
rcoomineiice oomtrnctioM, ihe imimiiKi wm not lopt »n.l ih. ™;iii,l.> ..xMii,.!,..! of
onu /ear is tlis only oriu we ever recuivuj.

Ill thin oonncclioii Mr. I'rovaml called iiHeiition t.i tliu iiiiiiieniiia extvimioi'ii

of time given the Interprovitieial Uridip., (icorxian Hay (-'•lal, I'oritiac and
Paoitio Junelion Railway Company'- l)ri<l({ent Allunictte lhlunil,:iti.l olTi^red tliem
aa ahowinK the difference hetwoen the treiitiiient iiccorded here to (,'aimdian and
to Kritiah inveatum. The practice ha>l lieen to ^ivo uxieii-.i.iii* ,.f time »n>l to
ruvote Bubsidiuj. Tlie Chi«neotc) ache ii.t i, ihu ordy exuiption ni.idu.

TlIK CoMI'ANt's OkKKRH.

Mr. I'rorand next outlined the vurioua torina of relief aakcd
eriinieiit, hut to which no natiafuctory anawer hud yet hwii j,'iven.

follows :

of the (iov

They were aa

We have asked the (Jovernnient for lelief in various wny» without siiecea-.

Firstly, hy rovotinK our anlwidy ami chartei-, to which we are clearly entitled

dccnrdine to all Canadian prccedenla.

Secondly, if they will not do so we are ajjreeahle to accept a anin as compen-
sation and failing agreement a to the amount wc arc willing to leave this to h«
*ixed by arbitration.

Thirdly, as the Grivernment hni! not consented either to reinstate or cuinpen'
euto ns we have asked for a Select Ciinioitteo of the House to hoar our ease and re-

port to Parliament which will then be inforim ' of the facts ami able ti> arriro at

a fair judgment as to the inerita of the (lueati^ The (lovurn'uent would incur do
responsibility in granting this committee and .i,ed not adopt any of its lindings
unlesa they thought tit to do so.

Fourthly, I havo suggested a reference to the Hon. Mr. .Justice Hurbidge of
Ihu Exchec]Uer Court sitting as a Coinmisoloner to ascertain anil rjport the f.tet.t.

as he did in 1892 with several claims arisiiii; out of contracts to construct the
Cipe Hreton, Oxford and New Glasgow Railways which were referred to him
III this case also, there would be no responsibility assumed by the (iovernnient
in doing so.

So far they have not agreed to any of tlii^sc proposals.

In conclusion Mr. I'rovand again called attention to the cxpeiidituie of
*4.0iH),000 by the company on the enterprise upon the good faith of the Dom-
inion. He claimed there is no other instance on record anywhere of investors

expending their own money on a public work not being allowed tlic time to com-
plete it. He asserted the investors would not have put their money into the un-
dertaking had they thought it possible they would receive such treatment and
also that the investors had a substantial grievance and appealed to the sense of
fairness of his audience for their co-operation in securing justice.

Replying to a quebtion Mr. Provand said that the company had caretakers


