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being taxed. The next point the hon. gentleman has
found fanit with is the amoant that we are giving the
Company. He says that, last year, the hon. the First
Minister stated in the Honse, that the regulations of the
Departmont of the Interior were to this effect: the-
policy of the Government was, that along the railway the
lands would be divided into so many' belts, there
would be Bolte A, B, C, 1) and E, anid the first belt
alongside the rai lway would be sold-at-$5 -an acre, the next
$4 an acre, the following $3, the next $2, and thelast $1 an
are. The hon. gentleman, last year, I may observe,
ridieuled the idea of having those lands sold for $4 and
$5 per acre, and thought that after such an exhibition
the hon. the First Minister should disappear and make
place for him. Well, the country thought otherwie. We
passed ýour scheme, and thie year ohere-we ore with this new
sobeme. Well, last year the price was $5 an acre,
and the hon.,gentleman says: "new you are going to give
this Company blocks one mile in frontage and twentyfour
in depth. H1e adds: "Apply to them the rate of $5
or '44 per aere, as the case may be, and yen have an
iminense sum for 4he 25,00,00 acres of hnd. But if the
hon. gentleman applies those prices of $1 and $5
an acre to our seheme, he should apply them like-
wise to the proposed ýsebeme of his hon. friend next to him
(Mr. Mackensie). If it is too high a rate for us, it must
be far -too high a rate for his hon. friend. He knows that
55,600,000 -acres of land-he ! was in the Government
then-

Mr. BLARE. I was net in the Government.

Mr. LPANGE VIN. If the hon.-gentleman was neot in the
Government, he was not opposed to the scheme. le was in
favor of it. Hesupported it. He never separated himseolf
fromn his friends on account of it. At the rate of
$5 an acte for 55,000,000 acres, you will have
$275,000,000. It looks a big sum. The hon. gentleman
smiles at it, no doubt it is laughable, but ho must remember
that ho made the same laughable calculation about our old
scheme, and if he laughs on one side of the mouth he must
also laugh on the other side. My hon. friend at my right
has passed me a calculation to show that a strip of land 100
feet through a township would make 72 acres altogether as
the whole exemption :n the township for all time to come.j
Well, let the hon. gentleman take the Toads in ail our
townships, and lie will flnd many times 72 acres in each that
are not taxed, and why ehould this highwnay, this railway, be
taked? [ was observing that this rate of $5, or $4
should have been applied by the hon. gentleman to the
three different sohemes. He should have shown that thei
$4 or $5 or $3 per. acre applied to the scheme of 1873,
made ueh an amount ; that applied to the secheme ofk
his 1ion. ýfriend (Mr. Mackenzie), it made so much;
and that applied to the present scheme; it made
another amount; and that comparing the three with1
each -other, the amount obtained by the scheme of(
1873 wasleîs than that given by thei scheme of 1875,i
and that the:present scheme was less costly than either.
My hon. friend at my right (Sir C. Tupper), did not
apply tho rate of $1 an acre to our own seheme
and $5 an acre to the stheme of the hon. gentleman.
lie acted .fairly by applying the dollar rate to -both echenes,
and he found that the amount was exactly what I stated int
the beginniug of mysyemarks, that is: In this case, 178,000,
000, while it-wasamnchIargerinaminI8731 and a stili larger
sam according to the ucheme of the bion. gentleman.
Neverheless, the hon. gentleman deela redand he tried 4o0
make the House and the eumantry beiove, that our scheme
wasa bad one. I have no doubt that when the country
boomes aequaited-with the speeches made on both sides,j
theIop4e will jadge us as th«v.did in 1878; they wii seej
that we-have breoght forward a scheme for -the good of thef

Mr. LANGzviN.

country, and the best that could be adeimuder tihe frem=
stances. Hon gentlemen ask us: "Is there-not oeeitrthïing in
that seheme you would prefer not to -sec in it-you would
prefer to sec changed ?" I will answer the hon. genteman
in the same way as we did in 186fi, wh3n we-cmekown
with the scheme of Confederation. We said to theMfonse
that was the best scheme we could present underthe-eirein-
stances. We said to the country, we have not -to deùliith
-an uninhabited country, which will b- settied iir thelntre,
and to which we will have to give laws amd institutions. We
have -not to deal with a country settled by only soe ra-Ce,
and that race having but one religion; we have to doal
with a country settled - by different races, by Eàglilh-
mon, Frenchmen, Sceotchmen, Irishmen and GermanF.
We have to deal with a country where the Protestant
religions and the Roman Cathoie religion, are each pro-
fessed by a large number; we have different institutions,
and special institutions in one of> the Provinces, and those
special institutions are for the French race, who areattached
to them, and wish to keep them-a loyal people, as loyaL
as any other in the Dominion-and, under these
circumstances, we have to consider the interests of all; herc
is a scheme of confederation, and we ask you to pass it as-a
whole. It is a question of compromise; it is a treaty
between the different Provinces; and though there may be
in that scheme-and there were certain thing% that, for my
own part, I would have preferred omitted-nevertheless
1 accepted it asa scheme of compromise, as one that would
secure the future greatness of this country. Why did the
Government do that? Because we were not alone to settle
this question. We were four Provinces, and we had to take
into account the prejudices and the difference of races of
each. But there was something else. We knew there were
outlying provinces, west and east, as well as territories,

which would sooner or later ask for admission into the Con-
federation. Did we treat them as foreign countries ? No;
we said they should have the same institutions und the
same laws as ourselves. Well, Mr. Chairman, in
this ease, in this contract, we are not only one party;
we have to deal with the Syndicate. These gentlemen are
one party and we are the other. We have to make a
contract with these gentlemen for the building of this road.
Shall we say to them: "You must take that or nothing ?" That
is not the way contracts are made. You have to give and take ;
you have to take into consideration the exigencies of the
case; you have to sec whether your terms are acceptable to
the other party, and, after reasoning the matter with him
you find that he is right and that your proposal is not
sufficient, and you have to give more land, or more money,
or other conditions; the result is that you have to agree to
give and take on both sides, to prepare the contract and
sign it. That is what -we have donc. flere is a contiract, and
we say that is the best we can do. I believe it is to the advan-
tage of the country. We shall save money to the country
by adopting it, and I hope the answer will be " yes;" from.-ail
our friends. The next point the hon. gentleman has alluded to
is the sale of land by the Company and by the Government.
The hon. gentleman has gone into a very learned and very
elaborate calculation to show that, while the Company ls
going to make a great deal of money with their land, the
neighboring blocks belonging to the Government will
searcely sell at all. The Company, he says, will seell
thelr lands for $5 an acre, while our .lands,
lying alongside, will not -sell for more thon a
dollar an acre. That -must b the inference eim
the calculations of the leader of the Opposition, because
ie applies his five dollar calculation Vo the COem-
pany's and not to the Glovernment' land. But if the
Company are able to sell their lands at this priee, we are
justified in expecting that the Government's land w1 seI
just as well. I hope the Oompany will sell their lands -iat

five dollars an acre, and that settlers will be glad to pay
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