, and would have afforded every advantag
which the south-west lins »owaffpds. Tb * $ M De
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of the Interior, my former colleague, has been attacked
repeatedly for his extravagance in connection with the
sebeme for promoting colonization roads. I think, however,
if I rernember rightly, that the hon. Minister of Railways
agreed with him that the scheme was a wise one. In the
first place, it must be remembered that that scheme was
brought down solely for the purpose of discussion, without
any intention of passing it that iession. I do not think that
either the Government as a whole were committed to it in
any formal way whatever. We would be committed to it, as a
matter of conrse, if we brought it before the House as a matter
to be carried; but like some other measures which hon, gentle-
men opposite have laid before the House, for instance the
Bill on Elections and the Supreme Court Bill, and several
other measures brought down avowedly for the purpose of
discussion, it was laid before the House without the slightest
intention of having it carried through this flouse. When
the hon. gentleman insinuates, as ho did yesterday, lie only
shows how entirely unacquainted he is with the policy of the
Liberal party in Ontario. He does not appear to know that
twenty-five years ago great efforts were made by the
Liberal party in the west-in fact, it was a plank in their
political platform to obtain possession of that country. We
became aware, through the efforts of Mr. Isbester and others
who were thoroughly acquainted with the Red River set-
tlement, of the vast extent of domain which could be peopled
in that country, and our efforts were unremitting to obtain
possession of it out of the hands of the monopolists who held
it as a barren waste. When the railway question first came
up our only consideration was not whether it was wi-e to
build the railway, but whether we were not premature in
going to such an enormous expense for the pipose of
obtaining it in a given time. As the hon. member lor West
]Durham remarked, last night, no one ever opposed the
building of those sections that led into the prairie country,
and we lost no time in obtaining access through the United
States in advance, by six or seven years, of any possible
access through our own country. Instead of depreciating
the value of the road, no one more highly appreciated it
than we; but, on the other hand, we had to consider the
interests of other sections of the country - whether
it was wise to incur an expenditure of $120,000,000
for the the purpose of constructing the road within
a certain given, very short, and -wholly inadequate
time. It was our discussions in relation to the limitation
which could alone justify the hon. gentleman in imagining
that we had the slightest hostile feeling towards the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway as a scheme. I did not believe thon,
and do not now, that it was wise to incur such a heavy
expense to get beyond the prairie country. Of what
earthly benefit will it be to a large portion of British
Columbia, except the small strip that it passes through, no
one can say. As for the scheme the hon. gentleman has
for Asiatie travel, ho reads Mr. Sandford Fleming's notes of
last year as to distance, and it is gratifying to know it is
the shortest road across, and it is gratifying to know, also,
that by steaming up the coast and taking a slight circle, we
are nearer Yokohama and the other places than San Fran-
Cisco. But the question still romains to be decided whether
the traffic from these countries can be profitably carried
over the road or not. I hope it may be, and it should be
tried. But, on the one hand, our scheme, if carried out,
would have enabled us to have the road opened quite as
soon to the prairie country as the hon. gentleman has
succeeded in doing it; while, on the other hand, our
colonization scheme, or something like the one submitted to
the Hlouse in 1818, would ensure settlement and the building
Of the railway through the prairie country not visited by
Our own great national lino. The hon. gentleman referred
last niglit to the terms of the Act of 1874. He said that
We had ne reason to complain of if they took 25,000,000
acres when we proposed to take 54,000,000 acres. Now, Sir,

we did not propose to take 54,000,000 acre, we proposed to
take 20,000 acres per mile. The mileage was uncertain, but
was generally supposed to be about 2,500 miles, and to
reach the same figure that hon. gentlemen opposite had in
their Bill of 1871 too. Their proposal was to take 50,000,000
acres of land and $30,000,000. Our proposal was to take
$10,000 per mile and 20,000 acres of land, but our land was
to be taken in a very different process from that in which
the hon. gentleman has taken his land. The hon. gentle-
men in their scheme have provided that the Myndicate shall
get the very best land to be found in the North-West. That
is practically, in a few words, the scheme of the hon.gentle-
men, and it is doubtful if they do not own the lands there
also. Our policy was this:

" That a quantity of land not exceeding 20,000 acres for each mile of
the section or sub-section contracted for, shall be appropriated in alter-
nate sections of twenty miles each along the line of the said railway or
at a convenient distance therefrom, eacn section having a frontage of
not less than three miles.nor more than six miles on the line of the said
railway, and that two thirds of the quantity of land so appropriated
shall be sold by the Government at such prices as may be from time to
time agreed upon between the Governor in Council and the contrac-
tors, and the proceeds thereof accounted for and paid half yearly to the
contractors free from any charge of action or management,-the
remaining third to be conveyed to the contractors. The said lands to
be of fair average quality, and not to include any land already granted
or occupied under any patent, licence of occupation or pre-emption
right, and when a sufficient quantity cannot be found in the immediate
vicinity of the railway, then the same quantity, or as much as may be
required to complete such quantity, shall be appropriated at such other
places as may be determined by the Governor in Council."

This, Sir, made it incumbent upon the contractors, whoever
they should be, to have the line which we owned in
British Columbia, made it incumbent upon them, if we
succeeded in obtaining the land from the Government of
Ontario, east of the boundary line near Rat Portage, to take
the land there also. We applied, in fact, as a Government,
to the Government of Ontario to give us the land required
to fulflil this section in their territory. Our request was
not granted, and we thought that as the road was to be
built through that portion of Ontario, the land might pos-
sibly be given us by the Government of Ontario in return
for whatever advantages it might derive from the building
of the road. They, however, took another view of it, and
we did not receive the land. Now, the hon. gentleman is
aware that at the time the contract, was made with the
Syndicate, there was under contract or built from Selkirk to
Fort William, 1,410 miles-I am not sure now as to the
mileage, but it is about that. From Selkirk to Pembina,
eighty-three miles; from Kamloops to Emory's Bar,
127 miles, and ninety miles from Emory's Bar to
Fort Moody, or a mileage altogether of 710 miles,
assuming the entire mileage to be 2;650, leaving
1,823 miles, 20,000 acres per mile for which
would amount to 38,460,000 acres. Well, that is for all
classes of lands a fair average of the quality of the country
it passes through. Now, in the prairie region, extending a
distance say of 1,000 miles in rough numbers, the quantity
would be, of course, just about one-half, or 19,000,000 acres
in the prairie country, and the same quantity will be
obtained in the rough or wooded country. This will show
a very different result indeed, as to expenditure, from what
has been presented in the scheme the Government ulti-
mately adopted. Now, Sir, with regard to that scheme I
have a very few words to say. I do not desire to enter
upon the general discussion, but I have to say this: the hon.
gentleman knows very well that they had no right to enter
upon that contract at the time he did. They had not asked
for tenders in any way, except indeed, as the hon. gentle-
man told us, that they got their leader in a stump speech to
say they had been conferring with some parties. Even ho
did not in that speech invite tenders from any parties, nor
did he intimate that any new policy had been decided upon
or any new departure had taken place. The law strictly
prohibited giving out any contract without publicly asking
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for tenders. Now, no one would object to any small
works being undertaken for which a necessity suddenly
sprung up, without compliance with this condition.
It is a different matter altogether from the present case.
The hon. gentleman says also that we asked for tenders,
and that the tender, as I understand him to say, from
Messrs. Stephens & Co. might be called-he did not say it
was-a response to that invitation for tenders. Now, Sir,
we had named a period in our advertisement within which
we would receive tenders, and I recollect asking the hon.
gentleman after he came into office whether he had
received any tenders after that time. His reply was
that one tender bad been received, but of such a nature that
made its consideration useless or inadvisable. The asking
for tenders was therefore entirely closed, and the policy was
evidently reached by a more understanding, which the
hon. gentleman afterwards followed out. In 1880, there was
a policy laid down of setting aside 100,000,000 acres for
that purpose. They went to England ; they utterly failed
to attract the least notice there. The hon. gentleman
should have remembered that last night, when he spoke of
our failure to obtain any notice to our advertisement in
England, the hon. gentleman made quite as signal a
failure. The fact is that the project is one which required
a good deal of time and a great deal of advertising, to
bring it fairly under the notice of the class of financial con-
tractors who were likely to undertake a work of that kind.
Hon. gentlemen opposite proceeded on precisely the same
course. When they came back, after announcing their
great success, they were obliged to confess an utter failure
in 1880. In 1881, when the House met again, it turned out
they had received some offers before leaving Canada, which
they appeared to have rejected. That is my inference
from what has been stated. After going too long, they
failed to obtain any proposal good, bad or indifferent, or if
they did they have denied it and hidden the fact from the
public. On returning to Çanada, hon, gentlemen opposite
were obliged to throw themselves into the arms of those
gentlemen called the Syndicate. If any gentlemen were to
obtain a good thing at the hands of the Government, I have
no objection to these gentlemen obtaining it. I am not like
the hon. member for Ottawa who said the only thing he
regretted was that such a good thing should have
gone into the hands of gentlemen opposed to the Govern-
ment. I have no feeling of that kind, I believe they are
all good men and true, and I was delighted to hear the hon.
the First Minister one night, and the hot . the Minister of i
Railways another night, pronouncing eulogisms upon
Duncan McIntyre and Donald A. Smith. It shows the hon.
gentlemen are of au appreciative and forgiving disposition.
It is to be hoped that Mr. MeIntyre and fr. Smith will
appreciate the kind references made to them. Time was
when it was different, but perhaps it will be well that I
should not further enter into this matter, because I desire
to discuss the railway question on its merits. I cannot,
however, avoid referring to those matters, because the hon.
the Minister of Railways tempts me to doso by his declara-
tion, last night, that everything done wisely and properly
about the railway was done by himself, and everything done
unwisely was done by his opponents. I might, although I
do not intend to do so, discuss at very great length
many matters connected with the history of the
Pacifie Railway. I have ouly to say this, and it
is all I intend to say, that the past record and
history of the Liberal party in connection with this great
work is one to which we eau refer with every feeling of
satisfaction, for we tried to do our duty to the country, and
if hon. gentlemen opposite can say as much respecting
every step they have taken, I have nothing further to say.
But I protest against the course that has been pursued by
the hon. Minister of Railways in belittling the efforts of his
political opponents, in a scheme which bas given so much
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trouble and difficulty to the Government, abstractedly
speaking, not to my own Government or Administration
but to any Government in prosecuting a work of this kindI do not think in any of my annual statements whenMinister, that I ever gave any occasion to the hon. gentie.
man to refer to myself as having taken credit for every-
thing that had been rightly done, after denouncing every-
thing that had been done by my opponents. If I hadbelieved in such a course, I should have changed the whole
course of proceeding the moment I took office; I should
have adopted the hon. gentleman's plan in other respects
and have obtained men in whom I had more confidence to
conduct the work connected with the railway, and to
have proposed the changes which were inevitably
to be made. The hon. Minister of Railways has
stated that within a year, more than 900 miles of railway
will be either built or nearly built, and that when he came
into office not one mile was built. We had under contract
at the time hon. gentlemen opposite acceded to office, 228
miles between Fort William and Selkirk, 83 miles were half
or actually finished from there to Pembina, constituting
together something over 311 miles. At the present time
no more of the line is built, except 16 L miles constructed
by the Syndicate. Hon. gentlemen opposite complain of
our expenditure on location. We spent 8500,000 and every
inch of the road was taken up and moved some miles to the
south. On leaving office we had nearly half of the distance
of which the hon. gentleman is now able to boast of now as
being constructed or nearly constructed, and yet the hon.
gentleman desires to take credit for the whole work. I
intended to refer to some other matters, but with every
desire to proceed, I find my voice bas failed me, and I must
defer any further observations3 to some future occasion.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. In reply to a question asked
by the hon. gentleman, I beg to say that the sharpest curve
is one of 700 feet radius, and that trains eau travel over it
at a speed of 40 miles per hour,

Mr. DAWSON. I think it will be generally admitted
that it is highly desirable, if a shorter route can be
found from Moose Jaw Creek to the Pacifie coast,
that it should be adopted. It is very much to be regretted
that the energetie and practical men who now have the
Canadian Pacific Railway in hand had not had contro of
it sooner. If such had been the case, a great saving in dis-
tance between Thunder Bay and Winnipeg would have been
effected. A survey was made from Thunder Bay to
Sturgeon Falls, at the head of Rainy Lake, and the line
was favorably reported on by the engineers. As to the
crossing of the Lake of the Woods it was quite practicable.
It is true that in order to condemn that crossing sevel'al
islands were spirited away, but even that was not enough.
An engineer was set to draw a plan of a tremendous bridge
which the opponents of the route said would be necessarY
at that place, and its cost was put at $1,000,000, and in this
way the line which should obviously bave been followed
was set aside. However, engineers quite as reliable as those
who constructed that enormous bridge, drew a plan of
another bridge, showing that this spot could have been
bridged at a very moderate outlay, and the savifg in
distance from Thunder Bay to Winnipeg, without going to
Selkirk, would have been no less thari thirty-five
miles, making every allowance for curvatures. That
is a very important saving in distance-a distance which
would have been saved for all time; and I believe the
original cost would have been reduced by millions, becailse,
for one thing, the great swamp to which the hon. gentleman
has alluded and in which a large amount of capital has
been swallowed up, would have been avoided. I have ne
desire to reflect upon the management of previous days; i
am perfectly willing to concede that everything was doe
with the best intention; but it is very much to be regrette
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that the hon. member for Lambton (Mr. Mackenzie) had not
had time to go over the ground. Had the hon. gentleman,
with his practical knowledge and his acquaintance with
railway matters, had an opportunity of going
througb the country, I believe the result would
have been very different; we would have had a much
shorter lino between Thunder Bay and Winnipeg, but
unfortunately the thing has been done and it cannot now
be helped. The hon. member for Lambton, in speaking of
Nepigon and Thunder Bay, said he moved the terminus to
Thunder Bay because he thought it was a botter and more
convenient place and possessed more advantages. The hon.

entleman is perfectly right. Nepigon Bay romains frozen
or a very long period in spring, while Thunder Bay opens

early. I will not now refer to the question of the Kaminis-
tiquia or Prince Arthur's Landing as harbors, as that matter
bas been very much discussed before. All I can say is tbat
if the line as originally laid down and contemplated
to Sturgeon Falls had been followed, taking advantage of
the water navigation between that place and the Lake
of the Woods in the meantime, 20,000 people who have
gone to Minnesota would have now been in Manitoba.
The lino would have been open much earlier, and it
would have been possible to pass through immigrants,
and we would not have lost the immense number of
valuable settlers who, because they were compelled to
pass through Minnesota and saw beautiful and fertile
land in that State, were attracted to settle there.
There is one very remarkable circumstance in connection
with al] these old surveys and explorations, and that is, that
the practical men who now control the Pacifie Railway
have not adopted one single yard of these expensive lines,
but have laid out lines for themselves which are very rnuch
botter than thQse formerly selected. In regard to the
change of the location of the Pacifie Railway from Callander
Station westward, I think it is a very important thing
for that portion of the country which I have the honor to
represent that the Company have decided to keep near the
shores of Lake Huron and Lake Superior. For 600 miles
the lino will pass within easy distance of the shore, and the
result will be that every river valley along that immense
distance will be opened up for settlement. It has long
been believed that this great region, bordering on the great
lakes, known as Algoma, was barren and rocky and unfit
for settlement ; but recent events have shown that this is
not the case. The fact is, there are very large areas in
Algoma which are fit for settlement, and they are being
rapidly occupied. The Census of 1871 showed a population
Of 7,018 in the whole district, more than half of whom were
Indians, while the last Census has shown a population of
close on 21,000 in Algoma proper-I mean Algoma south
of the height of land. That is a very large increase in ten
years, but I believe it is only the beginning of what we shal
see in the future. With this railway passing along the
coast and opening up every river valley, the large areas
of agricultural land and the minerals which abound in that
extensive district, including iron, copper, silver, lead, and I
believe gold, will all be developed. The progress of set-
tlement has been very much retarded of late for the want
Of roads. I received a number of petitions this winter from
the people on the Island of Manitoulin, complaining that
the mails were delayed and very irregular. These I sent in
to the Government. But how is it possible to have the
mail matter of 12,000 people, amounting to over half a ton a
Week, delivered regularly when there are no roads, not even
between Parry Sound and the shore opposite Manitoulin
Island, and the mails have to be carried on men's backs or in
dog sleighs, as they used to be years ago. This difficulty,
however, will be overcome by this railway, and we shall
SOOn see that this very much abused district of Algoma is
fittOd to support a very large population. I remember six
or seven years ago reai.ng an article in a prominent news-

paper published in Toronto which called attention to the
f.1et that wheat had actually been grown on the north coast
of Lake Huron. Why, there is not a botter country in the
world for wheat growing than the north coast of Lake Huron;
the climate is quite as good or a great deal botter than the
climate of the North-West Territorics, where population is
now pouring in. I merely mention this to show that this
change of route of the Pacifie Rail way, the cost of which
will be borne by the lands of the North-West and will not
be a burden on Ontario, will have the result of opening up
that magnificent country for settlement.

Sir RICHARD J. CART WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, it is with
reluctance that I rise to prolong the present debate. Had
the hon. Minister of Railways chosen to confine himself, as
he very well might, and I think wisely had done at this
stage of the Session, to an explanation of bis policy and his
proceedings with respect to the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
but a short discussion need have taken place; bu- that hon.
gentleman, for reasons best known to himself, choso to incor-
porate with bis statement a series of attacks upon a very
considerable number of the Opposition, and among others
ho chose to draw attention to certain statements made
by me in my capacity of Finance Minister in former vears,
and also to draw attention to a motion whicli I had the
honor to put in your hands about a year ago. Sir, the
whole object of that hon. gentleman was clear enough ;
ho wanted, by a series of .misrepresentations-the public
having probably forgotten to a very great extent the
circumstances of our connection with the Pacifie Railway,
and fortunately for that hon. gentleman and bis colleagues,
having also apparently forgotten some of the circumstances
of their early connection with the Parific Railway-his
desire was, I say, to misrepresent our action with respect
to that great work to the utmost of bis power. Now, Sir,
as my hon. friend beside me (Mr. Blake) and my hon.
friend from Lambton have most truly said, there is
no party, there never was a party, in this country
who have more right to say than the Reform party of
Canada, that for generations back, long before that hon.
gentleman knew anything or was in any way connected
with the politics of the country, it was the object and the
earnest desire not merely of the leaders, but of the whole
Liberal party, to obtain ihe control of that great region and
throw it open to settlement. For many years the
Reform party had seen with great regret that numbers
of the people were seeking homes in the United States;
and of all men, living or dead, no man deserves the
thanks of the country, more than the late Hon.
George Brown for the steady and persistent energy
and eloquence with which ho, not merely through
the great organ of public opinion ho controlled, but by
word of mouth, and in bis place, both inside and out of
this House, directed continually the attention of men of all
ranks and classes in Canada to the value of that prairie
region and of the extreme desirability cf obtaining it.
And if I were to believe the hon. member for Halton (Mr.
McDougall) -whom I do not see in his place-it was w:th the
greatest difficulty, ho says, that ho succeeded in spurring up
his negligent colleagues to take any stops for acquiring that
property. Why, to quote from memory from that valuable
tract which the bon. gentleman on bis return from the
North-West composed, but which is not, unfortunately, as
easy of access as I could wish, I think his words were these:
That on the day when the Government of Canada consum-
nated the folly, ho called it, of throwing eight millions of
dollars into the sea in connection with the Intercolonial
Railway, ho moved a resolution in the Council binding the
Government to make or take the necessary stops for securing
the North-West Territory. And after, at the instigation of
that gentleman, as he states, the Government were stirred
up to take those steps, and bad succoeded in obtaining the
cession, so far as the Hudson's Bay Company could give it,
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of our territory. I should like to know who were the men
who mismanaged our affairs in such a way as to cause
what ought to have been a friendly exchange to be
one stained with bloodshed and rebellion. I say
that those hon. gentlemen from the time they took
possession of that territory till they left office in 1873 had
this claim to our consideration; that they blundered at
every imaginable point in connection with the North-West
Territory, and blundered not least, but most of ail, in that
mort absurd bargain which they made in 1871 whereby they
bound themselves to the hrpeless project of constructing a
railroad across the continent by 18il The members of the
Liberal party never in the slightest degree opposed-and
the hon. gentleman knows it well-any expenditure in the
slightest degree within the means of the people of Canada
for the purpose of opening up communication with the
North-West. What they did oppose was the blundering of
hon. gentlemen opposite, the trifling with the resources
of Canada, and the wantonly throwing away of many
millions for objects and purposes in no degree connected
with the opening up of the North West Territory. And it
was from the effect of those blunders, of that nismanage-
ment, 'of that legacy of trouble and mistakes
which those hon. gentlemen have left behind
them, that my hon. friend beside me found himself
very greatly embarrassed in dealing with that question, was
obliged to make concessions, which, as he stated at the
time, were made simply and solely, because we were
ob!iged by the conduet of those hon. gentlemen to make
them, although we knew they werc straining and over-
burdening the resources of the country intlerably. I fear
those hon, gentlemen are blundering still as badly as ever
before. Tbey succeeded in doing nothing for the opcning
of the North-West, beyond what my hon. friend had done,
for three years after they had taken- office. Nothing was
done by them. Ail that they have done, as my hon. friend
has truly said, was to carry out certain contracts which he
had made, was to perform certain portions of work which
he had already set on foot. But they have done much to
throw away ail the good fruits which were ready to drop
into the lap of the people of Canada. They have suc-
cseded in most needlessly creating new monopolies,
having very bur-densome privileges to be paid for
at the cost and expense of the people of Caînada.
They have fiung away deliberately, openly in the face of
this House, in the face of the country, many millions of
acres of the most valuable land and many millions of the
people's money, and have doue that when there were many
-with ail respect to my friends of the Syndicate-as capable,
as ready to do all that would have been of the slightest
vaine to the people of Canada that these gentlemen are
doing. In addition, they have, besides creating those mono-
polies, besides granting those exemptions, besides throwing
away ail the money and land I have spoken of, further
enormously impeded the proper settlement and
development of the North-West by their outrageous
fiscal policy, which adds enormously to the cost of ail the
articles required by settlers whether from Old Canada
or from the Old World. What they have done bas
been purely mischievous. The resources of the country
are so great, that I believe they will largely over-
come the mischievous fruits of their policy. But
although I believe the Syndicate have pushed their works
with vigor, and so far are doing good work, the hon.
Mifinister of Railways and his colleagues have done
literally nothing. AIl they did was to lay down a certain
number of muiles of road, so badly located and constructed
that the only thing to be done by the Syndicate was to pull
up the rails and alter the location at the cost of many
hundr. d of thousands of dollars to the people of this coun-
try. I believe the course of their policy in a very few
years #ill not eêrely prove the wisdom and foresight dis-

Sir B RoaAa J. CaRTWaraIT.

played by the Opposition in resisting it last year, but that
it will provide troubles for coming generations, of the most
serious kind. As soon as Manitoba becomes frlled up, as
soon as the people begin to feel what sort of à yoke these
gentlemen have subjected them to, either those restrictions
will have to be removed, or the people of Canada will, in
all human probability, lose the North-West for which such
sacrifices are being made. And if the people of Canada,
being warned, do not heed that warning, and exert them.
selves to break down those monopolies, to get rid of those
ehains which they never ought to have allowed to be
imposed-and to do them justice they were impósed behind
their backs-because those things were done without the
slightest knowledge of the people, no man at the last
elections ever dreamt that such terms would be granted the
Syndicate. If the people of Canada do not do that they
will deserve to lose the North-West by reason of apathy,
and supineness and indifference to the commonest principles
of liberty and freedon. I would like to know who it was
that made approach to the North-West country possible?
To whom are we indebted for the possibility of that progress
which, I rejoice to see, is going on from one end of the
North-West to the other ? There were two persons who,
by dint of their energy and determination did a very
great deal, did as much as individuals could, to make access
to the North-West possible, and thereby to enable all
this tide of immigration to flow into it. One of these
gentlemen is my hon. friend the member for Lambton.
Through good report and ill-report, at a time when the
state of our finances might well have excused him for
hesitation-and, as I said before, there was no man in a
better position to know than I myself. I can bear witness
that my bon. friend never flinched, never hesitated, but
always in Council, in Parliament and elsewhere, avowed bis
determination, so long as Canada was able to find the means
to do it, to go on and open up that country. He expended,
as the House knows, many millions in the early constrnc-
tion of the road, from Thunder Bay to Selkirk, which
is one necessary avenue of approach to that country,
and he did it in spite of many severe attacks,
which, if not made by the hon. gentleman immediately
opposite, were made by many of his followers. We
have not forgotten that my hon. friend was often
told, and I think by a member of this Governmnent, that
he had no business t- expend public money in attempting
to construct a road of 400 miles through that region.
The other gentleman was a man who is now engaged
in carrying on the Canadian Pacifie Railway, my friend
Mr. Donald Smith. It was largely due to bis energy
and enterprise that communication with the American
system of railways was obtained. I need not tell the
House what sort of a reception that bon. gentlemen's
efforts met with two or three years ago, from the hon.
Minister of Railways and bis colleagues, and the opposition
which was made to the proposition to give him and bis
friends a short lease of the Pembina branch, which was a
necessary portion, no doubt, of the railway scheme they
were then engaged in carrying through. Need I remind
the House of the torrent of abuse that was more than once
poured on the devoted head of that hon. gentleman by the
very men who are now, in their own despair, obliged to
crouch as supplicants before them, in order to get them to
relieve the Government of the consequences of their own
incapacity. These gentlemen dare to talk to us of tenders.
Was there a man in Canada, in England, la
the whole civilized world, who ever dreamt
that it would be possible in the year 188, t
find a Government so blind and deaf te aIl th
lessons of civilization and to the knowledge Of everything
that had been passing on the other side of the border, as o
deliberately propose to put a country omprising, o-h
of a continent under the absotf p-wor mid under1tha9b
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lute control of a railwary corporation. Well might my hoa. purehased at Winnipeg for $30 or 840. In other words, in
friend,ssy that no man ever dreamt until these resolutions an open market, the right to take land in a favorable posi-
were laid on the Table of the House, that a Government tion in that Province, was then only worth 25 cents, and no
could be found so insane or a Parliament so lost to all con- doubt would have continued to be worth only that but for
siderations of constitutional propriety as to sanction a the exertions of my bon. friend Mr. Smith and his friends
monopoly of twenty years over a country extending from in opening up communication with that county.
Lake Superior to the Pacific Ocean. If that be true, and no My hon. friend from West Durham showed clearly eriongh
Mn can contradict what I say, if it be the simple fact that that in that amendment which I moved, and of which the
such privileges, monopolies, exemptions from taxations, not hon. gentleman complained, not one word had been said,
to say suchl large sums of money and grants of land were not one expression had been used, which was not based on
given to this corporation, as had never been dreamt of by the caloulations submitted formally to the House by the
any man, until that contract had been laid on the Table, hon. the Minister of the Interior, the hon. gentleman's own
how can that hon. gentleman say that fair competition was colleague. There is no doubt the calculation I submitted
asked for, that fair tenders were asked for, that capitalists did involve a very large arnount of money, that it did show
of Europe or America knew anything whatever of what we were squandering a great amount of public money and
the hon. gentleman was going to do. The thing means in the contract which we were making with that
was done in a hole-and-corner manner, and the Company. But, Sir, that was those hon. gentleman's
hon. gentlemen have to thank themselves, if acting own estimate; the cost of the railway was taken from the
thus behind our backs without the knowledge statement made by the hon. Minister of Railways himself;
of their moat trusted friends, their motives have been the value of the lands, which I do not believe to be au
suspected and probably will continue to be suspected. I exaggerated estimate, was taken from the statement of the
must proceed to make a remark or two on the absurd fallacy hon. Miinister of the Interior himself. What right, then,
which underlies the statements, not merely of the hon. has the hon. gentleman to say that I spoke in a jevil-may-
gentleman, but of his followers throughout the country. care manner on a devii-may-careresolution-unless, indeed,
They talk of us as if things were in precisely the some posi- in copying the statement of th rse hon. gentlemen, I had
tion in 1880 as they were in 1872-73-74. They pretend to come into unpleasant proximity to the gentleman he refers
say that because the railway can be built now, it could have to ? Then the hon. gentleman declares that as Minister of
been equally built ten years ago. That is simply an absurd Finance I had again and again spoken disparagingly
fallacy. The whole position of things is altered from the of the railway, spoken disparagingly of the North-West,
bottom up. What was our position in 1874? It was this: that I had enormously over-estimated the cost of that road.
That there was no practical communication whatever with Now, Sir, I defy the hon. gentleman to show that 1 spoke
that count:y ; the nearest American railway did not go disparagingly of the North-West country. I will tell him
within 100 or 150 miles of the Canadian frontier and what I have done: I have spoken again and again-I pro-
there was no possibility of bringing iF goods except at an bably will speak again and again-very disparagiagly of the
enormous expense to our own country. Tho hon. gentle- estimate of men calling themselvos statosmen to agree to
man knows how enormously such a state of things would build a road of 3,000 miles through a country of which not
have increased the cost of that railway had it been one foot had been surveyed, within a poriod of ten years.
then built. Besides that, and wholly apart from But no man ever heard me say a word in disparagement of
the great depression in North America which that great and fertile North-West, upon which, Sir, I look
then existed, and which had necessarily an enormous quite as eagerly and quite as often as the hon. gentleman,
influence on the minds of people on the other side of the as the home of the populations which are swarming away
Atlantic, the gpecial blunder, mal-administration and inca- from Ontario. It is perfectly true, and 1 dict tell the flouse,
pacity displayed by those gentlemen in dealing with the and I now repeat the statement, that had we, in 1874, under
lRed River country, produced an armed rebellion that the circumstances I have related, without uny means of
caused the death of some of our subjects, and which, no communication or approach to that country, gone on and
doubt, created a very unfavorable impression in the minds constructed that railway in a period of seven years, it
of many against the North-West Territory. The very first would have cost every penny of $150,000,000, if it had been
task, therefore, that fell to the lot of the hon. member for decently built. 1 repeat that statement. I say there is no
Lambton was to get rid of the burning embers which those earthly doubt about it, and what is more, I call the atten-
men had left behind them, and to produce, as he did succeed tion of the House to it. I was speaking at the time of a
in producing, peace, order and quietness in the North-West road such as those hon. gentlemen proposed to construct
Territory. Moreover, allow me to recall to the recollection which inclules an enormously extensive piece of railway
of the House that in 1874, 1875, 1876-certainly for twoor along Vancouver Island down Esquimault in British Colum-
three years-there was a very serious infliction in a large bia-that was their bargain, and that would have added
part of the North-West in the shape of the grass-hopper about $30,000,000 according to the statement of Mr.
Plague, which destroyed the harvest of the settlers, and on Sandford Fleming.
two Or three occasions we were obliged to bring down Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman must be
grants of money in aid of the settlers, and if you con- aware that he bas himself passed a Minute of Council and
sider the effects of these influences, the lack of sent it to the Imperial Government, declaring that it was
communication, the fact that the rebellion had been but re- not under an obligation incurred by the previous Govern.
centlysuppressed,the grass.hopper plague,and the great com- ment to construct the road on Vancouver Island.
maercial depression al over the continent of North America, Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT. I am speaking ofand you will see that the wonder is, not that more was not the late Government. The late Government had passed andone, but that my hon. friend's tenacity and perseverance Order in Council fixing Esquimalt as a terminue.enabled him to do the very great deal he did in the time at
his disposal and under the existing circumstances. The, Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman passed
hon. getleman talks about the value of the lands at that an Order in Council declaring that the Order in Council that
time, entirely ignoring the fact that its value has increased we passed did not oblige Canada to construct the road on
ten-fold, perhaps ahundred fold since the time it was first pro. Vancouver Island, and denied that any such engagement
Posed to construct the road. It is well known that at the existed.
timeq y hon. friend proposed to give 20,000 acres per mile, Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT, I am not talkiqg

Vf warnta for w60a«rusof -land couWlie keeg 1abouhthabt, 4 -am talkng'of the raWA w" tàhoseha



COIMONS DEBATES. APRIL 19,
gentlemen proposed to construct, and as they proposed to
construct it, that is what Ireferred to in my Budget Speech
in 1874, and I now deliberately repeat the statement, that
had that road been completed by 1881, I very greatly doubt
whether $150,000,000 would have covered the cost. I have
very good reason te say so, because in making that state-
ment I am giving the opinion of an eminent engineer
on that subject who had occasion to study it, and
because we have evidence even in so small detail as
the transport of rails to that country before there was
railway communication through the United States,
that the present expenditure would have been neces-
sarily most enormously increased. It is quite possible
that before 1891, that road might be constructed, not
to Esquimault, but to its present terminus, for the sum of
$80,000,000 or $84,000,000, but it was equally true that the
road as it was originally designed and laid out by these
hon. gentlemen would have cost $150,000,040, and I say
that obligation was wholly and entirely beyond the then
resources of Canada. Then, Sir, as to the question of run-
ning that road, the hon, gentleman did not state, as ho
might have stated, and I think ought to have stated, that I
did not presume to give my owri estimate of what the cost
of running sncb a road would be. If ho chooses to look
back to Mr. Sandford Fleming's report on the subject he will
see that at that time that gentleman estimated, under the
conditions which then existed, that it would no doubt be a
very expensive thing to run and keep in running
order if it were completed in 1881, as doubtless it
would have been. Well, Sir, the late Government
saw the absurdity of the position, they saw the
utter impossibility of fulfilling the mad bargain these men
had gone into, and they at once told British Columbia
honestly, they told the British Government honestly, that
the Government of which that hon. gentlemen was a
member had pledged Canada to an impossibility. We said :
" We will do ait titat can fairly be done to redeem the honor
of the country," and we did every thing that could be donc
at the time, more perhaps, than we ought to have done. If
my hon. friend is liable to any charge it is this : That ho
felt himself, perhaps, a little too much bound by the action
of the Government that had preceded him. But I do not
admit ho is liable, I take my full share, and always will
take my full share, of the responsibility of the action of
that Government, and I say that our action in going on
with the Thunder Bay Branch was, as present events
have now shown, wise and well considered. I say
likewise that the action of this Government in
making the arrangement they did, was most unwise and
most foolish, and bas been the source of great troubles, andî
that the present contract is equally unwise and foolish, and
will be the cause of very great trouble and injury to this
country in the future. That, Sir, is what I said, and I say
that we were the men who obtained the indulgence, if
indulgence it can be called-bocause it was after ail, a mere
question of possibilities-to take twenty years which
events have shown was absolutely required to construct
the road. We stated the difficulties fairly and clearly,
so much so that even British Columbia, loth as it
was, had to acquiesce in the justice of the decision, that
twentyyears were required to construct the Canadian Pacifie
Railway to the sea. Then, Sir, the hon. gentleman pro-
ceeded to accuse us of having, contrary to our declarations,
contrary to our pledges and promises to the House and to
the country, added $3,000,000 to the taxation of the country
in order to carry on the work. Well, Sir, what was it we
did ? We found that those hon. gentlemen, after they had
entered into a bargain with British Columbia, had thrown
off about $1,250,000 of taxes. The hon. gentleman said
$2,000,000. I do not think it was as much, but I think they
did remit about $1,250,000 of taxation. We find also that
they had doliberateeynoedlessly and wantonly added a

large amount to the annual expenditure of the eountry
which they were not called upon to do, which had
been done by them of their own proper notion, without
any excuse or necessity eso compelling them. We felt as
honest men that we were bound not to add to the taxation
of the country, but that we were bound to put British
Columbia back in as good a position as she had been in
1871. That we did, and it was for that we added 83,000,000
of taxation-although it did not produce quite $3,000,000.
In so doing, we did our duty and redeemed our pledges, did
ail that Canada was morally bound to do-although I do
not say legally-and that is what the hon. gentleman com-
plains of. Sir, I say that those hon. gentlemen added
81,750,000, or thereabouts, needlessly to the expenditure of
the country, and that they remitted 61,225,000, and before
we could go to British Columbia and fairly say to them:
" We are willing to do what we engaged to do, we are willing
to do what we are morally bound to do, that is, put
you back in as good a position as you were in before."
We were bound to see to it that we had tried to replace
that amount, and that is the entire fact of the
matter as far as regards the increased amount of
taxation imposed. But the hon. gentleman tells
us, in the teeth of the facts stated by the hon. mem-
ber for West Durham (Mr. Blake), and of the
knowledge of every member of this House who las attended
to the debates, that the Government have provided against
monopolies. Hon. members heard the hon. First Minister
and his followers, the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr.White),
and the hon. member for Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard),
tell the flouse and the people of Canada there was no
fear of monopolies. Why ? Because those clauses merely
affected the land over which the Dominion Parliament had
control, because we had no power and no right to cbeck
the Governments of Ontario and Manitoba, and I say there
is scarcely parliamentary language which will enable me
justly to characterize the conduct of men, especially of a
Minister of the Crown, who will make such statements. I
do not think the iniquity of the railway contract bas a
parallel in civilized times, and you cannot find a parallel
to the statements made by Ministers, and by the First
Minister of the Crown. 1 am aware that the truth and
nothing but the truth is the last thing the hon. gentleman,
who made many allusions to the power in the nether
world in introducing the measure, likes to hear.

Mr. PLUMB. We do not often hear it from the other
side of the House.

Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT. Then you must stop
your ears; you must be deaf as well as blind to the signs
of the times. But if the rights of Manitoba are to bo
trampled on, if the rights of Ontario are to be trampled on,
if warnings are to be allowed to pass by as the idle wind,
we stili, according to hon. gentleman opposite, have a
remedy. By the construction of 600 miles of railway, to
Hludson's Bay, those hon. gentlemen propose to relieve the
monopoly they have wantonly and neediessly created. There
is no man in the House and in the country who knows whether
Hudson'sBay navigation is open for three or five months. I
have pressed on the Government, and I take the opportunitY
of pressing again, the desirability of calling upon the British
Government to aid them in settling the question, in
obtaining information which they have not got, which
nobody at the present moment bas got, but which I admit,
viewing the extraordinary state of things which the Gov-
ernment have brought about, it is of great importance to
the people of Canada to obtain. Whether they will take
my advice or not I do not know, but I again call attention
to this, and especially after the declaration of the hon.
Minister of Railways, who points to HIudson's Bay a
the sole means of relieving the monopoly; and I tel
the hon. gentleman that it is his duty and the daty



COMMONS DEBATES.

of his colleagues to take immediate stops to ascertain,
if they can, whether the navigation of Hudson's Bay is
practicable, as I would fain hope it may be, for four or five
months in the year. I called the attention of the Govern-
ment in the early part of the Session to the subject ; but I
do not suppose, as one of their indepondent supporters s,ays,
they will take any advice from me; neverthoss, I
would again call attention to the fact that very little is
known respecting the navigation of lHudson's Bay, and it
should be an easy matter to arrange with the British Gov-
ernment to employ one or two vessels of the floot in
deciding questions respecting this route. But though
I do not undervalue this route, and though I dosire
that this should be donc, I say this, that at
best no grain can go out of ludson's Bay until
nearly one year after the grain has ripened, and that it wil
be a most inadequate method of relieving the people from
the dangers which threaten them under the present
monopoly. We have seen enough in by-gone days of the
extraordinary misrepresentations in which theli hon. Min-
ister of Railways indulges, but I will venturo to say that,
although lie was a little quieter in his demeanor than usual,
ho never was so thoroughly himself as when, on a lato
occasion, he attempted to show the people and mcm-
bers of this House, some of whom, at ail events,
are cognizant of the facts I have stated, some
of whom must remember those things of which I
bave spoken, that it was due to bis exertions, and
to those of his colleagues, that the North-West bas been
thrown open to settlement and civilization. Once for all I
deny, and that most emphatically, that the hon. gentleman,
so long as the matter continued under his own control,
displayed any energy, activity or skill, in doing anything
for the purpose of opening.up that country. We have the
record of his three years' Administration, and what does it
amount to? Simply to the construction of fifty or sixty
miles of railway, through a prairie section. The bon.
gentleman did absolutely nothing; and yet he attempted,
and his followers cheered him to the echo, to belittle the
hon. member for Lambton, who did all that it was possible
to do to secure an easy approach to the North-West, under
Our own control, and that without being a monopoly for
anybody, whereby would bave been atforded the great
desideratum of cheap freights for thoso who wont to live in
the North- West.

it being Six o'clock the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
CANADIAN ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY.

On the Order for the House to go into Committee on Bill
(No. 77) rolating to the Canadian Electrie Light Company,
and to confer certain powers upon the said Company, being
read,

Mr. McDOJGALL. I am instructed to withdraw the
]ill. It is so altered and changed in its character that the
promoters have decided not to proceed with it. I move that
the order b discharged.

Motion agreed to.
THIRD READINGS.

The following Bills were severally considered in Com-
Mittee, reported, read the third time and passed: -

Bill (No. 61) to incorporate the Ontario Pacific Railway.
(Mr. Bergin.)
Bill (No. 89) to incorporate the Great Eastern Railway

Company.-(Mr. Massue.)

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, it was a matter of no little

surprise to me to hear the hon. the Minister of Railways in
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submitting a very small measure te the House-a measure
having for its sole object the changing of the point where
t Can adian Pacfic Raiilway is to pass through the Rocky
Mountains-enter into a discussion of the whole question,
go :gai into the merit of the contract the Government

nîte'ed into with the Syndicate, and discuss in detail the
amendments which hon. gentlemen on tis side of the
Hous'e submitted twelvo nths ago. The hon. gentleman
did not think fit to di cuss those amendments at the timo;
but after cosi(ering thmoi for twelvo months, ho has con-
eluded tha.t it would b well to make some observations
with regard to thei. Now, Sir, why has the bon. gentle-
man adopted this course ? It is perfectly obvious that it is
not because the Government have a great doal of time on
their hands, and do not woll k-now what to do with it. It is
true, they have made very little progross. We have met
here day after day withou t an opportunity of considering
thoe measures which the Government promised at the
beginning of the Session ; we have still Lo have brought
before us some of the most important of thoso measures, and
vet the hon. gentleman occu)ied a largo portion of yester-
day, anïd bas forced hon. gentlemen on this side of
tho flouse to discuss a qnestion that was disposod
of by the vote of this House at the last Session
of Parliament. It is perfectly obvious that the
hon. gentleman secs mischief before him. The hon. gen-
tlemail knows right well that the policy on which the
Governnont have entered is not likely to bear fruits favor-
able to the Administration; ho knows right well that tho
country are already alarmed at the ovils likely to grow
eut of that policy, and that the longer he delays, the greater
the diffieulties of the Governient are likely to becomo.
The hon. gentleman is like Maebeth, who seeing tho ghost
of the murdered Banquo, says: "lD) not shake your gory
lock uat me; do not say that I did it." Bat the hon. gen-
tleman did do it; it was he who forced this policy on
Parliament last year; it was he who refused to give
Parliament the information to which Parliament was
entitled. He bas entered into a discursive discussion
of almost every conceivable topie with which this House
has power to deal, upon a measure consisting of but one
clause. The lion. gentleman, I dare say, has read in the
Arabian Nights Entertainments of the genii who was found
closed up in a keg, and who when set free became a tremen-
dous smoke; but ho did not end in smoke, but assumed the
gigantic proportions of a human form, and was likely to
prove destructive of bis bonofactor. The hon. gentleman
socs the same object before him; ho seos a body of gigantie
proportions,called into existence by the Administration and
the sanction of Parliament at its last Session, and he
secs that this tremendous body is likely to prove disastrous
to its friends. Sir, the hon. gentleman has threatened
the House with a dissolution; ho bas told us
that we on this side of the flouse are very much afraid of a
dissolution. I do not think the hon. gentleman has seen or
heard anything in. the conduct of hon. gentlemen on this
side of the House to warrant him in concluding that we are
afraid of an appeal to the country. There can be no doubt
whatever that if an election had taken place the next day
after the election of 1878, the result would have been
entirely different. The hon. gentleman knows tbat they
succeeded in a great measure because of the over-confidence
of our friends, and if it had been supposed that the Govern-
ment were likely to be defeated there can bo no doubt that
the result would have been different; and the hon. gentleman
knows right well that the Government are not likely to
succeed in an appeal to the country, although they think
their chances of success are botter now than they would
be at a later period. Sir, it is perfectly obvions that if
these hon .gentlemen believed that the country was with
them, and had confidence in their own policy on this and
other questions, they would not have been occupying nearly
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three months after the House met in determining how they Again, in 1858, Lord Russell, in speaking on this saine sub.,
would re-arrange the constituencies in order that they might ject, referred to a speech made by Mr. Disraeli, a short
succeed by the aid of an Act of Parliament in doing that time before at Manchester, in which Disraeli intimated that
which they could not do by a fair and open submission of if Lord Derby's Government were not supported by the
their policy to the people at largo. Sir, they who are con- iCommons, in which it was known they were in a minority
fident of success do not have recourse to such conduct; it Parliament would b dissolved. That was the statement
is because these hon. gentlemen are afraid that they Will attributed to Disraeli as made out of Parliament. In reply,
not succeed that we hear so much of gerrymandering in Lord Russell said:
every part of the country, and that we s;ee seattered about '' It appears that the right hon. gentleman told his constituents that
the floor and the lobbies of Parliament, indications of the if a majority of the House had voted a censure upon Her Majesty's
pressure which bas been brought to bear upon the Ad- Government, they would have to defend their opinions upon the

ministration by their friends in order that they may hustings."
be made secure in the event of an election. WelI, Now , I beg leave to remind the House what hive been the
Sir, I will say that I (o not thinkl that the Govern- miaxims upon this subject, of other statesmen while pos.
ment have any right to a dissolution. I think it would be sssing the confidence of the Crown. They have thought
a gross abuse of the prerogatives of the Crown if they want that when there was a great question depending upon which
a dissolution. I do not hesitate to say it because I find nO satisfactory conclusion could bo obtained in this flouse -

by the British North America Act that the members of this when the House and the Minister of the Crown were
House are elocted to sit five years subject to the exercise of decidedly at variance sueh as was the case upon the great
the prerogative df the Crown when a constitutional reason India Bil of 1784, upon the Reform Bill of 1831, upon tho
for its exercise arises. Let me cali the attention of the question of Froc Trade of 1841-that the solution of any
House-because it is well we should discuss ibis question- such question should ho sought by an appeal to the electors
to the fact that while perfectly ready to go to the eountry,I of the United Kingdom. But it is quite another matter
am not going to be a party, even though certain ofsuccess, where a particular Prime Minister or a particular party
to any such abuse. Yes, I say certain of success. It is not remain in office. And when Sir Robert Peel, in 1846,
more certain that day succeeds night, than that wben a dis- 1 explained his conduct in the louse on resigning office, he
solution does take place the Reform party will sit on the staied that le had declined to propose to or to advise Her
otherside of the House. Thoso hon. gentlemen opposite have Majesty to dis4olve the louse, because it was bis opinion
indicated thoir intention of abusing the prerogative of the; that that was a rnost delicato and sacred prerogative of the
Crown and violating the constitution, by dissolving the Crown, and ougbt not to be exercised for the purpose of any

louse while supported by a majority of the Parliament, individual who migaht be at the head of affairs or for the
before the usual time for which Parliament is elected has purpose of any party. Now, that entirely agrees with my
expired. Let me call attention to the English doctrine on opinion. But there seems to be an opinion acquiring
this question. I will read an extract from the speech of weigýht with the hon. gentleman, whieh I am sorry
Lord John Russell on the resignation of bis Government in to observe, that upon any. occasion he may have
1852. le said: recourse to that which Burke called a penal dissolution,

The same doctrine is laid down by Mr. Gladstone in 1874.
" And then the right hon. gentleman tels me there is a change in the Defeated on the Irish University Bill he resigned his position

opinion I held when [ was i fHer Majesty's Council in which I said-
I would not advise Her Majesty to dissolve the Parliament. There were as Minister. Disraeli was called on to form an administra-
two circumstances at that time, one was that if we had dissolved Par- tion, but declined, and Gladstone rernained in office, but
liament at that time we should have been liable to the objection stated having found a number of clections going against him, and
by Sir Robert Peel in 1846-that it would have been using the preroga- . i n
tive of the Crown. It would have been so understood and represented seeing that ho was unable to carry out bis full policy whk1
in order to maintain a party in power, and thatwas not a legitimate use ho had entored upon in 1868, ho advised a dissolution. Ar.
of th prerogative of the Crown. Sir Robert Peel on the occasion referred Gladstone, in bis address to the electors of Greenwich, said
to by Lord John Russell said-We have advised Her Majesty to accept on
our resignation at once without adopting that alternative to which we that occasion :
might have resorted, namely, recommending to the Crown the exercise "In the month of March last the Government were defeated in their
of its prerogative and the dissolution cf the present Parliament., I do effort to settie upon just and enlarged principles the long disputed
not hesitate to avow, speaking with the frankness which i trust will question of the higliereducation in Ireland, if not by a combined, yet by
offend no one, that if Her Majesty's Government had failed in carrying a concurrent, effort of the leader of the Opposition and by the Roman
in ail their integrity the main features of commercial policy which Catholic prelacy of Ireland. Upon suffering this defeat, the Govern-
it was my duty to recommend, that there is no exertion that I would not ment, according to the practice of our Constitution,placed theirresigna-
have made, no sacrifice that I would have not inured in order to assure tions in the hands of the Sovereign. Her Majesty, in the just and wise
the ultimate success ot these measures, or at anyrfate t o give the country exercise of ber high office, applied to the leader of the Opposition, he,
an opportunity cf pronouncing upon the subject. For such a purpose I however, declaring that he was not prepared with a policy, and could
would have felt justified in advising its dissolution, because I not govern in the existing Parliament, declined to fil1 the void which
think the continuance of doubt and uncertainty on such important he had made. Under thesecircumstances, we thoughtourselvesbotindby
matter would have been a greater evil than the resort toa constitutional loyalty to the Queen not to decline the resumption ofour offices. Butthi5
mode of asserting the opinion of a nation. But there has been fortun- step we took with an avowed reluctance. We feit, that in consequence
ately no necessity for dissolution of Parliament on that ground. Those of what had happened, both the Crown and country were placed at a
who dissented most strongly from our commercial policy drew disadvantage, as it was established that, during the existence ofthe
,al factions in unseemly opposition, and protesting against our measure present Parliament, one party only could govern, and must therefor
they have finally allowed them to pass. Those measures having thus govern with>ut appeaL. We also felt that a precedent had been se,
become the law, I do not feel that we should thuq be justified for any which fast diminished our strength and weakened the general gaarantees
subordinate considerations for the mere interest of the Government or for the responEibility and integrity ot parliamentary opposition. W
party in advising the exerci-es of the prerogative te which i have "Of this diminution of strength we were painfully and sensiby
referred and the dissolution of Parliament. I feel very strongly, that reminded during the Session by the summary and rapid dismÎissal, in the
no administration is justified in advising the exercise of that prerogative House of Lords, of measures which had cost much time and labor te
unless there be a reasonable presumption, a strong moral conviction, the flouse of Commons.
indeed, that after dissolution they would be able to administer the1I "But we remembered that in the years 1868 and 1870, when the mind
affairs of the country through the support of a party sufficiently power- of the countrv was unambiguously expressed, the House of Lords bad,
fui to carry their measure. I do not think a dissolution justifiable for much to its honor, deferred to that expression on matters of great
the purpose of merely strengthening a party. The power of dissolu- moment, and I cannot doubt that it would have continued in thi
tion is a great instrument in the bands cf the Crown; and it course, had the isolated ani less certain, but stillfreqcent and fresh
would have a tendency to blunt the instrument if it were employed indications of public opinion at simple elections continued to be innar-
without grave necessity, if the purpose were merely to enable the coun- mony with the powerful and authentic, butnow more remote, judgaieeî
try do decide whether ministers have been justified in proposing the of 1868.
measures of commercial policy brought forward at the beginning of " This state of things, which was satisfactory at the close Of the msit
the Session. Those measures having passed into law, I da not think Session, and which bas not admitted of remedy by the method oftreosi
that such a purpose alone would be a sufficient ground for a dissolu- nation and a change of Government, has not improved duringthe
tion.". recess especially the latter part of the recess, and the time bas nOW

.Mr. MILLS.
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arrived when the A4ministration, able to anticipate and survey the are going to ask the country to approve of that which the
principal parts and the general character of the work whiclh awaits it, country, if they disapproved of it, have not the power to
bas been called or to consider whether it would reasonably undertake
such work without a fresh access of strength and to frame its advice to reverse. The hon. gentleman referred to the resolution
ler Majesty accordingly. which I submitted last year, and upon which we took the

S The question whether Ministers ought te retaia or to abandon officeoun.se that the
shnuld be decided by a General Election, with the opportunity which it opinienef the louse. The hon, gentleman S .
affords for broad declarations of policy and issues truly national, and twelve months have falsified the statement set out in that
cannot be satisfactorily solved by isolated contests, of whieh the issue resolution; there is one statement I admit,this resolution so
is in a greater degree dependent on close discipline an: fiaished and far as facts are concerned, is wrong in stating. It states:
concentrated organization.

"'For a state of things thus full and casual, we desira to pass to 1' That no line of railway shall be authorized by the Dominion Par-
one in which the nation will have had full opportunity of expres4,g liament or by any new Province to be constructed south of the Canadian
will and choice as between the political parties, The Government of the Pacifie Railway from any point at or near that railway except such as
day whatever it is, will be armed with its just means of anthority both shall run southwards, &c.'"
within and without the Legislature. The Opposition will enjoy the
power, and doubtless will not shrink from the duty of taking offico. The We have found by wiat has since happened that the
iouse of Commons will be reinstated in full possession of Constitu- ex.ception of monopoly in that resolution was a mist&ke, and
tional authority, an:I when it sball see cause to withdraw its confidence
from an Administration, it will not leave the Sovereign without resource." that the Goverrnent has disallowed charters granted by

stc the LegNisiature of MNanitoba, within their constitutienal
Those opinions expressed by three distinguished statesmen deain gil o apntba, pitiwa th i stitutoa
who have been Prime Ministers of England for many years, doemain.t ma1 y say upon that point I was misled by the
are sufficient te show what the constitutional doctrine is. sa his speech.He ig
If the Administration finds it is so weakened that it i in h. e said
unable to carry out its policy, and it has important We know perfectiy welt that it wouid require ail the exertion and

and elives ue ounry wll ustan i onail the skiil and ail the management of the country to make the easternmensures to carry, and believes th country will sustain it o and western sections of this road fuly compensate the and fairy
an appeal to the people, it is entit!ed to advise the Crown te compensate them for their responsibdity and for the expenditure during
dissolve. If, however, it is a mere question of Administra- these ten years. lu order to give tbem a chance, we have provided that
tion, and the opposite party are strong enough to carry on the Dominion Parliament-mind you, the Dominion Parliament;
the Governmnt, it has no right to advise a dissolution not check Otario, we anot check Manitoba -sha, for the firstthe eveu met, t las n rilitte :dvie î disoluion ten years after the construction of the roal, give their own road into
but if some great and important national question has which they are putting s0 much money and so mach land a fair chance
arisen since the last election, and the Government are of existence."
desirous to obtain the opinion of the country upon it, then The right hen. gentleman therefore toM the fouse as
they can dissolve, as, for instance, in such a case as that of explieitly as he could, that he had ne power te disallew an
the contract with the Syndicate last year, which we asked Actcf the Legisiature cf Ontario, or of the Legisiature ef
to be subnitted to the country, but which hon. gentlemen Manitoba on this subjeet. Xhat did the lon. gentleman
refused to consult the country upon. I say it is perfectly mean by that declaration? It was perfectly ebvious liedid
clear from those statements that those hon.gentlemen would net mean us te believe he was geing te exercise the veto
be abusing their constitutional prerogative. if this year they power and disallow Aets cf the Manitoba Legisiature
were to advise a dissolution of Parliament; but I relating te Bailways within thit Province. I say it
do not think that that will be any reason for is obvieus be did net mean us te understand that ho
believing that such advice will not be given. At was geing te advise the exercise of the power -f
every step these hon. gentlemen are prepared to vio- disailowance in the interest cf this Railway Syndicate.
late the principles of the Constitution, as in more than one He teîd us distinctly, ard as explicitly as could
instance they have violated it in reference to this particular be teld, that, this Bili was eue with wbich the Crown bad
measure. It is perfectly true that the hon. member for ne right te interfère. Ho las changed lis view with
Lambton, in 1871, advised a dissolution, but the Parliament regard te the constitutional supervision cf this Government
which he advised the Crown to dissolve was not one elected over the Provincial Legisiatures since we met here last year.
under his auspices, with the view of carrying out the Then I find that the hou. membar for Caîdweli made a
policy he was prepared to submit to the country and upon similar statemeut. He said:
which he asked the opinion cf the country.IlBut wc are toli uow that because ofthefifteenmilesthere neyer eau

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The elections of 1878 were be any other railway into this country. To what docs ths apply?
Simpiy to the territories over which the Dominion Parliament hi*s controt.

not carried under our auspices. There is nothing te prevent Manitoba now, if it biaks proper, granting
a charter for a railway from Winnipeg te the boandary line. At this

Mr. MILLS. More than that the advice to the Crown very moment there is a Company in course of organization ta bud a
for dissolution was proper at that period. We had a state- railway from Winnipeg te West [ynu, on the boundary. And afLer

meutcf ditinuisied ersn i ths cuntr, tat ie im.this agreement le ratifled, thia provision does net take away frem Mani-Menttoa a single riglt it posseses; in fact, tais Parliament could net take
self had carried the elections of twenty-seven members from away those rights. It bas the saie rights as the other Provinces for the
the Province of Quebee, who were elected through corrupt incorporation of railway companies within the houndary cf the Province

itself, and there is nething te prevent the Province of Manitoba fromMeans, for the purpose of giving effect to his wishes and pro-ce
tecting his intcrests. I hold that the facts of that declaration any seathera railway. The only guarautce which this Company has
left no other course open to the Government than to recom- under the contract is that their traffie shah net be tapped far west iu
iend the Crown to dissolve Parliament. But the hon. thcthe prairie section, thus divertiug the traffie away from the lne1 butf mlers is nothing te prevent a railway being hut in Manitoba, wîthin
Minister of Railways tells us that we are going to consult t,'Mtnstr ai was els s hatwear gin tecosut heProvince, that would carry the traffic te any railway that ma> tac 1:
the country to ask it to approve what the Government have frora the American ide. That is the position with respect to this
done with reference to the Canadian Pacific Railway-tomatter."
approve the Syndicate contract, with all the incidents con- Now, Sir, that speech was made after the speech of the
nected with it, and all the consequences which must riglt lon. gentleman, and ne donlt the hon. member
necessarily flow from it. That is the statement of the hon. for Cardwelibased bis contention upon the explicit and
the Minister. Last year, these hon. gentlemen were unwilling emplatie statement made hy the First Minister. We see
to consult the people, they did not believe the people were that the hon. gentleman did this from the statement brought
competent judges ; they had no confidence in the intelli- dewn te Parliament, fromnthc communication made by the
gent opinion of the electors of this country. But after they Syndicate te the Administrationand
have carried their measure,after the mischief has been done, that the Administration las acted upon the assumption that
after it is impossible that what was done can be undone, they eontractcd beforehand with the Syndicate te exorcise
those gentleman are going te, consuit the country. Tley the power f disallowanemearbitrarily antr h akn un onstetu.
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tional way to interfere with the rights and liberties
of the Province of Manitoba. I say that if they had
the power of disallowance, it was a highly improper thing
to enter into a contract with any party to exereilSe that
power on behalf of that party. But I jeny altogether it
was ever contemplated that the power of disaillowance
should be exercised by the Administration with reference to
measures falling within the exclusive domain of the
Provinces of the Dominion. Now, let us look at the state
of things which existed before Confederation. Wbat
was meant by conferring upon tho people of this country
the right of self-government? Was git not that the
Government of England stipulated that they would not
exorcise the power of disallowance upon measures that were
local in their character; that if a mensure passed by the
Local Legislature did not interferc with the policy of the
Empire, did not encroach upon the legislative and govern-
mental powers of the Imperial Parliament, no matter how
objectionable that mensure might be in principle, hie
Government of the United Kingdom would not interfere
with it? Why, Sir, take our Tarift; every one knows that
there is no party in England that approves
of the policy we have adopted in_ tht particular.
There is no party in England who does not
believe that our Tariff policy is a gross violation
of the rights of property. That necessarily flows from the
opinions that are held there upon commercial questions by
men on both sides of politics. But, Sir, has any Adminis-
tration in England ever proposed to disallow our Tariff
legislation because it is contrary to the general policy of the
Empire, because it inteiferes with the rights of properties ?
Not at all; the Local Legislatwes are the guardians of their
own local authority. They are responsible to the people of
the Province, and we are responsible to the people of the Dom-
inion for the proper exorcise of powers that the Constitution
has given us exclusively. Within the exclusive domain of
Local Legislaturos, we have nothing to do, yet we find in this
nwa:suire that contrary to the express declaration
of the Minister to Parliament ho bas advised
the exorcise of the power of disallowance in the
interest of a private corporation and in the fulfilment of a
private contract. Sir, the bon. Minister of Railways cen-
sured the action ofthe former Administration with reference
to the location of this lino. He says that Selkirk is not the
proper point, that the route might have been shortened by
being built directly to Winnipeg. The hon. member for
Lambton has stated that in going to Selkirk he was going
to a point favorable.for the crossing of the river, going to a
point where the lake navigation terminates, and a point at
which the railway would bo brought into contact
with the wbole navigation of Lake Winnipeg and
of the Saskatchewan River. Sir, there are some
matters connected with tbis Railway Bill that it
was highly proper the bon, gentleman should bave
explained to the House. The hon. gentleman devoted four
bours to the discussion of matters which are not in this
Bill, which are not germane to the Bill, but refert ing to the
debates which took place in the Session last vear when this
contract was before Parliament, referring t the policy of
an Administration several years -,go; but the bon. gentle-
man never informed the House as to the position in which
those sections of the road completed from Winnipeg west-
ward stand at this moment. The hon. gentleman commenced
railway construction, and he built some 100 miles from Win-
nipeg westward. The rails had to be laid on the ice, and a
train, until a recent period, was frozon in the ice and stayed
there during the whole winter, rendering it impossible
that the line could be used. Now, how was it the bon gen-
tleman located the road so badly that the Syndicate would
sooner abandon the line than to use it; and how was it that
the Syndicate preferred the construction of another line to
the acceptance of one the Government built ? IHave the
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Syndicate paid for this line, or has the Governmentpaid the
money independent of the Syndicate ? What is the position
of theso contractors for the 100 miles still further west?
We know that when we met here, last year, there were 200
miles of this under contract. We know that 100 miles of
the lino so let were not touched by the contractors,
and they were ordered not to proceed witb the work. Weill
those contractors, no doubt, will ask for compensation ?
What are their laims? ilave the Syndicate agreed to com-
pensateýthem, or have the Syndicate refused compensation
to these mon, and are they to be paid for the damages tbey
have sustained, out of the public Treasury? I say we aie
entitled to information on that subject, but up to this
moment the hon. gentleman, although ho has spoken for
four hours in discussing every other matter except the
particular matter in hand, bas not deigned to give to the
House any information on this subject. The hon. gentle-
man has spoken about the unpatriotic course of this side of
the House, and our disposition to favor any other lines
rather than our own. Why, Sir, tbe hon. gentleman is now
lavoring the construction of this road to Sault Ste. Marie.
Last year the lion, gentleman declared that it was treason
to go there. T lhe Session before he was willing to go there.
He stipulated with the Grand Trunk Railway Company that
when the Government bought the road east to Quebec they
should spend their money in the State of Michigan, before
the Government would enter into a contract with them.
Now, Sir, I think the House is entitled to further informa-
tion on that subject, and after the hon. gentleman has de-
voted so mach time to the discussion of things that ho
thinks may be advantageous to the Administration, it
would be well if he were to devote a few minutes to the
consideration of the Bill, and to giving tho information
which this House is entitled to receive from the Govern-
ment.

Mr. BURPEE (Sunbury). During the discussion of the
subject beforo the House the bon. Minister of Railways re-
ferred to the resolution which I moved last year when the
question was before the House. I desire to read that resolution
again that it may go upon the Ilansard correoctly, for up to
this time it has nover got there in correct terms.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the hon. gentle-
man has spoken.

Mr. SPEAKER The hon. gentleman did not make what
I call a speech.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. He addressed the House on
the subject.

Mr. EURPEE. I wish to read the resolution to which I
refer, so it may go upon Jiansard correctly. Itis as follows:-

" Mr. BURPEE (Sunbury) moved, in amendment, seconded by Mr.
Rogers, that all the words after ' that 'to the end of the Questioun, be
left out, and the words, 'the present construction of the Canadian
Pacific Railway in British Columbia is premature, and will involve the
country in an expense beyond its reasonable capacity, and will resuit il
the maintenance of too high a rate of taxation, while the postponement
of that part of the undertaking, till after the completion of the prairie
section, will enable it to be constructed at much less cost, and within a
reasonable time,' inserted instead thereof."

When the hon. Minister of Railways referred to this resolu-
tion I understood him to leave out the words "British Col um-
bia," thus making the resolution as if it were one for post-
ponement of the construction of the whole hine. I thougnlit
I was correct in what I said last night, and i will give the
reason why I thought so. Last year's Hansard inserted
the resolution as I thought ho read it, omitting the words
" British Columbia." Another reason why I was very sure
the hon. gentleman read it, as I understood lie read it, was the
fact that he referred to it in the same termsas he would
speak of a motion to postpone the construction of
the whole Pacifie line, and he elaborated upon it.
He spoke over half an hoor on that point and referred to it
over and over again as postponing the construction Of the
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-railway. I desire that the whole country should understand
the termas and the resolution which was moved by me and
for which almost 60 members voted. Honorable gentlemen
opposite will declare that the policy of the Opposition is to
postpone the construction of the whole line, and they will
prove it by the resolution as quoted by the hon. Minister
oflRailways and by his speech. I said last night that my
only object was to have the resolution placed correctly on
Kfansard, and I would not accuse the Minister of Railways
of deliberately mistating it. I presume he took it out of last
year's Bansard, where it was incorrectly stated.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman is mis-
taken. I read it out of the Journals of the House word for
word.

Mr. BURPE E. It appearsifrom ifansard that the hon.
gentleman read it otherwise, as I have said ho read it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I read it from the Journals.
of the House, and I read it twice.

Mr. BURPEE. It is my duty to correct that mistake.
If the hon. gentleman read it from the Journals of the House
his speech is all wrong, part of his argument being ontirely
out of place and falling to the ground. In fact the bestand
the most vigorous portion of his speech must be eliminated.
As I stated at the time the policy of the late Government as
indicated by this resolution was to have the prairie section
built first by the Government, and to postpone the British
Columbia end until after the prairie section was completed
and the country settled, when the Dominion would be
better prepared to build the British Columbia section of the
road. I make these explanations in order to place mysolf
and the country right in respect to this resolution which
might otherwise place the Opposition in a position which
they did not occupy.

Mr. DECOSMOS. I presume this House is wearied of
this subject, but notwithstanding that fact I ask its indul-
gence for a few moments. The remark made by the hon.
member for Sun bury (Mr. 'Éurpee) just now brings
forcibly before me the fact as to how generous
a man may be with other people's property and
rights. The hon. gentleman, in moving a resolu-
tion respecting the construction of the Pacifie Railway, said
the British Columbia portion should be postponed, that it
was premature. Now, Sir, I deny that it is premature, and I
maintain it is wrong thatit should ever have been postponed.
I will nob, however, proceed to the discussion of that subject
at the present moment. At a future time I wiIl take up the
whole subject of the railway in British Columbia,
either in Committee when the appropriation comes
down for that Province, or when the resolution comes up
for concurrence, so that I may spread on the records of the
House the true state of that question, and place it in such
a way that it may be verified. I will iake this briefstate-
ment to the House, a statement which may be verified
and that cannot be refuted-that British Celumbia has paid
tLe average of the taxation of the Dominion during the
whole period she bas been a member of the Dominion. I
nake this further statement that British Columbia has not
merely paid ber proportion of the taxation of this Dominion,
but that she has paid in excess of that $1,700,000, a sum
equal to the total interest upon the total amount of
mIIoney expended on surveys and construction of the
Pacifie Railway from 1871 down to Jane 30th, 1880;
but I say, in addition to all this, British Columbia had to
PY up to June 30th over $200,000 in excess of paying the
lnterest on the capital borrowed for the construction of the
. anadian Pacifie Railway and her proportionate rate of1
Illterest. I leave that statement for the flouse and country
toconsider. I will hereafter, as I remarked a few momentsago, take up this whole question. I will state further, fori
t." information of this ELouse, and particularly of my hon.j
fliend frorm Sanbury (Mr. Burpee), that during]

the last fiscal year the Province of British
Columbia paid into the Consolidated Revenue of
Canada $685,000. After paying the ordinary and carrent
expenditure of the Dominion in and foi that Province it left
ý116,000 surplus. The hon. Minister of IMilways stated, in
the early portion of this Session, that $1,634,00 had been
expended on the Onderdonk contract on construction, on
which the interest was $64,0JO, and this was not only paid
but a balance of 850,000 odd -was paid to the Dominion
Treasury and is there now. In other words, we paid all the
money that was expended in the Province in
that fiscal year; we paid the wholo interest on the capital
expended on the Onderdonk contract, and $50,060
besides. I would draw the attention of the House to one
fact fnrther. The hon. Minister of Railways told us that we
would have on the lst of August next 951 miles of railway
in operation. Now, Sir, does it show honesty, fairness, or
uprightness, on the part of either this Ilouse or the Govern.
ment or the Opposition, that 951 miles of railway
will be in operation in the eastern part of this Dominion on
the 1st of August, when not a single mile is completed
in British Columbia? Common fairncss, common honesty,
common justice, between man and man, must denounce such
a state of things as dishonorable alike to the hon. membors
of this flouse and the Government of this country, as
unworthy, in fact, of any person, whether in or out of this
House. We entered the Dominion of Canada on the con-
dition that the railway should progress simultaneously from
each end, and here I repeat again before I sit down, wo have
951 miles ready and in operation in the east, and not a single
mile in British Columbia; yet we have paid, I repeat, the
whole interest on railway expenditure up to June, 1880.

Mr. ROSS. I do notintend to prolong the discussion, but
I wish to make a few remarks before the question is put.
Those who remember the plain and businesslike statements
of the hon. member for Lambton (Mr. Mackenzie), when
he was Minister of Railways, must have remarked the
contrast between his statements and those of the present
hon. Minister of Railways in moving the Bill which is now
in your hands. We expected, Sir, that the hon. gentleman
having charge of the Department since 1878,
no doubt familiar with all its details, acting
on the advice of engineers in whose ability ho
has the utmost confidence, when he made his statement to
this House, would state tha difficulties ho encounter-
ed in the construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway, and
would present to tao House such an explanation of the policy
of the Government as would enable us fairly to understand
what to expect in the future. True, Sir, he did for an hour
or less, shall I say, entertain the House with an exposition
of some of the difficulties he had te overcome, but it was
evident throughout the whole prefatory part of his speech
that ho was preparing to indulge in one continual boast as
to what the Minister of Railways had been able to
accomplish compared with the late Minister of Rail-
ways. 1 cannot tell whether I was struck more with
the difficulties the hon. gentleman had• to encouL.ter,
or did encounter, in laying before the House the policy of
the Government, or thec ase with which the ion, gentleman
indulzed in those flights of imagination so peculiar to him.
Sir, in dealing with the policy of the Government from the
very inception of his remarks to the very close it was quite
apparent the hon. gentleman had risen, not so mach to
explain the policy of the Government, as to boast of what
the Government had done or was goirg to do. In the first
place he dwelt very briefly, and I do not wonder that he
dwelt so briefly, with the difficulties encountered in the
eastern section of the road. We were told last year that the
aim of the Government was to give Canada a great through
route from the Atlantic to the Pacifie. We were told that
immigrants arriving at Quebec would be carried along the
dine north of Lake Superior all the way through on
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Canadian territory, and bo planted on the Canadian prairies.
He said ho would be able to show substantial progress in
the eastern section. What does he tell us to.day ? Why,
ho says that ho las encountered almost insuperable difficul-
ties, and that he is not able to begin as ho ex-
pected, in July next, the construction of that section,
that ho bas been obliged to change the location
of the road, that ho las changed the great in-
terior lino to a lino along the lake shore. Is this
done in the interests of the country? le doos not say so.
It is in the interests of the Syndicate. We have here a
fair indication that the policy of the hon. gentleman is one
adopted in the interests of the Syndicate. Let me refer to
a point or two. He says we have abandoned the interior
lino and taken a lino which is less subject to winter snow
storms, and which can be more rapidly constructed. These
are not reasons in the interests of the counitry but in the
interests of the Syndicate, because in both these cases the
cost in the interests of the Syndicate will be reduced.
Had he adopted the lino to the north sixty or
seventy miles from the water lino of Lake Superior
we would have bad an extensive country opened up-;
and the hon. gentleman in Ontario last year, when pleading
in the interests of the Syndicate throughout the Province,
pointed out that the construction of the eastern section
on the proposed lino of the Government was in the interests
of Ontario, that it was calculated to open up large timber
districts back of Lake Superior, and to farnish a market for
the timber products of that country. If Ontario had an
interest in supporting the bon. gentleman last year,
that interest is taken away and the vast timber dis-
tricts on Spanish River, which were to have been
dvc!loped, are left to be developed as they may by
private enterprise. This is the first proposition mado by
the hon. gentleman. The next is a boast that by the 1st
of July next year we will have an ail-rail route from
Thunder Bay to Winnipeg. This is nothing new in the
light of the staterents made in this House a few years ago.
Here is a statement made by the hon. member for Lambton
(Mr. Mackenzie) when ho was Minister of Pablic Works in
1878. He says:

" It will be, of course, absolutely necessary that we should not merely
control the rates of our own road, but also control them on the road
with which we connect, so as to prevent it possible discrinination.
With regard to the term of the lease, I think we nay fairly look forward
to the completion of our own road, through our own territory, ia the
space, say, of four or five years."

fere we have the promise made in 1878 that in four or five
years, that would be iri 1882 or in 1883, we would have an
all-rail line from Thunder Bay to Winnipeg. But does the
hon. Minister of Railways give any crodit to the hon. mem-
ber for Lambton for the energy ho displayed in the con-
struction of that road ? Is he generous enough-shall I say
candid enough-in making his statement to say that the
hon. member for Lambton had exorcised such foresight,
and had so bont bis energies and the energies of this coun-
try to the construction of that road, that in 1882 we are to
to have an all-rail. route from Thunder Bay to Winnipeg ?
Not at ail; but after coming in to reap what another bon.
gentleman had sown, after coming in to complete the results
of another hon. gentleman's labors, ho takes to himself
credit that doos not belong to him, and boasts in the pro-
sence of the members of this House, who know right well
the energy put forth by the hon. member for Lambton in
the construction of this road, that ho and his Goverament in
completing the intermediate links of that section, have the
right to claim the credit for what could not have been done
but for the energy of bis predecessor. Sir, the bon. Minister
of Railways would have done more'eredit to himself and the
party of which hie s a distinguished member, if ho
had been candid and generous enough to acknowledge
the services performed by the hon. member for
]Lambton lu connection with this gigantic project.

Mr. «Ross (Middlesex).

But the hon. gentleman goes further ; he boasts
that ho has achieved a wonderful reduction in the contracts
already let for the construction of this road. How has
this reduction been accomplished ? By fresh investigations
as to the cost of that railway ? By discoveries of new
routes? By fresh aligniments of the road ? Not at ail. It
bas been accomplished simply by taking the estimates of
the late Minister of Railways, and by finding out that in
certain instances those works do not cost as much as the
previous engineer estimated they would cost. There is
nothing in that for which the hon. gentleman should take
credit. I would be willing to give the hon. gentleman
credit if he had accepted the lowest tender for all the work
that was dore-if, for instance, ho had accepted the lowest
tender for tne work berween Emory's Bar and Port Moody,
and saved the country $209,000; or if ho had accepted the
lowest tender for the work on section A and section B, ho
might have somothing to bast of. But notwithstanding
the fact that in these two contracts the hon. gentleman has
wasted nearly half a million of public money, ho has the
effrontery-I must use mild language, because the hon.
gentleman himself uses mild language-to stand up in the
presence of bon. mernbers of this House and boast that he
has saved millions of money-I think ho said four and a
half millions-of the people of Canada on the contracts which
ho bas already let. Why,the hon. gentleman has not spent th is
money. The expenditure was not required in the public
interest; it was made on the estimates of the previous
Government; it is the natural outcome of a contract over
which the hon. gentleman has no control after it is let;
and in the face of this fact, the hon. gentleman boasts that
he bas saved large sums of money on these contracts, and
that he and his Government are therefora entitled to public
confideuce. The bon. gentleman says further that ho lias
selected the shortest route across the continent, We
heard that years and years ago. Has he readjusted the
geography of the continent of North America? To listen
to the hon. gentleman one would suppose that ho had dis-
covered a fresh parallel of latitude never known before,
and that by readjusting Halifax and Liverpool and Winni-
pog, lie had so reconstructed the map of this world that he
bad shortened the route between England and Yokohama.
What has he done? Ie has just located the line of railway
according to the route solected by Mr. Sandford Fleming in
1874, and if anything he lias lengthened it, on bis own
admission, by some 79 miles. And yet ho attempts to
deceive the people of this country-for his speech was made
to the country-by alleging that he has discovered a shorter
route than the sbortest route ever known to any Minister of
Railways. I said the hon. gentleman was speaking to the
country. We are not easily deceived by the tone of the
speeches of hon. gentlemen opposite, howover they attempt
to bide their intentions; and however they chOOse
to tell their followers that they are opposed to a
dissolution, we hoar it in every sentence that drops from
the lips of hon. gentlemen opposite, we eau discern it in

every statement they make, we know from our experienco
of these hon. gentlemen in 1878, that they are preparing by
disingenuous statements, by concealing half, if not more
than half the truth, to beguile the electors of the Domimrion
of Canada into giving them that support which they received
in 1878 by a precisely similar course. But the hon. gentle-
man goes further, and ho boasts of the cheapness of his
plan, of the plan which he asked this House to ratify last
year for the construction of the Pacifie Railway. Ho0w can
ho boast of its being a cheap plan ? We have not yet seen
the end of it ; we can botter tell twenty years hence whother
the system proposed by the hon. gentleman is a cheap sYs-
tom or not. The hon. gentleman has not yet shown Us
what advantage there is to the Syndicate, and what loss
there is to the country in the monopoly which he has givon
over the trade of the North-West for twenty years to come,
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be bas not told us what the value is to the Syndicate of the
exemption of their property from taxation forever, and of
their land for twenty years; and these are only a few small
items in the cost of the Pacifie Railway to the people of
Canada. The hon. gentleman ventures to make compari-
sons between the scheme he submitted to the House last
year and the plan submitted by the hon. member
for Lambton some years ago. Sir, I am prepared to
take the Railway Act of 1874, I am prepared
to discuss it clause by clause, and I am prepared to compare
the land grant or the money grant of the two schemes, and
I am not in the least ;afraid but that I eau convince the
intelligent electors of this country that the scheme proposed
by the hon. member for Lambton in 1874, under the
circumstances at that time, was infinitely cheaper than the
scheme submitted bythe hon. gentleman last year. Sir,
there is no comparison between the two schemes. There
was a larger land grant in -the scheme of 1874, but not so
large a land grant in the prairie region as in this scheme, nor
was the quality of the land the same. Nor was the scheme
of' 1874 surrounded with such objectionable privileges in
favor of any company that might construct the road as this
scheme. Whether it is taken in the main or in the details,
I venture to say that when the scheme of the hon. gentle-
man is submitted to the intelligent jury of this country, as
I trust it will soon be, there can be but one opinion, and
that is that the scheme of the hon. gentleman is not one
that will commend itself to their intelligence. The hon. gen-
tleman, more than one year after we have brought down our
amendments, chooses to examine them and pronounce upon
them, and to ask this House to condemn these amendments. I
have listened to every word the hon. gentleman sid, and have
read bis speech very caretully through, and I have
risen from the perusal of that speech convinced of this one
thing, that every amendment we proposed last year was sub-
stantially in the interest of the country; and our predic-
tions in regard to the evils fron which we attempted to
divert the country were fulfilled so far as the management is
concerned. Let me take one of those to which the hon.
gentleman made but a passing reference, the amendment of
Mr. LaRue, in which he objected to handing the Pacifie
Railway to a company, mainly foreigners with a foreign
calpital, having their offices in a foreign country, and disposed
Vo do everything to advance the interests of their own com-
pany. I find every day gives fresh proof that what we
predicted is going to be realized. Why, as to the head of
the company, who is the Chief Engineer-who is Superin-
tendent--is be a Canadian ? Do we find Canadian engineers
in that Company? ILhave here a statement received from
Winnipeg a few days ago, which says that in appointing
conductors the majority were Americans; out of eleven six
were Amoricans. I will read a short extract from it:

" WINNIPEG, Man., April 17th.
"It having been stated that only three Canadian Pacifie Railway con-

ductors have been discharged, and these-for drunkenness; further, that
their places have been filled by Ontario men, the Sun gives the fol-
lowing list of conductors appointed :-Kennedy, American; Lovelock,
Canadian; Jallow, Canadian; Steele, American; Smith, American;
Metcalfe, Canadian; Gaulder, Canadian; Milan, American; Bannister,
American ; Bryming, Canadian ; Conklan, American, conductors dis-
charged. Deike, Canadian; Bonter, Canadian; Biscolfa, Canadian;
Millican, Canadian; Gilbert, Canadian, conductors suspended. Hawk-ins, Canadian ; Harding, Canadian; Green, American, formerly of the
Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul, bas replaced Templeman as yardmas-
ter at Winnipeg. C. S. Cameron, Canadian, who has had charge of the
wood tie trains, has been replaced by an American. Fox, American,
caterer of the Chicago, Milwaukee and 8t. Paul, is to have the Point
Douglas restaurant. An American bas been appointed yardmaster at
Brandon. Herring, Canadian, station master at Whitemouth for two
ears, bas been replaced by an American. Egan, Canadian despatcher,
as been replaced by Shields, American. Huff, American, bas renlaced

Itoss, Canadian, as Assistant Superintendent of Construction. Leary,
Aierican, bas replaced Patterson, Canadian, as Superintendent ofBridges and Waterworks. Kilson, American, bas replaced Nelson,Uanadian, in another position. Other Canadians, who cannot be got
rid of for just reasons, are having their berths made so warm for them
that they will have to leave if they want to live in peace."

That was something we predicted last year. Here is a rail-
way subsidized by the people of Canada to the enormous
extent of $25,000,000, and 25,000,000 acres of the most
valuable lands handed over to a Syndicate on the ground
that its early construction would be in the interests of the
Canadian people. Then we have the fact that the hon.
gentlemen opposite were going to preserve Canada for the
Canadians; that they instituted a system that would give
Canadians employment at home, and preserve them from
going to the States to seek their bread; and here we have
Canadians on a Canadian railway already replaced by
Americans in large numbers. I find no fault with the
Americans, per se, but the fact I have mentioned is a fulfil-
ment of the predictions we made last year, that this road
would practically become foreign so far as this country is
concerned.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Will the hon. gn Jleman tell
us an important railway that bas any Canadian engineer or
manager ? Has the Grand Trunk or the Great Western ?

Mr. ROSS. Yes, the Great Western bas.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Is Mr. Broughton a Canadian,

or Mr. Hickson ?
Mr. ROSS. Is not Mr. Schreiber a Canadian ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Schrieber is an English-

man, not a Canadian.
Mr. ROSS. He is a Canadian; ho came to this country to

make his fortune, was appointed to an important position
and occupies it as a Canadian. If the hon. gentleman is
right, halfthe members of this bouse are foreigners, and
in the same sense the hon. member feriNiagara isa foreigner.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Smellie, who is Chief
Engineer at headquarters, receiving $4,000 a year, is not as
much a Canadian as Mr. Schrieber.

Mr. ROSS. Perhaps Mr. Vanhorn is as much an Ameri-
can as the President of the United States. Canada for the
Canadians was the cry of hon. gentlemen opposite, when
appealing to the electors in 1878, and now it is the Canadian
Pacifie Railway for the Americans which suits the policy
of bon. gentlemen opposite.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would like to ask, would
the Canadian people think the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company were consulting the interests of Canada as well as
their own, when they obtain from the United States the
services of a man with longer experience for the work to be
performed than any man we eau find in Canada, or should
they take an inferior man because a Canadian ?

Mr. ROSS. I do not expect the Syndicate to consult the
interests of Canada, but I would have expected the hon.
Minister of Railways to do so, and to sec that when he was
passing a Bill to pay perhaps $140,000,000 to a Syndicate,
that the interests of Canada would have been properly
guarded.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Does the hon. gentleman
mean to say we ought to have provided in the Bill that the
Syndicato should not have liberty to o'btain the services of
the ablest man in the world ? Mr. Vanhorn at this moment
is receiving $15,000 a year from the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way Company for his services, and I would like to ask the
hon. gentleman if he could find a man in Canada receiving
a similar salary for similar services.

Mr. ]ROSS. I did not expect him to insert a clause in the
Bill to prevent the employment of Americans, but I did
expect, last year, when we had a tender from a company
purely Canadian, including some of the best blood in the
Dominion, that he would have paid it some attention and
deference, instead of allowing that grand, gigantic enter-
prise, as he styles it, to pass into the hands of foreigners.
We warned the bon. gentleman last year, but ho scouted
our warnings, and to-day we have the realization of our
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redictions, in seeing some of our best Canadians displaced gigantic schome forced upon an unwiHing Palliment as this

Americans, and obliged te seek a living in the United Syndicato seheme passed last Session. Amendment aftor
States. ameudment was brought down without a word of reply.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Does the hon. gentleman lis majority know porhaps what thcy wcre deing, but they
mean tosay that the second Syndicate was more Canadian were led, I fear, by that hon, gentleman to their doom, sup.
than the present ? Does he not know that the capital porting him at every stage. Now ho is going to
behind them was mainly New Yorktheountry, and hop h will reive what thse

Mr. ROSS. The capital of the second Syndicate was gentlemen should have given him last yar, viz.

Canadian capital, made by Canadians in this country. ate theeton moved yThe on.gmem bf th.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There are Canadians in the well in regard to the monopoly of the North-West. Did be

present Syndicate who could buy up the whole of them-a show that the Syndicate had not the monopoly of that
single one of them, in fact, could buy up the whole party. trade? Not ut allie brought down a tariff of rates.

Mr. ROSS. Perhaps the hon. gentleman can tell botter Doos that prove anything? It doos net prove that thé
what Canadians can buy up. I know very well that the Syndicato has net the control of the North-West trado.
second Syndicate was quite as competent to construct the What dees the diBallowance, on tho representations of the
road as the first. The hon. gentleman found fault with Syndicate, of the three Acts of the Manitoba Legisiature
the resolution asking for a dissolution; and ho says a moan? Itmoansthatthisfousehasbeengaggedbythese
dissolution would have been improper. He knew last year hon, gentlemen. It means that the Province of Manitoba
that if the Governor dissolved the House, with that scheme has been practically boycotted by the hon, gentleman, and
fresh in the minds of the people, it meant the dissolution of charters passed by Manitoba, in the exorcise of thoir pro-
the Government. The hon, gentleman says in lis boasting, vincial rights, previons te the inception of this gigantie
confident way that ho is rot afraid of the people of this sehemo, have been disallowed at the request ofthe Secrotary
country. Let him try an appeal to the people and test his ef the Canadian Syndicato. Is it for that we are sold
courage. He somotimes thinks ho can browbeat members body and bonestethisgigantic monopoly? flowehave
on this side by threatening dissolution. I speak for the lino on the eastern section changed from an interior to a
myself, and I think for many more on this side. I am pre- frontior lino at the requost of the Secretary of the Canadian
pared now if ho chooses to go te the country. If ho will Syndicate. Now wo are going to change the road fromnthe
give us sufficient time, and will not make a midnight attack Yellow Head Pass te the Kicking Horse Pass, at the request
and spring an election before the electors are prepared, we of the Socretary of the Syndicate. Thon wo have last, but
can meet him any time, and it requires very little prescience not least, the legislation of the Province disallowod because
te know what the result would be. We have a public senti- the Secretnry ot that Syndicate cails the attention of the
ment in this country. The people of Canada are not Canadian Government to the fact that iL interferes with
corrupt. They know when their rights are encroachod their particular prosrves. Where are we going? Are
upon; they know when a Government proves recreant te we a free people, or are we in the grasp of a Ministr of
every promise which it has made; when it falsifies its own Railways who wili sou our doarest rights ta
record ; when entrenched on the Treasury benches itcempany of monopolists that will bo able for yoars
forgets all its promises, and sells the interests of tho teacore te crush the settier and hinder the freo
country te establish a monoply te enable the hon. Minister devoiopment of the country. Hon, gentlemen op-
of Railways to boast ho has been able to do with one stroke posito have attempted te put us in the wrong with roter-
of the pen wbat another Government was advancing slowly once te our railway policy, as in ail other mattors. J do net
and steadily te accomplish. That was the purpose of the propose we shail ho placed in the wrong. Our policy was
hon. gentleman in bringing down his scheme last te openlup the prairies of the North-West as soon as possible,
year; and the scheme may serve its purpose for a or, te quote Artemus Ward, Iimmediately, if net soonor."
time; but once lot him face an aroused public opinion That was our policy. I challenge the hon, gentleman te
and ho will no longer be able te boast of his majority or the establish wherein we have faiied in one iota in the falfil-
sucess of his scheme. The hon, gentleman found fault with ment ef that peiicy. I challenge him te show wheroin ho
the hon. membor from Westmoreland because ho asked the has dane ono iota more than wu would have done or wer
flouse last year te wait until tenders were called for. Sd the doing in the fuhiment of that pesicy. fas ho epened up
hon. Minister Iast night face the tact that he had given th a the North-West more rapidly than we w or doing? Nep
contract te this Syndicate without asking -for tenders? No. at ail. The hon, gentleman las ay got te Brandon, about
Net only the law, but the procedure of lis Department was thirty miles further than we r nached; ho has simply been
against him. Day after day we s0 advertisements caliing carrying teicompetion the wrks wewere constructig-
for tenders for the constructien of a ligîthouse or the He tel s us w will have an nll-through route from Thunder
enlargement or construction of a lock, or somne littge publie nay te Winnipeg, precisely what we would have doie.
work that will cost about two or Lhree tlousand dollars.fie says : lLook at the prosperity of Winnipeg; look at the
The hon, gentleman, however, submitted te this Iflouse a goods that are going te that country and thoeincreased
iseheme for the construction of a railway involving an revenue te Customs; look at tho value of the lands." What
expenditure of $80,000,00 or $100,000,000-1 do net has the ion. gentleman done to improve the price f the
know what figures te assume, 1 ho figures are changed lands. tehbas done nothing more than we should have donh
se often - without any tender asked for or sub- undor our system. The hon, gentleman is simpiy a copyist'
mitted. The hon, gentleman ttok the law into his ho is simply walking in the stops of tw ha mari fora
own lands, and in his own way, in order te serve Lambton, pushing te an ? nrgotie conclusion works that
his own purposes-perhaps in Lhe secrecy of bis own office,were enrgetically begun. If tLe prairie has been opoed
surrounded by his own councillors, perhaps in the dead of for settement; if we are entering upon the possion ofthe
nigît, witl the lights turned down-agreed with the Syn- those lands, iL is because the hon. member fer La'nbton, in
dicate for Lhe construction et the railway, confident ho lad the face of almost insuperabe dificulties, true as Le neelO
a majority athis back tlat would ratIer seohlm tlrough te the Pol Irsisted in opening up he prairies Of the
with iL than return te thoir ceustituents. I challenge the Nort-West t sebLers. The bon, gentleman says tt
hon, gentleman, if ho cleoses te read tho history of this or things were net as lively in 1878 as in 1881 that iaY
any country that las a representative or constitutionai Gev- sh very true; but does ho nt recognize the great
ernment, te show me on the pages of is history any suth changes for which heo cannotgdaim any eito

Mr. Bvoss (Middlesex).;
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Was it the hon. gentleman who built the St. Paul and'
Minneapolis Railway and extended that lino of railway that
runs north of Chicago from Minnpois to St. Paul and St,
Vincent? le knows well that the development of the
NorLh-West depended entirely on the completion of the
Americafn railways, and that were it not for the conpletion
of thatsystem,that development could not go on more apidly
than it did three years ago. The road from Emerson to Slirk
was completed, and in faet the house was all but erceted
when the hon. gentleman came into office. Ail le haal to
do was to enter in, and when he did ho lookel aioundi at
the magnificent superstructure which bis predecessor had
reared, he expandedi bis arras in that rhetorical manner in
which ie often expands his imagination, and said
c Behold the niagnificent superstructure I have croed ;
look at this vast system of railways that is due to my
foresight, due to my genius. See the locomotî;c crossing the
prairie from Winnipeg to Moose Jaw Creek. Sec the road
built from Thunder Bay to Winnipeg, ready for immigrants
by the lst July. Sec the land boom in Winnipeg which I by
my genins have cr'eated. See what I have done, me, the
great Minister ofRailways, me, the apostle of engineering of
syndicates and monopolies; the most wonderful inventor,
shall I call him ? No; the most wondcrful high priest of
economy that we ever knew in Cana h." I congfratulate the
hon. gentleman on entering in, on the eleventh hour, and
claiming credit to himself for what others have done. A more
honorable man, a more generous man, would have given
credit to whom credit was due. The First Minister, the
other night, talked something about the cuckoo going into the
linnet's nest and taking possession of her eggs. Tihe hon. gen-
tleman has donc the same thing with the lion. member for
Lambton. lie found a ihce nest-he found the road to Kam-
loops was almost completed; he had scarcely to chip the shell;
lie looked at that and presto! the eggs were ali batched;
thon he turned round and said: These are my eggs, I hatched
them; theso are my chickens, and I will do the eackling.
I was astonished at the hon. gentleman, and trust we will
have no more of this boasting and this self-glorification. I
hope the hon. gentleman will hereafter give honor to whom
honor is duc, and I think that if ho does cross Moose Jaw
Creek and Kicking iorse Pass and connect the railway at
Kamloops with the British Columbia system of railways
which we surveyed and locatecd, and if he does go to
Port Moody on a Canadian Pacifie Railway by-and-bye,
as an ex-Minister of Railways, thon we will rejoice to
know that this great systein is completed, and that Canada
has a trans-continental railway worthy the ambition of this
young Dominion.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). There were a good many bold
things said by the hon. Minister of Railways in the H1ouse,
but I think perbaps the boldest thing he ever uttered was
that the Opposition would be afraid to touch upon the sub-
jeet of the Canadian Pacific Railway. He thought that the
events which had transpirec since the subject was under
discussion in the House last year were of such a nature that

u'r monuths had been effectually cosed, that it woald be
'rnpo)sible for us to approach the subject becauso cf tho
deterrent influences of either fear or shame. Such was the
bold avowal he made in our hearing; and, Sir, it must have
seemed extremely ludicrous to you, sitting ii your chair and
observng the actions of both parties in this flouse, to ob-
serve that the bon. Minister of Railways h'ad challenged de-
bate and invited in this marked manner a discussion on this
subject; thatwhile seven or eight members of the Opposition
thut he said would be afraid or ashamed to t)uch upon
this subject, have been forced to rise one after another with-
ont one gentleman on his own side daring to rise in support of'
t'e Position he tok. Sir, the same silence that characterized
those bon. gentlemen when, on the night that we were kept
here till eight o'ecbek in the morning a year ago, the hon.

ser of Railways had influence enough to lead them up
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ta a silent voting down of principies that stand recorded in
the Journals of the louse, placed there by members of the
Opposition, he had not influence then to cause them to open
their mnonths to defend the votes they gave, and following
their course of last Session not one of them las attempted a
defence of the act perpetrated last Session. The appeal of
the hon. gentleman has been in vain. Net one of them has
dared to rise in his place to ttter one word in justification
of the iniquitous bargain made at that time, in marked
contrast with the seven members who have spoken from
the Opposition side. If te hon. gentleman desires it there is
net one of that little band but is ready to rise, and every one
of them affirm that every rosolution they voted for
before they would re-aflirm to-day. There is not one
mnember of that band who is not ready to re-affirm
t-day that every event that bas transpired from
that day to this bus strengthene the position he took at that
time. Sir', what wai the debate? The Canadian Pacifie
Railway dobato will long be remembered. IL is written in
the annals of the history of this country, it is printed upon
the Journals of the year. Sir, after the Minister of Railways
ceases to be Minister oft ilways, after the membersofthis
liouse cease toe inembers ot' this House, after we have

all passed off this stage, tl'ere will be found recorded the
votes of hon. members composing the Parliament of 1881
and, Sir, I for myseif say that I amn glad, if I lcave any poste-
rity behind me, that not one cf these shall have to blush to
find their fither's name recorded in favor of a bargain while
the men who voted for it dare not rise and defend. Sir,
what w-as the nature of the bargain ? The Government came
down to the louse an-i put a statenent into the mouth of
lis Excellency which was not correct. They came down
to us at the commencement of last Session and told us they
had cntered into a private contract with certain capitalists
to build the Canadian Pacifie Railway and take it
off our shouldeis. That is not truc, as I understand
it to-day. It is not true, I believe, if the Journals
of the House are to bo taken for an authority. Was a con-
tract made by the Government with certain contractors to
build the Canadian Pacific Railway, I ask ? If so, why the
invitation for tenders, several of which were opened only a
few days ago, to buihi a portion of it? If, s, why are we to
be asked to vote millions of'dollars to goon with that work ?
No, S)r, a contr.eet was not made with certain capitalists te
build tie (anadian Pacifie Railway, but a contract vas
made to build certain portions of a raiiway which, when
completed, with other portions to be completed by the
people of Canada, was to constitute the Canadian Pacifie
Railway. Now, Sir, this is purely a question of business,
and business men are not afraid to approach it and to con-
sider it on a business basis. What was the estimate of
the cost of the work the Syndicate was te construct, the
Minister of Railways hinself, giving the figures to the
Huse; these figures were $48,500,000-$15,500,000 from
Jasper to Kamloops, $13,00,000 from Selkirk to Jasper, and
$2,000,000 froin Thunder Bay to Callander. Those were
the figures given to us by the hon. Minister, and if he dares
to deny them 1 can refer him to the pages of the official
l4ansu-ard-given to us only a few months before he set out
in his negotiations with those very mon to whom he gave
this contract. The hon. Minister stated that he had taken
Mr. Sandford Flening's figures, a man whose ability was
only exceeded by his caution, and however much
those figures might be roduced he was sure they could
not be exceed ed. The hon. Minister came down for-
tified with the report of bis engineer to that effect
Then we have the Minister of Railways fixing the price, the
Chief Engineer under the Minister of Railways corroborating
the price-the price, the cost of the work to be done by the
Syndicate at $48,500,000. What did we give them for this
work ? $25,0OOO,00 in cash-there is no trouble in arriving
at that valuc-and 25,000,000 acres of land. What price
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should be put on the land ? Not the price of the lion.
member for Lambton,or the hon. member for West Durham,
or myself, because, as opponents of the Government, we
might be charged with dealing unfairly by them, but
the price which the men who signed the contract on
behalf of the people of Canada placed on it, $3 an acre,
and that is greatly under the average as stated by the lion.
leader of the Government, and I have Bansard under my
hand in which I can turn upthe page. When did thehon.gen-
tleman put that price on the land ? Only a few months
before the hon. Minister of Railways attached his signature
to that contract. You have the 25,000,000 acres which the
man who made the bargain said was worth $3 per acre,
giving $75,000,000 in land, which with $25,000,000 in cash,
made $100,000,000 as the amount given t those men
to build work estimated at $48,500,000. Do the hon.
gentlemen say these figures are ronsensical ? They dare
not say it, as they would be declaring ibat Ihe Minister of
Railways, standing in bis place in Parliament, and stating
on bis responsibility as a Minister of the Crown, talked non
sense, for they are his figures. Do lion. gentlemen opposite
say the price is ridiculous? They dare not say that, because
the hon. First Minister stood in bis place and told the represen-
tatives of the people that this price was greatly under its
value. Thereis $48,500,000 worth of work to do for which the
Govern ment give $ 100,000,000 in cash and land according
to figures furnished by themselves. What more ? Why,
when they had done that they gave the Syndicate the rond
besides. Surely, when they gave the Company $51,500,000
more than the work would cost we might have owned the
road, but the Government gave the Company the road.
Wbat more ? They exempted the Company forever from all
taxation. What more ? The 406 miles of railway from
Thunder Bay to Selkirk, passing through the Lake Supe.
rior region, is to be constructed and paid for with the money
of the Canadian people at a cost of from $16,000,000 to
$18,000,000, and when constructed it is to be handed over a
free gift to the Syndicate, which has already $51,500,000
more than the whole work will cost them. Is that all ? No.
That portion of the rond building in the canyons of the
Rocky Mountains, from Yale to Kaimloops, at an estimated
cost of $10,000,000, is to be built and paid for out of the
pockets of the Canadian people, and when completed it is
to be handed over a free gift to the Syndicate. The ninety
miles from Yale to Port Moody, for which tenders have just
been received, and whieh will involve an outlay of $2,500,-
000 out of the pockets of the people, is, when constructed, to
bo handed over to that Company, to be theirs forever. The
Pembina Branch already completed and in running order
and paying great dividends, is also to be handed over to the
Company as a free gift, although the Company receives
$à1,500,000 over and above the cost. This is the equivalent
we gave them in money and land according to the price placed
on it by the Government. Our position is stronger by the
lapse of a year, because if bon. gentlemen were disposed to
raise objections to the statement of the hon. First Minfster,
as regards the value of the land, we have now
the fixed and determined value by the Syndicate.
What is the price the Syndicate asks for these lands ? The
hon. Minister of Railways will agree that the first offer
before there are many settlers in tho country and the tide of
immigration has set in will b the lowest price. The lowest
price placed on it by the Syndicate is $2.50 per acre. The
hon, the Minister of ]Railways has told the House that it is
$1 and $1.25 per acre; but the price was $2.50, with a
rebate of $1.25 per acre. Does that affect the price put on
the land? No, because the hon. Minister of Railways for-
got himself, and in one part of his speech he furnished a
very important argument to the Opposition. He said thei
Syndicate understood their business too well to hold theiri
linds at too high a price. Every acre of land put underj
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cultivation was worth twice as much to them as if they had
got $10 an acre for it at the end of ten years. By placing
the lands under cultivation, the Company would make $20
per acre. The hon. Minister furnishos us with an argument
of very great value. References have been made to certain
amendments moved by bon. members on this
side of the House, and the hon the Minister of
Railways declared we are afraid to allude to them.
I allude to one amendment proposed. It was to
the effect that in letting this contract there should
be a clause inserted giving the Government the liberty at
any time to buy back the work by paying the conti actors
10 per cent. over and above the cost. Allusion bas been
made to the Act passed by the hon. member for Lambton
and it will be remembered that Act contained an express
stipulation that any portion of the road would be bought
back fron the contractors, by paying 10 per cent. over
and above what it cost them, tbey returning bonuses they
reeeived in land and money. We pressed that amendment,
but the majority voted it down in silence without debate.
What would have been the effect of the resolution, if
passed, with respect to the central section? I have the
figures at band, and it is a calculation that every business
man can make. It requires very little skill to determine
it, because we have the figures supplied to us by the hon.
Minister of Railways. It is 1,000 miles from Selkirk to
Jasper. What is the estimated cost? ffansard is under
my hand, in which the bon. gentleman is reported
as having stated that the linoecould have been
built and equipped for $13,900 per mile. In reply to a ques-
tion ofthe hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) the
hon. gentleman said, "Yes, that was it." He would be
justified in saying $10,000, but as he wanted to give the out-
side figure he placed it at $13,000-1,000 miles at that rate
would cost $13,000,000. What did we give the Company?
$10,000,000 in cash and 12,500,000 acres of land, which, at
$3 per acre, being the price given by the Finance Minister,
made a total of $47,500,000. Then give them 10 ier cent.
on their $13,0 0,000, thatwould be $1,300,000. TheSyndi-
cate would give back to the people the moncy bonus we
gave them, the land bonus we gave them, and we would
give to them the cost of the road and 10 per cent. added.
Had that clause been in the contract we could bave
got back fromu the Syndicate, if the figures of the
leader of the Government and Minister of Railwsys
were to be relied upon, the road constructed
with our money, and $33,200,000 cash bosides. The hon.
member for Cardwell (Mr. White) laughs. His laugh is at
the expense ofthe statement of the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways and of the Prime Minister. Ransard is here, and if
any bon. gentleman denies it I will read the figures aPl
statements to the House. Take now the actual )rice of tO

lands, the price at which they are being held by the Syndi-
cate, $2.50 per acre, besides owning the road we would have
$26,950,000. Yet the hon. gentleman says that when we
meet the electors we will be afraid to mention to them that
we had moved an amendment intended to secure that result.
But the hon. Minister of Railways says: "Hlow about the
running of the road ? We don't want to own the road. 1t
would ruin ns to own it." Let us see what the hon. Minister
said about the running of tLe road. I have it here il'
Hansard. It is worth while to notice what he says. It is

to be found on page 1422 of Hansard, 1680.

An hon. MEMBER. Dispense.

Mr. PATERSON. No, I will not dispense. It mlay be
all very well for the hon. gentleman who, 1 have no doubt,
is an opponent of the Minister of Railways to want me to

dispense with the reading of the words of wisdom of the hon.
gentleman, but I am toogreat an admirer of the hon. Minister
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to accede to that wisb. In the speech to which i Lave
referred he says:

"I dare say I will be told by the hon. member for West Durharn (\r.
Blake): 'Granted that your figures are correct, assuming that you can
build this railway for even less money than you have estimated, you
have only encountered the first diffiniilty; you have thea to operate the
line, and the cost of that will be so greatly beyond anything you can
hope to obtain from it, that you wilil place an intolerable burthen upon
the people or this country.' I must address myself for a few moments
to that question.

Then after giving a statement of the Pembina Branch'
he proceeds:

"By July, 1882, we will have about 700 miles of this road in operation;
we will have 85 miles from Seikirk to Emerson or St. Vincent; we wilI
have 200 miles in operation west of the Red River, which, with the
branch of 16 miles to Winnipeg, will give us some 700 miles in operation,
without reference at all to this section in British Columbia. I have
every reason to believe that every mile of that road, from the day it is
opened, will make an ample return for all the expenditure incurred in
its operation. I think it is safe to say that in every succeeding year,
as we extend gradually this road towards the Rocky Mountains, it will
furnish such an additionai volum. cf traffic from Red River to Thunder
Bay, which will become the great entrepot of that country, as will pre-
vent it from burthening the people, and give us some fairreturn for the
interest on the money used in its construction."

Thore, Sir, is the declaration of the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways that every mile that was opened would pay the in-
terest on the money expended. That is the road we have
given away. It is no longer tie heritage of the people of
Canada. Paid for ont of the people's money-
$50,000,000, and on top of that $28,000,000 of fin-
ished road all going into their hands besides a dividend-
earning road from the very moment it is built, if the state-
ment of the hon. Minister of Railways is to be taken. Yet
the hon. gentleman says that we will be afraid to call atten-
tion to this matter before the electors. Sir, there is only
one thing that would make us hesitate to do so; if any one
came before the clectors and told them the real facts they
would think that he was drawing uponhis imagination and
that what he said could not be true. Knowing that, Sir, I
always appear before them with the official documents of the
House in my hand, so that if any one is skeptical of the
truth of what I say I invite him to the platform there
to read of the business done in this louse, as I invite now
the hon. member for East York (Mr. Boultbee) to rcad that
on the pages of Parliament which even a member with the
audacity of the member for East York dare not contradict,
and cannot successfully controvert. Well, Sir, the hon.
Minister of Railways did me the honor to allude to a motion
of mine objecting to the bargain because it did not secure
finality in the liability of the Government. I had a right
to move that resolution. The Government came down to
the House and put into the mouth of bis Excellency a
statement that they had made a contract for the construction,
maintenance and working of that road with a body of capi-
talists, but when we opened the contraet we found it was
not so. There was no finality in the Government liability.
Canada was te bhurdened with the building of some
of the most expensive portions of the work extending
over a period of years. I declared the contract
was objectionable on that ground. The hon. member for
Hialton (Mr. McDougall) declared that it was peculiarly
objectionable on that accourit, when addressing his consti-
tuents. The hon. gentleman knew it was objectionable, yet
I secured only about fifty votes to my motion stating so. The
hou. Minister of Railways succeeded in inducing his sup-
porters to vote against it, but with all his persuasive powers
he was unable to draw one of his supporters to his fot, to
explain why he voted as he did. Another resolution was
moved against the exemption from taxation of the lands of
the Company. The hon. Minister of Railways referred to
that very little. He referred to the exemption of stations
and road-bed and buildings and grounds, but said nothing
about the land. They told us that it was nothing, that the
Syndicate should hold their lands free, while the settler on

the adjoining lot, with a Syndicate lot on either
side, should have to pay for roads, for erecting school
houses aid all municipal expenses. Hon. gentle-
men think that we will be afraid to mention that before
the electors. The elector's in many cases have read
this c ntract, and others will hear of it when we have an
opportunity to go to them with the official documents in
our hands, and thon we will bo prepared to take the verdict
of the people which we wrere anxious to secure before the
contract was passed npon,and which the Government decided
should not be appealed to, the Prime Minister stating that
no more imperfect tribunal for the trial of such questions
could b found than the people. The Reform party have
faith in the intelligence of the people. They hold ±hat the
expenditure of the people's money is a thing that vitally
concerns the people, and that it is a thing upon which the
people ought to be consultel. It was denied to them at that
time; but thanks to the constitutional safeguard which
we enjoy, the people will yet have the oppor-
tunity, if they cannot prevent that bargain, at
lcast to declare that the men who were instrumental in
making that bargain shall no longer represent them. Sir,
we shrink not from the conflict or from the presentation of
this question as one of the main features of that conflict.
Speaking for myself, one of the chief charges that I shall
bring against the Government will be their having entered
into this contract. Some constituencies in Ontario have
had an opportun ity to pronounce upon it, and the result has
been a loss to the Government of 50 per cent. in those elec-
tions. This carried out in tie next election wll show the
hon. gentlemen opposito, who in their mighty force thought
they could bear down mon struggling for the rights of the
people, that the people ai-e faithful and thit they will
support those who truly represent them in Parliament.
Sir, if there be this great confideneo that we hear so much
of from hon. gentlemen opposite, in an appeal to the
people, why all this talk about legislating us out of this
louse ? Why all this talk about cutting up our counties
iii order that the verdict may not be given- by the same
people who gave it in 1878? How bold t hese hon. gentle.
men are, who dare not take the verdict from the same
constituencies that gave it in 1878, who dare not wait till
another year shows more clearly the effect of their policy,
but who wish to bring on their election now. But bring
on your election when you like, and we can stand up in the
conscioasncess of our integrity, and ask the people of
this country to say whether we are right or wrong. Why,
in tie face of allthese advantages, do we find the rumor in the
papers tiat nio less than nineteen hon. gentlemen, supporters
of tie Government in their Ontario contingent alone,
decline to face the music at another con test? Why do we
find then stepping aside that new mon may take their
plices? Why, except perhaps that it may be alleged by
them-asit was alleged by someof the new candidates in 1874,
when a certain matter was under discussion that would not
bear investigation-" I did not sanction that; I know that
was wrong." So, perchance, wo shall have new can-
didates who may say of the Pacifie Railway con-
tract: " I was not in the House wen that was
submitted, or I would have voted against it." But
let the statements be what they may, the Minister of Rail-
ways bas found out that no less than seven members of the
Opposition have met his challenge, while not one of his
own supporters has stood up yet; and ho will find that
seven mombers more, or three times seven are ready to
take up this discussion and denounce that contract as soon
as any of his supporters venture to defend it. Ion. gen-
tlemen opposite are always kind to me. They know that if
I do have to find fault with their policy, that I do so with
evident pain-that only the oath which I have taken as a
truc representative makes me mention some things which I
would rather not mention. But I would say here, that while
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I would not take from the bon. Ministor of Rtailways one
iota oftheglory that is bis, while 1 would not detract frorm
the credit he deserves for the anount of work no has to
do-for I believe the labor ho is cngaged in is tciling on his
own health, and he brings a great deal of energy to his
own department.-I cannot withhold the praise due to the
hon. gentleman who preceded him, and who ,t day gave
evidence that in the bonect fulfilmont cf his duties in
that office, he had so impaired his health that he coulid not
address the Hcuse to the length that he desired or that the
louse desired. Therofore, 1 think the lon. Minister was

unfair when he sought to take Io hinself all he glory of
the prosperity we see in the North-West a 11the progress
of the Pacific Railway. Grant that thousands bave gone in
and that hundreds of thousands are going into that coutry,
grant the increased value of property there, how do the
immigrants who have raised the value of lands go in? Upon
one mile of railway built by thepresent Minister of Rail-
ways ? No, Sir ; every nan who lias gone into that territory
passed over not one foot of railway built by the present
Minister of Railways, but every man found his way over
the road built by bis hon. predecessor; and if thero is
any developmenc in that country, it is due to the gentle.
man who promoted the railway and successfully built it,
and that is the hon. member for Lambton, who sits there
to-day, a man honored by the people above the man who
seeks to share bis honors.

Sir ALBERT J. SMITH. It is not my intention te occupy
very long the time of this Hlouse, nor would I have spoken
at all but for the course taken bythe hon. Minister of Rail-
ways. It was fair and reasonable that he should have made
an exposition of the progress of that work, aid when
he did so during the first hour of bis speech I was very
much interested; but in the last portion, wben ho howed
an intention to revive the whole discus-sion, and assailed the
resolution which I mov.ed, and the resolutions moved by
other members on this side, and thereby challenged the
discussion of this subject at this stage of the Session, after
we have been in session for seventy days, it seemed to me
that he had not thought of the economy of time, and that
he did not wish to shorten the Session, as we on this sido
are dosirous of doing. Now, I think it was imprudent
and unwise for that hon. gentleman to revive that
question. I do not think any hon. meiber would
have spoken on this side, exc~ept perhaps the leader
of the Opposition, but for bis action; and if two or three
weeks are not consumed in this discussion, it is only duc to
the forbearance of hon.gentlemen on this side of the louse.
The hon. gentleman referred to the Act of 1874. Hie said
that Act offlèred greater advantages to a company to con-
struet this railroad than bas been granted to this Company
by the contract which bas been made. Now, let me say
that in 1874, that country was a comparatively unknown
country; and when my hon. friend acceded to power ho
found that this country rested under an obligation to Brit-
ish Colunbia Io construct that railway within a time in
which it was absolutely impossible to accomplihh it, and he
passed the Act of 1874, by which ho offered certain facilities
for the construction of that road. The country had up to
that time been very slightly surveyed, and it was very little
known. We find in that Act one clause which particularly
guards and protects the peoule of this country, and which
is absent froi the contract~of which the hon. Minister of
Railways boasis. The subsidies to be given were large, but
the Government reserved to itself the right to resuine pos-
session of the road, and pay the contractors the amount
they had expended, with 10 per cent. profit for themselves.
This provision is so important that I will read it:

'CIn every contract for the construction of the said railway, or of any
section or sub-section thereof, the Government of Canada shall reserve
the right to purchase, under the authority of Parliament, the said rail-
way or such section or sub-section thereof, on payment of a suin equal i
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to the actual cost of the said railway, section or sub-section, and ]0
per cent. in -iddition thereto. The subsidies in land and money granted
or paid by the Government for the construction of the said railway
being just returned or deducted from the amount to be paid, the landssold being valued at the full amount the contractors rmay have received
from the sale of such lands as may have been sold."

Suppose, under thatAct, the Government had given con-
tracts, 20,000 acres of land and aiso a subsidy, and reserved
thc right to retake tbat road by remunerating those coU-
tranctors, bv guaranteeing 10 per cent. profits. lave we
any such provision in this contract ? Let us weigh this
provision li the Act under consideration. Let us say the
G'overnment had the right, laving had the same regard to
the public interest, w heu they prepared this measure
thoy would bave reLaincd powers to acquire the road. What
would have been the position of the matter ? What is this
Company called on to expend under this Act? My hon.
friend behind me stated i e learly; the present contractors
are to expend $48,500,000 to complote their contract. What,
under the provisions of this section, would the position of
the Government ilave been ? Tbey would have had the
right to assume this work on paying that amount, with
10 per cent. added, or less than $5;-,000,000. But what is
the conditio of things under the present contract? Theho.
Ministe ofRaiiways said last year that everything was let
by public teonderand compeition, and that the contract was
issued under the provisiois of the Act of 1874, when it was
shown and clearly proved tbat not a single provision of that
Act lad been regarded in the making of the contract. What
aid ho say then ? That it was made under the Act of 1872.
Then we produced evidence to show that the Statute of 1872
had been repealed, so bis assertion was baseless. The pre-
sent Syndicate are obliged to expend $48,500,000 and no
more. Wbat is the Government giving them for that expen-
diture ? A subsidy of $25,000,000, 25,000,000 acres, of land,
$28,000,000 expended in the construction of the road, and
$3,000,000 spent in surveys, besides exemption from taxation
of their property forever, and a monopoly of this country.
And what is this worth ? I was astonished when theuon.
Minister of Railways portrayed the great glory achieved by
his Government in this matter, and particalarly by himsclf
-and that the letting of this contract bad achieved the
present marvellous prosperity. It has been made manifest
that this G-overnment las really done nothing in this direc-
tion. They bad udertaken to build 100 miles of the
railway west of Winînipc, whieh il seems bad been located
wrong, and from which the rails had to be taken. They
simuply carried on the work initiated by my hon, friend tbe
memberI for Lambton, until this contract was ma-le
for which the hon.Minister of Ra ilways takes so muich credit
to himself in the most egotistical fashion. When the hon.
gentleman talked about the boom in the North-West, and
the great enhancement of the value of its lands, he did not
tell us how the Syndicate lad participated in that advantage.
The contract last year was ba-ed on the assumption that
the lands w.ere worth $1 an acre. He says nothing no1w
about their value. How bas the great rush of immigration
affected the value ofthose lands ? Will the bon. gentleman
deny they are to-day worth more than $3 an acre? If 0,
what becomes of the positian ho took last year that the
lands were wortb only $1 an acre ? Being worth $3 an ncre,
how much does that give the Syndicate ? Fuily $132,000,000
in money, railwav and public property for an expenditure,
by it, of $4S,500,000. This is no fiction; this propositionî
can not be coutroverted by hon. gentlemen on the othtr
side. lie did not tell us how much the Syndicate tiade Ly
the sale of their lands at Brandon and olier stations alon('
the line, wherc I understand they made hundreds of tbOu
sands of dollars. Does not the light of experience show te
unwisdom, folly and unpatriotism of having made this co'-
tract, and giving this Syndicate so many millions of pubhli
property which, lad we had the same provision favord
by hon. gentlemen on this side, might have been getfot
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$50,000,000. The hon. gentleman says this contract was
let by public tender and competition. That is a statement
wholly baseless. There is a principle regarded as sacred in
every country that public contracts should be put up to
public competition and tender. To ignore that principle is
to inaugurate a system of corruption and favoritism. The
Statute of 1867 requires that all public works shall be put
up to public tender. It is the Act relating to the Public
Works of Canada. Clause 20 reads as follows:-

" It shall be the duty of the Minister te invite tenders by public
advertisement for the execution of all works except in cases.of pressing
emergency, where delay would be injurious to the public interests or
where from the nature of the work it could be more expeditiously and
economically executed by the officers and servants of the Department'

There is a provision inserted in the first Act passed
after Confederation relating to the Public Works.
What did the hon. Minister of Railways, in 1874, do? lie
had regard to that principle and had it enacted that
any section or sub-section of work should not be given
out except by tenders, Here we find by the Act of 1874
the Government inserting a provision which required that the
railway should be built only after tenders and competition.
There is no other safe principle for the public pro-
tection. The hon. gentleman says that this work was put
up to competition. I challenge him to point out any legal
authority which he or his Government had in making this
contract. I aflirmi that he has violated every provision of
the Act of 1874 which was the only Statutc relating to
the Pacific Railway. What do we tind ? We find that
not only was this contract not put up to public tender, but
that the public mind of this country was lulled into a false
security by the undisguised declaration of the Govern ment
in 1880, that their policy was to construct the road as a
Government work, and not put it in the hands of inaivi-
duals. The statement of the bon. member was this :

"' What the policy of the late Government would have been, we do
not know, but'when we came into office, we decided to undertake it as
a public work."
What changed that policy? There seems to be a mystery
surrounding this transaction that has never been eluci-
dated. What did the hon. Minister of Railways say in
that connection? He said:

"I had no hesitation in saying that the whole sentiment of the coun-
try is changed on this question. I am not at all ashamed to say my own
opinions are changed in relation to the character of this great work. I
remember when the First Minister brought in his Act in 1874, for the
construction of this as a Government work, I felt we were incurring too
great a responsibility. I believed it was unsafe for the Governmeut to
undertake the construction of this great work from end to end; but I
do not hesitate to express my, opinion that the whole condition of
Canada has changed since that time.''
These were the utterances of the hon, Minister of Railways
in 1880. When the hon. member for Niagara comes to
speak, he, being in the confidence of the Government, will
explain, no doubt, how it is and why it is they changed
their policy. They changed their policy in secrct
They did not at the next Session declare their
change of policy before Parliament; but they
changed it in the interim without giving any previous
notice. The hon. Minister of Railways says the Government
advertised for publie tenders. In what newspaper? Was it
the Canada Gazette. What conditions were prescribed ? As
i have shown, the Government violated evory provision of
the Act of 1874. If the hon. Minister wanted honestly to
advertise for tenders, would he have not said: We propose
to give the railway already constructed and to build other
portions of the railway; ve propose to exempt this raitway
frm taxation and to give a monopoly of railway traffic in
that country for twenty years. Now, how much will you take
to construet the balance of the railway ? That would have
been an honest notice to give to the public, and nothing
les should have been given. On what principle can
the bon. Minister of Railway say tenders were asked for this
work? If he can, I pause for a reply, because I am

anxious to know. The strong point we advanced in oppo-
sition to the Syndicate last Session was that the Govern-
ment had changed their policy without giving any notice
to the country. The hon. Minister of Railways says that
the lion. First Minister at some pic-nic-they say it was a
religious pic-nie-I did not know that ho was in the habit
of attending them-declared that tlhe Government were
then negotiating with some parties to build the railway.
That the bon. gentleman said was equivalent to a notice to
the public and an advertisement for tenders. Such a state-
ment as that is an insult to the intelligence of the flouse.
What did the Government do ? They went to England and
entered into communication with individuals thore, and it
was announced on their return that a contract firm had been
made, but no contract was made at all. The contract was
made only after they came to this country, and it was made
behini the backs of the people. I believe t ait the senti-
ments advanced by the Government in 1880 was a sentiment
of which the people approved. I felt myself that in view
of the ligbt and additional information we had, and I think
it was the general feeling of the country, that that railway
would be better built bythe Government than if it were in the
hands of private individuals. We have now a contract with the
Syndicate involving hundreds of millions of dollars and no
information given as to who tendered. The details were not
given to the public. We sought to get the information, but it
was absolutely refused, and we do not know that any persons
excepting those persois constituting the Syndicate ever
tendered for the work. Nover was a Government contract
in any country, as great as this contract, lot wiLhout public
comupetition. Take the policy of England or the policy of
the United States; in the latter case the population by
twolve times greater than ours. Tho contract would
involve $ ,200,000,000 yet the Parliament of that country
would not be consulted before letting it. This Parliament
was called, as a more matter of form, to approve of what
had been donc by the Government, and unless the House
approved the action of the Government a dissolution would
take place. The people of this country were coerced into
approving of this contract. As I said before, I do not
intend to protract this discussion, but I felt it my
duty to repudiate the assertion of the hon. Minister
of Railways that ho bad let this contract by tender.
The contract is not based on a single provision of the Act of
1874, but is in direct conflict and direct violation of the
Statute. le said last Session it was on the Statute of 1874.
Hle them shifted his ground and said it was on theStatute of
1 872, but ho showed that that Statute had been repealed alto-
gother. I think I have shown beyond question that this con-
tract was let without any public competition or tender; that
it was in direct violation of the law of the land, in violation
of that principle which every one of us regards as sacred if
we want to preserve the purity ofthe administration of this
country. The Government ignored that principle, and I
charge them that they stand convicted before the people of
this country with having let a contract involving a
$100,000,000 without giving the people an opportunity of
tendering for the work.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Do I understand the hon.
gentleman to say ho was in favor of doing it as a Govern-
ment work ?

Sir ALBERT J. SMITR. I mean to say that the Act of
1874 makes a double provision, it authorizes the Government
to conduct it as a public work or to construet it through the
instrumentality of a company. All the light and all the
information we have now go conclusively to show that it
would be wise and patriotic if this country had built the
Canadian Pacifie Railway as a public work instead of giving
it to a company.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Then I would like the hon.
gentleman to state why he was not in favor of doing this as
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a Government work. After having carried it on as a Govern-
ment work for four years-ho advertised for tenders all over
this country for a company to take it off his hands.

Sir ALBERT J. SMITH. We advertised for tenders to
carry it on as a public work. Now, I would like to ask the
hon. Minister at what time, in what manner, lie changed bis
mind whichli he expressed fully bere in 1880. He changed
his mind and ignored his utterances on that occasion and
came to the conclusion that it should not be·built as a private
enterprise.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I dare say the hon. gentleman
bas heard that sometimes it is easier to ask questions than to
answer them.

Sir ALBERT J. SMITH. I see that is your case.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I ask the bon. gentleman whyp

if he considered it was wise on the part of the Government
te construet the Canada Pacifie Railway as a Government
work and not transfer it to a private company, why, af ter
carrying it on as a Government work for four years, he
closed his career as a Minister, and the Government of which
he was a member, at the end of their four years experience,
advertised all over the country for a private company to
come and take over the whole of this work.

Sir ALBERT J. SMITH. I will tell the hon. Minister
what I will do. I think I have alreadv answered the question
satisfactorily, but I will answer it more fully, provided he
will answer the question I have just put to him.

Mr. RYMAL. I presume that the second reading of this
measure in relation to which the bon. gentleman has roopened
the discussion on the Canadian Pacifie Railway, will be
acceded to, and think it is almost useless to present any piece
of legislation to the House that the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company desire, because it is a foregone conclusion that
whatever they ask they will receive. I said last year when
this matter was under discussion, that I thought the most
dangerous feature of the whole thing as it thon pre-
sented itself to my mind, was the absolute bondage
in which the Syndicate held the Government, and as time
bas elapsed we have plenty of evidence that the Syndicate
have only to express their desire, no matter what that
desire may be, and it is immediately acceded to by the
Government. If they wish to change the location of the
line, that is acceded to; if they wish the legislation of a
province to be ignored all they have to do is to instruet
their secretary so as to intimate their wish to the Govern-
ment and the legislation of a province is ignored at once,
the autonomy of a province is destroyed; and I believe that
this one thing will tend to a disruption of the whole
Confederacy. I think there is pretty strong evidence that
the Syndicate have only to ask that they may receive.
Last night I saw their paid Secretary on the floor of this
House, pompous and conscious of the strength that he
possessed as a representative of that great Company, inflated
with wine and infuriated with strong drink.

Several hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh, oh!1
Mr. RYMAL. After having bulldozed the Government,

after having, as a representative of the Syndicate,
demanded from them what they should not have
acceded to; standing bore, I say, conscious of bis
strength, after having bulldozed the Government, insulting
Parliament by insulting one of the most prominent mem-
bers ofthe Parliament of Canada, telling him his utterances
were false, false, false; that it is not so, that it is bosh,
bosh ! What shall we come to if the paid Secretary of that
Company, who is so conscious of the strength ho possessesj
by being its servant, can come here with impunity and
insult Parliament after having bulldozed the Government?
I do not wonder much at the Government being bulldozed1
if my suspicions are correct, and I venture to say that the
man is now living who will learn of some fearful discl- 1

Sir CARLEs TuppzR.

sures in the near or remote future, which will show that
the hold which the Syndicate have upon the Government is
what compels them to yield to every demand that the
Syndicate may make. What is our country coming to
when the representative of that Company may come on the
floor of Parliament and insult the most prominent member
of the whole Huse by giving him the lie direct, if not in
so many words. I say it is a shame and a disgrace. and the
Syndicate should be taught that their servants, at
least, may not enter the people's House and insuit
the members when they are speaking upon a public
question. The Government should blush to think that the
representative of their masters had no beter manners than
that, and they should blush to think that they had sold
the heritage of the people of Canada to a company
who can so far forget, through its servants, what is due
to the representatives of the people. But having robbed
the people through the Government of their heritage
I suppose they may add insult to injury. This is the first
fruits of the infamous bargain they entered into last year,
and when the full fruition of this bargain may be reached
remains to be seen. I venture to predict that the time is
not far distant when the country from one end to the other
will shake off the insatiate grasp of this grinding monopoly.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I was not intending to say anything, but
I wished more particularly to bring up the conduct of one of
the servants of the Company on the floor of this House, in
order that public attention might be callel to the impudent
and insolent manner which this Syndicate assumes towards
the representatives of the people in Parliament assembled.
If the Government has been bulldozed I have no doubt theie
was good reason. I said a moment ago that I believe the
time will come when disclosures will be made which will
bring a blush of shame to the cheek of every man who
has been connected with the concoction and carrying out
of this infamous robbery of the Canadian poople. How
soon that may come remains to be seen. We know a
few years ago things were going on smoothly, and the Tory
party was so strong that they fancied they would have a
long lease of power, but Providence, I trust it was, sent a
stroke of lightning, and in a few months they were obliged
to retire from the positions they had disgraced. I hope
and trust that Providence, on behalf of the Canadian
people, may send another stroke of lightning that will
reveal some of the dark doings which I believe have taken
place in connection with this transaction, for I believe the
Government have donc more to bring reproach upon the
Canadian people and to rob them of their heritage than
all other Governments combined. I asked a year ago
of the hon. Minister of Railways the same question
which lias been put to him by the member for Westmore-
land (Sir Albert J. Smith), why it was that asudden change
in the Government policy took place. When that is suc-
cessfully explained to me, perhaps it will remove some of
the ugly suggestions that have taken possession of my
mmd. I do not wish to leave Parliament and public life
with the impression on my mind that any of our public
men have been engaged in transactions which they are
ashamed to explain. I think they should have taken Parlia-
ment into their confidence and told it why this sudden
change of opinion took place. The hon. Minister of Rail-
ways will case my mind by telling me why it was that he
so suddenly changed his opinion as to the propriety of
carrying on the construction of the Pacific Railway, as a
Government work and giving it to a private company, and
he will do much to remove some ugly impressions which
have taken possession of me.

Sir CH A RLES TUPPER. I rise, for the purpose net o
discussing the question whieh has been asked of me
by the hon. member for Westmoreland (Sir Albert J.
Smith), and repeated by the hon. member who bas just
taken his seat, but for the purpose of explaining to
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the Ilouse that I am unable to answer the question. The tion li las asked. The hon, gentleman wlo las just taken
question asked is to state the time when and the reason ha seat will feel that it is not in my power to explain why
why it was I changed my opinion from being in favor of I changcd my opinion, for the best of ail reasons that I
constructingthe (anadian Pacifie Railway as a Governinent neyer lad but one opinion.
work and reverted to its policy of having it curried on by a Sir ALBERT J. SMITH. J suppose it will be admitted
private company, aided by the Government. The reason I that the leader of the Gouernment propounds and setties the
am unable to state when that change in my opinion occurred Governnent'spolicyand that theutterancesofthe leader will
is because no change ever did occur in my opinion. The overshadow the private opinion of the Minister of Railwayi.
reason I am not able to say why it occurred is because I Doos the Minister of Ilailways mean to say that lierepu.
have never held such an opinion. More than that I stated a diates the policy whicl was announced by lis leader, who
year ago, when submitting the policy of the Canadian
Government to the House, that it had been the invariable
policy from the commencement down to that time of all "What the policy ofthe late Gevernment would have been, we dopOliCy net*k* w but when we came inite office we decided te indicate
parties in this House and country, that this work should be it as a publicwork."
construeted as a private work aided by the Government.
I may recall to the recollection of the hon. member for
Westmoreland the fact fhat the Government of whichdhl gentleman tlat there was ne alternative but to takohet up as
was a member gave the most conclusive testimony they a public work and carry it on as we wore doiug.
could give that that was their opinion at the time, but I Sir ALBERT J. SMITF. But the First Minister said:
have only to turn up the speeches of the leader of the late"whon we came into office we decided to undortake it as a
Government to show that from the very inception of thepublic work."
work ho declared he was compelled to deal with the Cana- Sir CHARLES T1PPEI. Certainly, because notbing
dian Pacifie Railway as a Government work, not because else could be done. The lon. member for Lambton did the
he desired to do so, but because all attempts to get it done same thing but li did not change bis opinion.
by capitalists, aided by Government, had entirely failed,
and the hon. gentleman consistantly maintained the position Sir ALBERT J. SMITH. WhatIrmenutosay18thatwe
and said again and again in this House that while mu8t look to the announcement of the leader ofthe Govern-
compelled to proceed with it ex necessitate rei as a work iu ment. The opinion of an individual mombor cannot be
the hands of the Governmont, ho would be prepared to taken. Tie policy of the Govorument must be taken fror
revert to the policy of handing the work over to a private the leader of the Government. Thc Minister las Dot under-
company. True to that policy the lon. gentleman as one taken to make any announcement that the policy was
of his last public acts published advertisements broadcast chauged. He may have bad an individual opinion as to the
over the country inviting tenders and endeavoring to ascer- policy of the Government but that could not affect the
tain if a company of capitalists would undertake to carry annoncement as made by the leader.
out the work, take it out of the hands of the Government; Mr. ANGLIN. Te hon. Minister of Railways yestorday
finish tIh construction of the road and operate it. I will undertook most unnocessarily to run amuck in this fouse,
give to the House the most conclusive proof it is possible to to take hon. gentlemen on ibis aide to task who lad taken
givo of the statement, but I nover changed my opinion a prominent position in thc debate on the Pacifie Railwny
because I never entertained any other opinion than that it question mat Session. I am sure, Sir, that on tbis
was most desirable that this work should be carried on by sîdo of Vie fouse the attack was entii-ely unoxpected, but
and in the hands of a private company aided by the Govern- bowever we mny regret tînt 80 muclitime las been
ment. When I found myself in precisely the same position so unexpcctedly occupied we feel that our thanks
aS the hon. member for Lambton was in when leading the are due to the Minister for bnving nfforded us tbs uncxpect-
Government, when I found as Minister of Public Works cd opportunity Vo declare before tho Ilouse and the country
there was no possibility of proceeding with the work by wlat 911V views upon tbs question werc and what tiey are
anly other mode than as a Government work and carrying it to-day. Wly the hon. Miisier said that wv were nfraid to
on as suc, I was compelled to adopt that policy; but I wiIl repeat what wo lad ibî-merly stnted, wby le imagined that
read to the House as the most complote answer to the ques- we would willingly recede frote position we had occu-
tions of hon. mombers opposite the statement I made when pied, why ho chose to spcak ofthe resolutions of last year
I cane down and asked the House to place 100,000,000 acres ns forgotten litorature, it will be for hLm to explain; but
at the disposal of the Government to assure the carrying on the hon, gentleman know that througiout tic Lower Pro-
Of that work. vinces of tbis Dominion, at al oveuts, during the wlole

Sir ALBERT J. SMITII. That was in 1879. summer wo called upon the people in every important centre
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. In 1879. I am now stating to coreand bar wbnt the leaders of our party bad to say

the view I held, and it is the one I still maintain, was that upon the National Policy and upon tic question of the
when dealing with it as a Government work, and when Pacifie Railway contract, and ho must kuow wc'l, Sir,
asking the House to carry it on as a public work, I never becausebeoundertook to reply towhattleader-of tieuppo-

chaned l sid- ar frm pae 194sition and other membors said-wlat the topies discussed
ohanged my opinion. I said-I am reading from page 189 befor the pople of is country wer. S long as te state
Of the 2nd volume of the Iansard of 1879: of the wotier permitted public meetings Vo hold we went

"Exception may be taken to the appropriation of such a large extent in arnongat Vhe people. I wilI not aay we went down
Of land for the building of this road, as exception was taken by hon. amougst the people, because we -are nlwaya down amougst
gentlemen oppasite to the appropriation of 50,000,000 acres of land, teothe people, on bis side of the llouse-aud asked tlem tobe under the control of a company. We do not propose here to put the
land under the coutrol of a company, although I confess, so far as I amhear our explanations of tie nature and character of tlii
concerned. I would be glad, did the condition of things permit of it, if a contract, and unleas we were greatly mistaken in tie im-
company, liberally aided, could be found to take this work up, and, atro
their own responsibitity and risk, carry it to completion. But, in the
absence of that means of attaining our object, we believe we are right 1Î'ovinces, with arcely an exception, joined in the con-
l placing in the hands of a Commission-m which the Imperial Gov- demnation of that contract which wo asked them to censure
ernment shall be with us, jointly represented-100,000,000 acres of land and condemn. Mr. Speaker, a more extraordînary chargefor the construction of thewok.for~~ tecntuto fhe work." even Vhe hon. Minister of Railwnys nover chose te ninke

I trust that the hon. member for Westmoreland as the againat bon. nembers on tus aide of the fouse, tlan tInt
fulle,%t and most complote answer Jeaumike Vo the ques- I haeynad forgoten or wihed bo forget or would shrin from
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bringing before the publie their conduct on this question. He sites, ail mili sites, and ail timber and minerai lands, and
chose to say that I as one who movel a resolution on this when ithe settler goes in to select land for settlement, he
matter must have seen reason to believe that I was, at finds that his area for selection is very much narrowed
least, entirely mistaken in the resolution Iproposed. That and that the Company retain so much valuable land subjeet
resolution was a very plain and simple one, and so far as I to their own controi, that it is absurd to estimate the value
can judge of the effects of what has transpired of the lands on the basis of the price the settler has to pay.
during the past year the truth of the statements made and The value of the lands, we know, is very much greater.
the value of the objections then urged have been very much We hear of enormous sums paidfto the Syndicate thenselves
strengthened and confirmed by what has taken place. I for town lots in the paper towns along the line of the rail-
moved in effect, I believe, that in giving so large an amount way, and we hear a good deal of the enormous sums which
in money and lands for the construction of the central por- are extorted from some of the towns and cities by the ex.
tion of the Pacifie Rai lway the Government was acting inju- traor iinary powers the Company possess under their char-
diciously and improperly. The amount given, as I find ter, and the still more extraordinary powers they possess
frorm the contract already referred to-and I shall not dwell by their influence over the Goverument of this country.
upon it at leng!hb-was, for the 900 miles of the prairie sec- The hon. gentleman aetually boasted that the Company had
tion. $10,000 a mile in cash. And I believe the hon. Minister obtained $200,000 from the city of Winnipeg, and 60,0 0
referred to what lad aetually taken place and to the cost of from some other town. Why do the Syndicate extort these
construction of 101) miles through the swamps selected moneys from these people, who find themselves suddenly at
for the purpose, whi was $10,000 per mile, and their mercy, compelled to accept any terms the Syndicate
this lie said was allowance enough for the construction of like to impose, and compelled to pay money bonuses or
the road through the prairie country. Aillthat we have surrender one-half or two-thirds of the lots in the town or
beard of the work in that part of the country goes to city where the station is to be placed ? Entirely because
show that $10,000 a mile is a very liberal allow- of this-that while the Syndicate are nominally subject, in
ance indeed. It is said the Syndicate is building a the selection< of their lino of railway, to the control of the
much better road than they were bound to do Governor in Council, they possess the absolute power of going
under the terms of this bargain or than the where they please, and of saying to the people: "If you do
hon. Minister intended to construct when he degraded the not choose to submit te our terms, we will
character of the whole lino, declaring that he would build fot carry flii of railway flrougl your prerty, but
a new colonization road, but still it is by no means an ex- fen or fiftecn or twenty miles away." Wly, Sir, il is
pensive road. I have been told by those who seem to beimpossible tocaiculafe, at this moment, what the value of
familiar with the mariner in which the work is done on the fliafland reaily is. Shouliltlicpresent cxtraordiaary
prairies that it is of the siniplest possib!e kind. A furrow or excitement continue, slould the tide of population mb fliat
two is run on one side, anel a-furrow or two on the othercountry go on as ic anticipated, tbese lands will beconi
side of the proposed road and then by means of a machine very valuabie. They arc vastly more valuable to-day Ilan
called a scraper the earth or gravel is thrown up into the they were wlen I spoke last year, tley are vaslly more
centre and forms the road-bed, and that is in fact the mode valuable than tliy werc twe or tîrce or five ycars ago, and
of grading hie whole of tlie road along the prairie section, some will be vastiy more valuable four or five yeais
except in some spots whore it is more difficult. This may lence, long before fli Syndicate will have disposcd of al
be an effectual process, but it is by no means an expensive of their lands. Weil, Sir, were this a Governmenf road,
one, and $10,000 per mile for a railway so constructed is were these lands udete control ofthe Govrnmcnt stili,
ample. But in addition to that we propose to give them we-e tley te lbe disposed of by tlicGovernmont on fair
12,500 acres per mile of choice lands, the Syndicate taving Icims te actual selers, tli Governmcnt woild obtain a
power to select it themselves, and laying right along the large portion of flicexpendilure on this road, and we
line of railway. For other parts of the country the1y mightvould have a people froc and independent, and flerefore
have to choose their lands some distance from Ithe able f contribute more largciy te thc revenue of the
lino, but in the prairie section they have it on country flan it is probable fhey will le able te de. Sir,
either side of the road and if the land through- tle lislory of flast year bas proved ail this. If, as Lis
out the country is worth $2 or $3 an acre surely this must been announced by fli Minister cf Railways, some 21,000
be worth $3, $4, $5, in some cases even $10, per acre. or 25,000 people have alrcady this year gone mb fIat
The hon. Minister of Railways told us that the land would ceunt-y, thc gr-ater portion, I suppose, te sette in the
sell at the nominal price of $2.50; but oving to the liberal country, ail this gocs te slow fIat instead of over estimafilig
rebate allowed by the Syndicate, the real price to the actual fhe value of tIc lands last year, and fhecvalue cf
eettler will be $1.25, that a rebate of one-half the price is thc bargain te tIe Syndicate, I enfirely under estima1 -
allowed on conditions under which, however, in the opinion cd tIc value cf flic lands, and 1 did ot
of nire out of ten of the practical men of this country il put as slrongly as I mugît have put fIe cxtraordinary
will be impossible for the settlers to become entitled to their character of this airangement-an arrangement wlicb
land. It is said that it will be utterly impossible for a mangives te fIat Company a total of 11,250,000 acres ofland
going out the-e with the amount of capital tat ordinary im- over and above ail fiat thc road wili actually cost tlem, ail
migrants possess, to settle on the land, build a house for that if would have cost fIe GovernmeDt if thc Govcrnont
himself and shelter for his cattle, break up and cultivate his lad closen te bulld if. If was said last year that fhis was
land, raise food for himself and family and for bis cattle and given to them for two reasens. First, in order te fürnisl
bring eighty acres into actual cultivation within the time thom with a basis of credif, and se enabie them te cary o
prescribed. By the modification of these ternis lately made, flicwork. Tic Minister cf Raiiways did not fake flal p)-
it is said somothing will be allowed for the house the settler sition ; tînt was fli position taken by flicFirst Ministel.
will build and that this willh e taken into account in the TIc Minister of Railways is fend cf boasling of flicample
calculation which will determine whether or net he is enti- means cf the gentlemen wlo fcrm fIe Syndicate,
tled to his lands; but in nine cases out of ten the settler fond of feiingus fIat thc capital furnisled by thes,
will be unable to fulfil the conditions. There is by themacives or on their own credif, and fIat fhey rnaY
another very important point which the hon. Minister cf go on expending untold milio6s in fli sane way but we
Railways, l suppose, chose not te speak of. It is this: tind fIat ilese gentlemen lave set been very slow in gel-
that so far as we eau ascertain, the Syndicate does not put ting $25,000,000 of their land bonds placed on the market,
all their lands upon the market. They withhold all town and fhey are able te draw frem fhe Governmont thtishare
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of the cost as the work progresses ; so that without calling
at ail on their own resources or their own credit, they have
ample means not only to carry on this work, but also to
purchaso other roads in the country. They have bcome
possessed of the Canada Central road, not by any payment
of cash, but by a subscription of stock; and we heard lai ely
of their purchasing the road on the other side of the river;
and ail this is pointed to by the hon. gentle-
man as evidence of their unlimited resources and
their great credit. The people of this country have
furnished them with means enough to do all they have
yet done, and the probability is that as the work progresses
they will have money enougb to do all they have to do.
Like a huge spider they are spreading ail over this country.
They are men of great energy, no doubt, who thoroughly
understand the position of the country and their own
position, and who are doing no more than they are perfectly
justified in doing; but whether that is consistent with the
well-being of this country, whether it is a state of things
which the Government and the Parliament of this country
should promote and foster is another question altogether.
So much in defence of the position I took last year. I do
not wish to speak at any length, but really, after the chal-
lenge the Minister of Railvays chose to hurl at each one of
us, ho scarcely could have expected that we could do any-
thing eise than hurl defiance back and tell him that
we are prepared to meet him on this ques-
tion, or any other question, either beloro this
House or before the electors of this country.
It is amusing to hear the hon. Minister brag and boast as ho
did of his own wonderful achievemerts, and of ail his policy
had effected. You would suppose by that policy the whole
of the North-West had been almost brought into existence,
and had ceased to be a wilderness; that his restoration to
office vivified that vast territory and inspired the whole
people of the country to go in and possess themselves of
the land. According to him Winnipeg was dead when the
late Government was in office, and Winnipeg became alive,
active and bustling when ho returned to power. Winnipeg
might bave been hurt by the sclection of Selkirk as the
crossing place of the railroad and by the running of the
lino north of Winnipeg; but Winnipeg is not the whole
North-West, and to the country as a whole it may not have
mattered whether the chief town was at Winnipeg or Sol-
kirk. For Winnipeg the present state of things is very
much botter. But, really, what ground is there for ail this
boasting in the hon. gentleman? Why does ho seek in
this manner to challenge enquiry into his whole conduct ?
Did he think his boasting would be allowed to go forth to
th people as something the Opposition dare not con tradict,
knowing it to be well founded-boasting in bis own grand-
iloquent way? We are not prepared to admit the truth of
One-half or one-quarter of what he asserts, or that the late
Government were lacking in energy, and failed to do ail
they sbould have donc to open up the great North-West.
We certainly admit ho and his colleagues did do much
towards opening it up. But what have the bon. gentlemen
Opposite done for the North-West? What is there
to justify ail their boasting and self-glorifica-
tion? Years ago, on that side of the House,
when the hon. Minister of Railways had no seat there,
during the time of the Parliament of old Canada, if I have
read the history of that time aright, the Liberal party were
the party continually clamoring for the opening up of the
North-West. They adopted the patriotic view that it should
belong to the' Provinces of North America, that the Hud-
son's Bay Company were usurpers, whose clain should not
be recognized and that the country should be thrown open
at once. I think they created that demand for that terri-
tory which finally effected so much. But I never heard of
any Tory joining in that demand, or taking any special
energetie steps towards opening up the North-West. It
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was only after Confoderation, only when the Imperial Gov-
ernment desired, for purposes of its own policy, to see al[
those countries formed into one confederacy, that the Tories
suddonily awoko to the importance of the great North-West,
whicl they thon determined, for the first time, should be
openedi up. But they took a very extraordinary way of
opening it up: instead of insisting, as they should have done,
ihat the North-West did not belong to tie Hudson's Bay
Company, and that the British Government only had
proprietory rights, and should compensate that Company
for its c!aims, and hand over the territory without price to
the people ofCanada-and more than that that the imperial
Government should assist Canada, 1b[en struggling and not
wealthy, in opening up and governing the North-West.
That was the position taken by the late Mr. Howe, when
the proposal was first brought up, and it was one in which
he had the support of most, Liberals. But hon. gentlemen
opposite took a different course; they bought out the claim,
of the Iudson's Bay Company for £300,' 00 sterling. I
said then, as now, that it was a mistake to pay
that anount, but a greater mistako to allow them
to retain 5 per cent. of all the lands in that
territory. Next, those hon. gentklmen went to work
and commenced tho Dawson road. We do not hear
them boast much of that work, though we hear something
of the Fort Frances Lock. Nor do we hear much of the
steamnboats built up there, at that lock, which, I am told,
are now niearly rotted, though they might have been very
useful in opening that part of the territory, as might aiso
have been ihe lck if properly looked after. What next
did they do? They granted a Constitution to the North-
West which recognized no rights on the part of the peopie,
and which treated tihem as more worthless than the buffalo.
It did not recognize in them rights in property possessed by
themselves and fathers for generations; and hon. gentle-
mon opposite selected a Governor for them whom the people
up there had learned to foar. The people were thus goaded
into rebellion. Is that something of which bon. gentlemen op-
posite are proud? Will they recall the memory ofthose times
with all the self-satisfaction and glorification which the hon.
Minister of Railways likes te engage in ? We had a robel-
lion and sent up an army to subdue the rebels. We had all
the cost and glory, and we found the people there quailed
before our armed force and showing a desire to -be peace-
abie. I do not know that we treatecd them very well; they
lost a large portion of their independence and were branded
us rebels and outlaws ; and it was not till the successors of
bon. gentlemen opposite had time to deal with the
subject, some time after, that peace was finally restored.
Thon they made with British Columbia this extraordinary
bargain that we were to commence within a certain time and
to complete within ten years a railway from the existing
system of Canadian railways across the whole continent to
the Pacific Ocean.

Mr. PLUMB. The Americans did it in six years.

Mr. ANG LIN. If all the Americans were like the hon.
gentleman they would build it in less time. We never
thought that it was a thing we could do in six years, and
hon. gentlemen opposite have been in office for more than
six years since the day the bargain was made, and the
road is not yet completed. They made that extraordinary
bargain, and many times since they bave endeavored to draw
public attention from the nature of that bargain, because
the bon. member for Lambton consonted to the Car-
narvon Terms. The bon. First Minister has said
over and over again that by consenting to those terms,
the hon. member for Lambton increased enormouely
the obligations of the country, seeking te excuse his
policy by repeating that assertion - an assertion
which is entirely contrary to the fact. Well, they made
that bargain, and introduced a Bill to provide for the con.
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struction of this railway. As we found out afterwards they
passed also about the same time charters for rival lines.
Their proposal then was, as it is now, to build, though on
different terms, by means of a private company assisted by
a subsidy of money and lands. Tiey chartered a company
which undertook the construction of ihat road, but ailed.
What then did they do to show this extreme energy, their
great zeal for opening up the North-West. They Lad
their surveying parties out it is tire, and spent $1,500,000
to $1,750,000 in a work of surveying the North-West.
During all the twenty odd months they werc in power those
men of unbounded energy and great ability did not locate a
single mile of that railway. Nothing but the most scanty
information was obtained by then. When the hon. member
for Lambton was called upon to form a Government
he had to meet this heavy obligation, and what
support did ho receive from hon. gentlemen
on the other side ? How was it that the very
policy since pursued by the hon. gentlemen then-
selves, as the only policy under the circumstances, was
attacked and derided by theni. We all know how year
after year the hon. Minister of Railways denounced the
policy of tho hon. member for Lambton, laughed to scorn
his proposai to use water stretclies, and demanded that an
all-rail route sbould be commenced and completed friom
Nipissing to Nepigon and from Nepigon away across the
prairie to the Pacific Ocean. Hon. gentlemen complain
because we sometimes object to their policy. We are
obstructionists, traitors to Canada, because we do not choose
to agree with every thing they do. But during those years
the hon. Minister of Railways never ceased to find fault1
with the policy of the hon. meiber for Lambton, never

that letting the work by schedule rates, as was done, it made
no difference in reality whether the actual quantities were
ascertained nearly or not. Thoy do not pretend to argue
that the hon. member for Lambton, as Minister, was guilty
of any improper conduet in acting upon the advice of bis
ehief engineer in the matter, or that ho wilfully did anything
wrong, and their opinion as against that of the chief engi.
neer, must just go for what it is worth. But this much was
ascertained, that the quantities were not properly ascer-
taincd before the work was done; that the amount of work
to be done, and actually done since, was largely in excess of

thcir estimates; but as Mr. Fleming says, it does not matter
much if it had been correctly ascertained what were the
original suns calculated on the schedulo rates. They would
have been very much larger than they were, but the couU-
try has actually paid no more. But the hon. member for
Lambton is now chargcd with having been too precipitate
in letting these contracts, though at the time the charge
was that he was not going fast enough. The continual cry
in those days was that be was not going fast enough. But
the hon. member for Lambton, when Minister of Railways,
proved that he was in earnest. le pushed that worr as
fast as possible. WLen he had proof that the origi-
nal surveys vere defective lie had new ones made.
When he found it was necessary to alter the location of
portions of the road that were let, he did not hesitate to
alter them to points where the water-stretches might be
utilized. He had surveyors ail through that region and
beyond the Rocky Mountains, to find out the most passable
pass. No man in the Dominion has done more than the
then Minister of Railways to secure a passage to the
Pacific coast as far north as possible. The Minister of

ceased to hold it up to the ridicule of the country. The hon. Rdlways was nover tircd cf dweling upon the value,
member for Lambton proceeded with hiswork,and as ho came oxtent and fertility cf' bbc Peace River district ; hoenover
to the end of his term he was denourced for having done so tricd npon the Ministry of that day the importance cf
luttle. The lon. gentlemen succoeded. What have they onstructing the road so as to open up that district. Well,
done? When the hon. member for Lambton went ont of the hon. member for Lambton seems to bave had the same
office he left the line between Thunder Bay and Winnipeg view ; he appears, at all events, to have thought that the
almost completed at both ends. He had surveys made over view might be well founded, for I find ho surveyed the pass
and over again so as to obtain the best possible route, and made the greatst efforts to find a passage tothe Pacific
through one of the muost difficult countries in the world. coast north of the Yellow Head Pass. Everything in fact
There were difficulties to ho encountered lhat perhaps night was done that the Minister could do, whatever might have
have been obviated. The railway was not cornpleted as been the faults of the engineers employed on the works, to
cheaply perhaps as it might bave been, after some time had ascertain the best )ossible route to the Pacifie coast, and to
been devoted to the work of survey and examination, but ascertain it as quickly as passiblo. Meantimo the policy
it is very easy to be wise after the event. What did the of the Goverarnent thon, like the policy of the
hon. member for Lambton do then that ho ought not to have present lime, was that it was desirable to open
done; where was he wanting in ability or energy ? Did he not up the prairie region as soon as possible, that
push this work forward in all directions? le put those see- the first work to be done was to build as good a roadi as
tions under contract. it is now said ho did so too soon. could be built with the easiest possible gradients, running
Perhaps he did. At all events we had not sufficient infor- from west to east, between Thunder Bay and Red River.
mation. One of the results of the Commission of hon. Another work, the importance of which coulid not be over-
gentlemen opposite which lias acted as a boomerang in rated, was the Pombina Branch, as a means of opening up
retorting upon themselves is that it has exposed their mode the North-West Territory. Why ivas that not constructed
of doing business and defended in overy possible respect the at once? Simply because there was no railway with which
policy of the hon. member for Lambton. to conneet. The Northern Pacifie Railway, as W0 all

Mr. BOWELL. You have net rend the report. know, had become a failure, other roads up there bad
broken down, and thereforo it was useless to push tho

Mr. ANGLIN. I have devoted a great many hours to Pembina Branch. But just as soon as there was a probability
the report, and I find that with every disposition manifest of being able to get railway coinnection the construction o0
upon the part of those selected to bring in the hon. mcm ber that branch was puslhed forward. As the hon. member for
for Lambton guilty of sorne dreadful malfeasance, they Brant said a while ago, not a man, wonan or child in the
have not been able to do so. Every one of thoso old North-West to-day bas reached that country over a part of
charges were revived; they fished for evid ence in the any railway built by the present Minister of Railways. Every
endeavor to find something that would tell against the hon. one of them has gone in over the branch built by the hon.
member, but in vain. They are now making charges member for iLambton. In the old times it required eighteeni
against the chief engineer, Mr. Fleming's mode of cond uct- or twenty days to go merely trom the frcntier up to Win't-
ing the work, which was not at ail to their satisfaction. peg. Now, 8ir, a few hours ill carry an emigrant to he
They find great fault with him and all employed under him North-West over the same road. And because facilities a"
with regard to the work along those particular sections, greater to-day, becauso there is a railway system to-day by
and with the mode of letting ihose sections. Mr. Fleming which you can take a car in this city and be carried
lias always maintained before Committees of this liouse in that car to Winnipeg, is the reason why we see such a

Mr. ANGLIN.
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large number of emigrants going into that country. By another swamp, and o 150 or1 0 miles on tho
whom were these facilities afforded, Mr. Speaker ? Not 1y prairie after the manner 1 have decribed. Was that the
the Minister of Railways, who boasts that all the progress of cause of ail the prosprity wo car of? fas that done
the North-Westis due to him and his coileagnos, but by the mueh towards carrying the peopîe to the North-West ?
hon. member for Lambton. Sincethen thoe de1 rssion which Would they not have beonimore willing te go if the policy
prevailed at that time bas passed away, and it is not found of the hon. member for Lambton had been carriod out, if
possible to proceed with an all-rail route to Vinnipeg. theBut, Siweeaetogonsfralte asting- and the ho, not where it wou]d prove the most profitable to theBuSir, where arc the grounds for all the boatngadh
self-glorification to which we listened last night and at Company baving the contract andihaving their own
whioh the House was amused, and with which we mIlt intcrests oniy in vicw, but whcre it wouid be most profitable
have been content to remain amused but for this, that we to the people cf the whole Dominion, and where it would
knew it was intended for the country, and there iay beopenlup must cf thý hlnds of the fertile region to settie-
still some people in the country who, if those assertions had ment? If thc railway had boon built just as rapily as was
been allowed to pass unchallenged and uncontradicted, necossary, keping not merely abrcastofscttiement, but far
would have believed that the Minister of Railways lhad in advance, leading settiers into the wilderness, would net
really some claims for thoir thanks for all that had been the peoplo, kncwing they had to deal with the Govern
accomplished. But what has ho reaily done ? Re found themont, who were responsiblo to thom as wcll as te the other
sections between Thunder Bay and Red River comploted cirlion of the1)0)0cfcflth niriion for the management
and the railway located furtheci on. He says he bas made of thc road, knowing il wouid ho froc from moaopoly, have
a further survey, that ho ha since obtained variou:s been more rcady le have gene the country when it
improvements in the lino. It is possible ho bas became openel ns it now is rather th:în when lhoy know
donc all that, but the samo thing was donc that the rod bas been handot over to a Company whieh
precisely under bis predecessoi. But he ladcllocales thc lino whero it pi-omises te be most
not the letting of those contracti. Now, thc lettingofthose profitable, which iiolds btce best region under
contracts, especially contract B, bas caused more talk than hock and key, tho membors cf tho Goverament
the letting of all the contracts under tie late Administra- being merely thojailors for tho peoplof that cenntry, ro
tion. There bas been more said about it, whethier rightly fusing them Ihe right b cerne eut cf it by any other mens
or wrongly, than about the contracts that have beon let for than the Syndicale choose te providc. Wu knew thal a
the Canadian Pacifie Railway. lowover, the contract was much larger number of selers, who will boe the strength
let and a way has to ie provided for th- cxpeditious com- cf the countrY, would, undcr those conditions, have cntcred
pletion of the work. Even this has not been quito success- the country than have donc se unter the proseat systcm.
fui, although ho tells us that ho intends to propose that the loti. mcmboîs who cane te look at the matter from a cer-
contractors shall bo paid as they finish their work within mon-sonso standpoint, and people who have enquired, wilI
the time they stipulate, provided the work be completod -greo witb us en that point. Thus il appears that the
in the other time stipulated. Stili, so far, the work bas net glorification cfte Ministor cf Railways, insload cf being
been carried on as the Minister ofiRailways intended. But aomething rospocting which the can bolast, isil reality,
ho has now been nearly four years in office. He took office an noV whieh thoy must really doploro, for tho hon. gentle-
when one of these sections was completed, another one man bas donc nothing ante Sydicate lias donc very utIle.
nearly completed, and when facilities were afforded them The Syndicale was te have comcnced the Lake Superier
for carrying on the work, when there was nothing more to section, but nothing ba, been donc, the diffieuhties haviag
be donc but to let the works out to tenderers. Nearly four boon toc great, and although it wvas supposethatlte read
years have elapsed, and thoughl he over and over again would ru along t1) Lako Shore rather tian mb bbheinter-
charged thlie hon. member for Lambton with delaying it, 1cr,ltaI is now a malter ontîrciy unscttlo ant undetermin-
because he had not within five yenrs succeeded in building cd. Caî'rying the line along the Lako Shoro-%as, acco-ding
the road from Lake Superior to Red River, the e lite Prime Minîstor, tho very bestlhingwhich tho Syedi-
hon. gentleman himself, four years afterwards, finds cale dosired ; but wien the Company proposot
it matter for boasting that he bas succeeded in doing te«pass ltreujh the inlerior thon te samo
what my hon. friend bad done five years previous. hon, gentleman bld the people of Ontario that onc cf the
He takes all that bas been done in five years, andi he requiros great avanlages they would derive fromlte railway was
four years more to complote the work which ho says should the opeaiag up cflte vast timber regien in tat portion cf
have been commenced and completed within five years.te Province. lon, gentlemen opposite vary their story
Such is the boasting of the bon. Minister of Railways. What from day te day, lhey lake up our ideasco day and the
else bas ho donc towards opening up the North-West ? nexlday daimItem as their own. Tiis was notable; te
Nothing as yet. Not an immigrant bas yetpassed over any case in regard te thon. member for Quebec East (Mr.
section of the railway. But te hon. gentlemen says: "Look Laurier). lon, gentlemen opposite aise took credit for
at a contract let on the Rocky1untains." Has tiat any- the change made lnlte standard cf the railway; but they
thing to do with opening up the North ost. Does nv ardil knew what w ant at the entact, and our agita-
crne imagine that that contract bas brought a single seter ;ionocht point hatiietre ct cf preducing a change l
mito the North-West ? But the crownjing glory cf th Lon. the policy propounded by te Company. The character cf
Minster of Railways, is the making of the Syndicate con-lte undertaking iad been altered somewhat, but as yet very
tract, which ho claims has changed the whole face of things, slighty. I cannet resumo îny seat without entering my
not only in the North-West but tbroughout Cnnada; and bas protest againstlte position taken by the hon. Mînister cf
altered the position of Canada in the eyes of the world and Railways wilh respect te the empicyment cf Canadians on
is the means of attracting bore a flood of immigrants, ofipublic works cflte country. If 25 years ago, before we
'which we have sen not much as yet. We say that the had any coasiderabie oxperience of railways, ebjectien had
contract is cálculated to inflict incalculable injury on the been taken 10 lhe introduction, net te ene or two, but te a
people; that it is a contract which should never have been whole State cf American officiais,lte Ad might be held te
entered into; that it has not one good redeeming quali-ty,jho
and that it is irremediably and absolutely bad and oh-iRailwnys hinseîf underslood how far ho was carried away
jectionable. The Syndicate put their hands on the by exces cf zeal on beiaîf of te Syndicate in Ibis respect.
material and sold some of them, they have built 100 Hoeperiaps did inlend te imply that we have net in
'iles cf railway tbrougli ee swamp ii order te avoid. Canpda mon ahanintedr Ihvte management cf raihayse
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and yet nothing else can be inferred from what the bon.
gentleman said. He said: "lWhere in Canada is there a
man having a salary as large as Mir. Van horn is getting."
Mr. Vanhorn gets $15,000 a year, and is, perhaps, worth
it in the position lie occupies. Perhaps there is nobody
else in Canada getting so much, but can no man in Canada
discharge the duties so well as Mir. Vanlhorn does ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. J do not tbink there is a
man in Canada with the experience and ability necessary
for that position, and that is the roason the authorities who
required the services of such a man go to the United States
and pay $15,000 to secure the one they want.

Mr. ANGLIN. That isprima facie evidence that he is
a good man in the position he occupies, but it does not prove
that the people of Canada are different in experience,
intelligence, educ tion or energy, or any of the qualities
that would fit a man to fil] such a position as creditably as
does Mr. Vanhorn, and tie hon. Minister holding the
position he does ouglit notto insinuate that itdoes. He talks
about our being unpatriotic. If wc object to a single state-
ment made on the other side, we are nupatriotic; if we doubt
that thero were so many millions of acres of fertile land in
the North-West, we are accused of hein g unpatriotie; if,
while we admit that we have a vast and ferde region in the
North-West, we fail to accept the same exaggeriated state-
monts made with regard to it, we are told that we are unpa-
triotie. Yet, at the sane time that the hon. gentlemen werc
crying "Canada for the Canadians," they believed in no
Canadians except themselves and that Canada was all for
them.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Will the hon. gentleman
allow me to say that lie is very much mistaken if lie sup-
poses that the Canadian Pacifie Railway have not been de-
sirous of obtaining the services of Canadian engineers. I

may say that there is not an engineer of ability in my ser-
vire I have not found it difficult to retain, in consequence
of 1 he greater inducements offered by the Canadian Pacifie
Railway. Mr. Smellie, who was the chief in the office here,
was receiving $3,000; they gave him ?4,000. Mr. Duncan,
the division engineer in one of the lmost important sections,
has been taken out of my hands-a Nova Scotia engineer,
a man of ability and standing-because they are able to give
him a much higlier salary than I could offer.

Mr. ANGLIN. I was not at all finiing fault with the
Company. They are doing what they think best in their
own interests. They give high payfir the services of those
men they believe will serve them most efficiently; but what
I am finding fault with is the way the lion. Minister replied
to the hon. member for West Middlesex (Mr. Ross), that on
this work a very large proportion of Americans are being
employed. The on. gentleman quoted a telegraphic des-
pateh, that a number of conductors had been dismissed
lately. The hon. Minister surely does not imagine that we
have not men in Canada fit to be conductors; that we have
not men in Canada with enough of brains and experience to
fit them for such positions; that we turned out of positions
the conductors, and Americans were put in their places, and
the hon. Minister at once jumped to his feet-to defend the
action of the Company, by saying that they had to procure
the services of the best men wherever they could be
found.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman seems to 1

to-day Americans are being put into the places from which
Canadians are removed, and he spoke in general terms of the
principal positions being held by Americans, and the hon.
Minister of Railways defended the conduct of the Company.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No.
Mr. ANGLIN. And more than that, he attributed to us

Canadians the want of intelligence, ability and other quali.
tics to fit men for these positions, and then he took the
very extraordinary position that many of us are not Cana-
dians at all, that those who have corne here within five or
ten or twenty or thirty years to throw in their lot with the
people of this country, were no more Canadians than men
who had crossed the line to accept employment and who
would go back to the United States as soon as they could
get better positions. He would have none Caniadians ex-
cept those who are born Canadians, and perhaps he would
make it necessary that their parents should be Canadians
also. It is not a matter of great importance, but I object
to the statement made by the hon. Minister, after the iong
experience he has had in public life, afterthe experience he
has had at the bead of railway affairs in this country, that
he is of opinion that we bave not in Canada men to be trust-
ed in such positions as that of Mr. Vanhorn. If he holds
this opinion why does he not give this gentleman control of
the very difficult portions of the rond in his own hands.
Why are Canadians put at the head of these most diflicuit
parts of the road, if the plea is to be urged that we have no
mon to fill the casier ones under the Syndicate? fHe, as
Minister of Railways,is carrying on the work in the infinitely
more difficult portions of the. Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and I do not think that any one of us
has ever asserted that be had not ability to fill the
psition which e holds, though a Canadian; and I do not
know, Sir, that we are inclined to charge any gentleman
employed under him with want of ability, though they are
Canadians, one of them I believe, however, being an English-
man who came here ten or fifteen years ago, hoping to
become a Canadian. The rcal bard part of the work, the
contract thrcugh the iRocky Mountains and the Cascade
Range, is entrusted to Canadians, but it secms that no one
has the ability to carry on the work on the prairie section.
We object also very strongly to the extraordinary power
possessed by the Syndicate over the Government, and
through the Goveriment over the Parlianent of this
country. The complaint made by thle hon. member for
Wentworth was a well-founded one. The man who so
misconducted himself here last night would never, twelve
months or two years ago, no matter how full of wine, have
displayed the gross malevolence which he did towards the
leader of the Opposition. He was inflated, not merely with
wine, but with his sense of power. lHe who lad tO com ey
the will of bis masters to the Goveroniiet on the oppositO
side, naturally thought, when ihe was a little elevated, that
he was at liberty to come into this Parliament and attenpt
to browbeat the leader of the Opposition while engaged ia
the discharge of his duties to the people of this country. It
was an exhibition that we all deplored, and I have no
doubt hon. gentlemen opposite deplored it as much as we
did, but they did not rosent it, not as servants against their
riasters, but as the manifestation of the power which to-day
controls the legislation of this country. low does their
Secretary, writing to the leader of the Government, express
himself? He says:

forget that the gentleman whom Mr. Vanhorn succeeded "In the megotiations which preceded the contract, your Governmefl
when they gave him this inducement to leave a road in the at once conceded the principle that the same protection which it would
United States was an American, Mr. Stikney. have claimed for itself in respect of nes on the interes of Unisedh tated

, Mr.Stieney.railways, if it had buit the Canadian Pacifie Rail way, should be granîed
Mr. ANGLIN. The hon. gentleman, I am glad to see, tries to this'Company."

to recede a little from the position to which he was hurried He goes on to say, with reference to the railways which
by his zeal. The hon. member for West Middlesex (Mr. were chartered in Manitoba:
Ross) was pointing out the fact that under the control of "lThey are directly in conflict with the declared policy of the Govern-
the American influences that are paramount ii the road ment, with the conditions of the contraQt of the Company with the

Mr. ANOLIN.
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Government, and with the terms of the charter which had been granted
to it-"'
Well, Sir, 1 find that after this letter goes through the
ordinary routine of being reported upon by Mr. Sebreiber,
and in turn by the Minister of Railways, the charter is
disallowed ; but before it is disallowed, the question goes
before the Minister of Justice, and I think the statement
made by the Minister of Justice on behalf of the Govern-
ment, should be held up as soon as possible and as strongly
as possible to the reprobation of the people of this country.
lie says that in an Order in Council previously passed and
forwarded to the Government of Manitoba, this extraordi-
nary principle was propounded:

" The Government think it very desirable that allIrailway legislation
shal originate bere, and that no charter for a line exclusively within
the Province of Manitoba should be granted by its Legislature, without
the Dominion Government first assenting thereto."

to what its utterance may bo. Hon. gentlemen opposite
may hope they will take the country by surprise and snatch
a verdict in their favor. But I believe they will not be
able to snatch a verdict or to come back and boast of a
majority. Some of them will come back, but when they do
we shall not hear any such boasting and glorification and
great distortion of facts such as wo have listened to last
evening, and such as we were compelled to occupy nearly
all this day in refuting and rebutting.

Mr. CASEY. I think, like the hon. gentleman who bas
just sat down, that the Minister of Railways is perhaps
rather sorry for having excited this discussion.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. How can you think he is
sorry?

Mr. CASEY. Considering the amount of the hon. gentle.
man's shortcomings it would be hard to say when he could

If that is good doctrine for the Province of Manitoba, it is be sorry enough. The words, devilish ingenuity, was used
good constitutional doctrine for Ontario and Quebec, and it by him in describing the manner in whieh this amend-
lays down the broad principle that we have seen so much of ment was drawrn, and that word may become after
lately, in attempts to tighten the control of the bis use of it, a proper parliamentary expression, but I do
Federal over the Provincial Governments. If not impute that phrase to the policy of the hon. member in
this doctrine is laid down, then herealter no challenging this discussion. But I think, on the othe-r hand,
Provincial Legislature must venture to legislate on any bis intention was excellent, pcrhaps, te carry off n triumph
important railway matter without first obtaining the assent by cballenging a discussion that be tbought would not core
of the Dominion. This is almost equal to what was known on; but the contrary bas been the resuit and bis plan bas
in the old time as Poyning's Act-an Act which required miscarried. I tbink it was the duty of everyone wbo at-
that every Bill presented to the old Irish Parliament should tacbed lis name to any of the amendments of Last year to
emanate from the English Government, or first go to the meet the hon. gentlemans challenge, and show wbether ho
English Government for its consent. Another letter from held to his sentimcnts and was preparcd te meet bis con-
the Secretary of the Company bas been placed in my hands, stituents on the motion to whieh he set bis name. During
in which he requests the Government to consent to a this discussion it bas been plninly sbown that many of the
change of the location of the lino of railway from Portage ovils then forold bave core te pass. Tho bon, gentleman
la Prairie to the crossing of the Assiniboine River. They daims great credit, bocause some oftbese evils have net yet
simply in timate to the Government that a particular change core to pass; but the falness of time bas not yet ar! ived
of location, made entirely for their own benefit, is necessary for tbe culmination of tbose evils. Ho bas net told us, how-
to be sanctioned, and forthwith the Government of this ever, that a single evil we thon predîctod bas been shewn
country ratify the decision of the Syndicate. Taking all te be impossible, or improbable. That being the case thi
these things into consideration, I do think, Sir, that we are balance of the whole discussion is in our favor and against
placed in an extraordinary position ; but I have this conso- the poliey of the Minister of Railways. If part of our pre-
lation, that I think the bon. Minister of Railways probably dictions have come true, the ]est is likoly te bo realizod,
wishes in bis heart by this time that ho had confined him- whieh casts the balance in our favor. Take the
self to bis statement with regard to the progress of the question of monopoly in the North-West; it bas been
work on the Pacifie Railway, and that ho had not attempted clear]y shown that monepoly bas existod, and in a
to slash and cut down, right and left, hon. gentlemen on sense that nobody anticipatcd xhon theSyndieato contract
this side of the louse. 1 wonder if lie fanhed that we were was beibronthe wlise aerwhiae the leader ofthe Goveru-
af'aid te discnss this mattor. I wonder if ho thought tat mnt said culd ntexist. In that respect our prodictionsof
wo would allow bis eriticisms of these resol utions te pass, se evil bave been more than verifled. Tho Minister of Rail-
thatt by-and-byc ho might stand up at public meetings and ways attempted te do away with the force of an objection

aY: " I said so-and-so in the Parliament cf Canada, before with regard teo this mnopoly by showing that the local
these bon, gentlemen, aud they did net contradimt me." If the rates of the Canadian Paciti Railway was in soste cases the
hon, gentleman made any calculation of that kind, ho finids rates of other roads owncd by private parties. oe admitted,
bîmaself greatîy mistaken. We have dared te centradimt of course, that those rates were bigher than they would have
bim , and we tell bim that we denounce this contract as been if this had been a Govern ment rond. De t us tako
injurieus te Canada, subversive of the intorosts and the the case without considering the question of what the rates
hiberties et the people of Canada, and we wihll bodcighted wvuld have been on a Government rend and foi then ake f
te go before the people of this country and ask them tebis comparison with other railroads eo gave us only local
ocndemn the mon who imposed this bargain upon them. rates of roads whss e length was only 145 miles, in other
The people will cendemn them, and hon. gentlemen know words, the whole completed lino of the Canadian Pacifie
that amongst their own frienda, whe for other reasens sup. Bailway from Emerson t Brandon. But e forghtab etot
port them, this cbarter is net approvd of-that it was net us what is realy the fact that whil other railways give
ilpproved of by many bon. gentlemen oppobite who were through invoics at vastly roduced rates, the Canadian
''duced to support it last year; but the Pacifie cRailway, for the simple reason that it has ne
remonstrances and the censures of the people cf this comptitor gives through rates very litte les, if
eulntry wilI net se easily be set aside or supprossed. anything less, than local rates. The local rates are

I trust the people will soon speak, and speak loudly, plainly, als the throngh rates and are vastly higber than those
itolligently and honestly-speak as people whe love their cf any other railway of the same ength. 0f course
euntry, who are true-harted and truly inteligent-people through rates as a rule are very much lower than loeal

Who detest mismanagment and who will nover beuwihling rates, and for what reason? Simply because on through
to become the tools of a policy whieh is calculated t involve, traff i railroads have competition. In this case the railway
their bontry in sch difficulties and misfortunes. The has necompetition, and bas wn objecttiihin a lower
ceUnthese h l speak, and we, on our side, have ne doubt as rate for a car of wheat from Brandon for Miontreal than
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from Brandon for Emerson. It must go over their line to place in land, instead of being a cause of'congratulation b
Emerson, in any case. Therefore, the exporter of grain hon. gentlemen opposite, is a standing disgrace to their
from Manitoba and the Manitoba importer of merchandise power of forcight in making the contract. Tiire is n
have to pay as much for their froight over these 145 miles doubt that one feeling which urged supporters of the Gov.
as they would have if only using the line from Emerson, ernment to accpt the Syndicale bargain was thatthoywould
instead of going 100 miles further. The hon. gentleman's thereby have something liko finality in this contract, that
comparison is utterly fallacious and should not have been îhey woald know what they were going to pay for the
brought up in serions discussion. Thon he discussed the railway. This axpectation has beau destroyed, there
price we are paying for this road. H1e enlarged at very is no finality undar the terms Of the contract.
great length and with bis usual verbosity and eloquence, Instead ofthe finality we were to have we have been landad
with that vigor and force and fire which ho puts into every- in a wider sea of nncertainty than we were before, because
thing he utters on the vast prosperity of that country, and while the construction of this road was in our banda bis
I am bound to say, from what I personally know of it, that conduet was noticed more c0os8lY, More Closely watchod
ha bas scarcely spoken in too high terms of its prosperity. by bis supporters and by the country, than when ho is
It would be almost impossible to overrate the prospects of simply acting as the adviser oftho Govarnment in making a
a country that is having railroads built through at an extra- private arrangement and giving knowtedge which he ,a
ordinary rate, and which contains the most fertile lands inauthorizod 10 give by the terms of Ibis contract. lu fact,
America, if not in the entire world. I quite concur in these Sir, the mannar iu which tho Government have acted
praises; it would be urpatriotic to deny these facts. But towards this Company la the most disheartaning thing in
ha a8cribes this vast prosperity, this sudden and wonderful connection with the wholeontract. So far from Govern-
increase in the value of the lands of the North-West to the ment acting as a controlling power over the Company, we
fact that the contract for the construction of the Canadian find the Company acting as a controlling power ovor the
Pacifie Railway was let to the present Syndicate. Government. Justead ofthe actions ofthe Company being
Hon. gentlemen then tell us that it was in consequence of watchad by the Government in the intereats of the
the Syndicate bargain that prices of land had so gone up. country, the actions of the Governmont are carefully
He must know that in such a statement ho was nisleading watched by tho Directors of the Company in their
the House. It is not the bargain with the Syndicate which own interests. Even on the Railway Committea, whou
bas caused the tide of prosperity to flow in there; that private Bis with regard b other railways are up, we have
had begnu and was already progrossing at a very rapid seau the solicitor of that Company sitting beaide the Minis-
rate while the Government had control of the road. It tcr of Railways and dictating to him from time b lima what
had begun when the hon. gentleman's predecessors had let policy the Government should assume with regard toîher
the contract for the road from Emerson to Winnipeg, and private railways. We bave sean the rosuit of that domina-
grown in volume cvery year with increasin knowledge of tion in the dilIowance of those local charters about whieh
the country ; and wheiî tie Government de cd eir so muh lias been sid. W havasean in the grants of tim-
policy of building a lino across the prairies, at the rate of ber which hava beau made in territory which wa do not
100 miles a year or more which was thon considered a very yet know whether il belonga to thia Dominion or not. We
rapid rate, this boom certainly took a new impetus. If hava sean il in the proposai to allow the Company 10 shorten
the hon. gentleman had gono on building the road as a ils route in ordor tadimiuish the subsidy il will have Vo
Government road, tho boom would have been as great and pay. We hava sean it in a hundred instanc&, and as chal.
as enduring and have reached as high a culminating langes are in order I must challenge the Minister of Eau-
point as it now seems likely to do. But thare waysi0nama oua instancein which Ibisrailwayhave asked
would have been one grand difference, the profits arising anything Of any importance and had it refuscd 10 them.
out of the euhanced value of the lands sold would have such bas beau the casa we will al ho glad 10 hear of it.
inured to the Government instead of to this private Com- faet the hon. member for Wentworth (Mir. Rymai) was too
pany, and the settlers would have had to deal with the Govern- Iimitcd in the scope of bis*remarks when ho callad the lion.
ment, whose interest it is to get the country settled, instead gentleman who was aI your left lat uight the Servant Of
of with a company which is only a land speculating com- bis masters, meauing the Railway Company. Ithinkthîse
pany. Let -us look for a moment at the enhanced value of mastershavemany servants,and tbe opinion iscartaiuly
the lands caused by the building of the railway. The bon. borne out by the whole course of the Goverument since last
Minister must know that farm lands close to the railway year, showing as it does that the mosî obedient of their
are now held by private parties at $8 or $10 an acre. The servants are the members of the Government ot
land sales at Birtle in the early part of this month, averaged Ibis country. lu fact, they ara eztonding thcw
nearly $i n acre cash, and the choice lands sold at from $4 influence over the whole railway business of Canada.
to $7, and this at a distance of 60 or 70 miles from the 1rack ara constantly using their influence to mako thamscîves
of the railway. The hon. First Minister referred to those more wealthy and more powarful than we ever imagincd
sales the other night in congratulatory accents, and said the Vhcy could be, and tending t0 make thomselves the dictalors
Opposition would be surprised to hear what pricesof Ibis country. The rai power behind the Throne, whieh
these lands had bronlght; the Opposition were not surprised, regnlates the action of the Goverument lu conueclion with
but gratified to know that their predictions of last ail railway business, appears 10 be the influence, of what-
yeuar bad proved true as to the prices the Government ever nature iI.may be, if it la not political inflaenca, of this
could have got for the 25,000,000 of acres, had gigantic cry of railway mon and land apeculators.
they kept them in their own hands. If we take the Birtle Billread the second lime, considored in Çommiîtee and
lands alone at an average of $3.50 an acre, we have eighty
or ninety million dollars for the 25,000,000 acres of land, -

but if we take the bigher prices which lands close to the
railway are worth, say86 an acre, we have $150,000,000 as
the price for that land grant; and this does not include the Sir LEONAID TILLEY moved that Mr. Speaker do DOW
enormous sums that the Canadian Pacific Rail way have been ave the Chair for the-fouse b go again into Committea of
receiving from the sales oftown sites. The plotof Brandon Snpply.
alone, with the additions made to it, must have netted the Motion agreed b; and House resolved itfo
Syndicate more than 81,000,000. This boom which is taking mittee.

.Mr. iy


