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% no groiind foi thé attacks made on the hon. member for
West Torotito.

Mr, MITCHELL. Oh, oh.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Not a bit of ground; and if
the hon. gentleman whose pure soul I know is terribly
horrified at the idea of a public man making the slightest
use of his public position for his private ebjects—if the
hon. gentleman says 80, I am bound to accept his statement,

but [ would hardly have expected him to say so, from hls; portan seotion of the country, xnd o di % Be
| subsidised and assisted out - dotnain &
had votes from the people of Manitobs, amd fromt n¥embeérs

general idea how public companies are organised and cqrried
on.

Mr. MITCHELL. That is a wondérful statement, I can
poarvely grasp it. State it plainly.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). If the hon, gentleman wants
my resson, I will give it. An hon. gentlemar who has sat
in this Heuse for sessions past, who has madé use of his
positien in this Honse against 4 public corperation in this
eountry, and who has openly avowed that he has dome it
because the manager of that eorporation did not pay him
the sum that he thought his services to that corporation
were worth, it dees not snit that hon. gentleman well to
assume the high tone he has taken ahd exhibit the pure
soul he has exhibited to-day.

‘Mr. MIPOHELL, Iam glad the hon. geutleman has
got ¥omething specific. Go on, now.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Then, the hon. member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake) was good enough to say what
we had to guard against in this connection was the over-
g:arging of tg‘ese railways w’]ilth capital a’%connt, and in

nsequence the iriposing on the peiplé too high tariffs in
order 10 meet thbseﬁg:argés. Whl;z'i}; the faetg?h The first,
thie only fixed [charge, practically, on these railway corpo-
rétions, is the bonded debt. Parliament fixes the limitation
of the amount of the bonded debt, and in this case, if I
rdﬁielmber rightly, the bonded debt was limited to $20,000
& mile,

Mr. BLAKE. Put on another five.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell), Whether the amount be $20,000
or $25,000, the argument is precisely the same. The hon.
gentleman, as & member of this House, hay, if I mistake
not, bot offered any opposition to this amount. It is quite
true, the hon. gentloman is & member of the Railway
Committee, but he has practically abdicated his fanction as
a member of the committée, unless thero is a party
advantsage to be gained, for we have never the advantags
of seeing him at the meetings, except wheit an og‘pdrtdﬂity
presents itself for party sdvantage, and then
turns up, Bat it wad his business to attend the meetings
of the committee and opposeé thir amount being fixed, if he
thought it was too high. It was nbt oppoied, it was gianted
by the Railway Committes withotit opposition; it was
assented to by Parliament without opposition, and there-
fore it is the limit fixed by Parliament, to which the fixed
charges on that railway can be raised. It is theréfore
simply childish to talk a{ont our having to be careful about
the fixed charges, in view of the fact that they are within
the purview of Parliament, that they have been fixed by
Parliament, and may be guarded by Parliament in
the future. Then, as to the grant of subsidy by the
Government. There is not a dollar of subsidy granted by
the Government or an aere of land, which is not dependent
on the construction of the railwhy. Why do we give s
grant? We give it that the people in that district may
havé the advantdge of a railway runuing through it; and
in this partioular case we have déclared that not an acre of
land shall be given before fifty milek of the rosad are con-
stracted, and then the bakince of the subsidy shisil only be

e always]

iven 88 _the road is constructed, from time to time, on A
ed mileage, Under those circumstances, the snbaidy
which e:im give is one lg:st muatedbq earned be&reﬁ:ln be
received. 1t cannot be trafficked in, except w besis
of the construction of the road ; and the ppusmon of th
road is what is desired, when this Parlihmenat ggv& fb:lb-
sidy. Is there anyone opposed to the granting of a subsidy
towards this réad ? ‘Nogody, I have hekrd,iu _venttired
to say the Government did ot ot wisely it grhnting’ thé
subsidy. Everybody admits the road rims through an ini-

the pudlis domatn,

of Parliament on both sides, in favor of granting a subsi

| There is no guestion whatever about that; ’iﬂﬁﬁh’dn"%

grant it in sach a way that notone single aore will b
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given until fifty miles of the a4 wré biiflt,
the only way in which trafcking cah tdke phite

in reference to this charter is on the basis, of the ¢ got-
jon of thé railway, thus giving the peop tﬁ? w
to by

e th

of railway connection under the ﬁkegegg"f ge agréed to
Parliament. Weare told, however, that miembers of Parlia-
ment onght not in any way to be interested in railway
charters. There are more wiys than one in which a
meuber of Parliament may be interested in & railway oor-
poration. Suppose we declare that members ghall n%be
so interested. I know there have beén oases in which
prominent members of Parliament were counsel for railway
corporations, I know that presidents of important railway
corporations in England have announced the o¥inions th
had from counsel in Canada, members of Pdrliament, ar
even declared the amount, $2,000, whioh they ‘paid for the
opinion, That, of course, would not influence the particular
gentleman who recéived it, in his pgrlig'mentirlg ‘courge,
althotigh it may be rega: od a3 & somewhat gignificant fact
that everything the corporation opposed in Parliambnt that
hon, gentleman opposed as well. I do not siy the two.
things are in dny way conneoted, but if I were disposed
to deal with the question in the spirit of hon. gentlemen
opposité, I might assume that what is possible must be
true, I might very well connect the two, thmgs .tggher,
and point out that a protihent member of this Hoase
could be connected with and influended by a railway cor-
poration just ab éasily and as well as if his name were in
the ohatfer and he was gétting advantagss as the result of
his nam® beirg in ke charter.

Mr. LANDERKIN. By printing oontraocts, for instsncs;
_ Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). In this patticulat cise Whit
we have to do is to see,if possible, that this railwiy ¥
built. I believe its comstrgetion would hqig*bgq. com-
menced before this, but ?or the preliminary charge against
the road for the fifty miles of grading dope on @3%&
knd Rocky Mountain Railway. It is a serious matber to ask
pontractors or capitalists to enter upon an enterprige of this
kind with a first charge upon it of $100,000 to $125,000 for
which they received nothing, since it is not as if this road
had been graded on the present line and the company were
to get the advantage of the work done, but they have to pay..
the amount on a piece of road which they are not permitted
to use at all. That has been one of the difficulties to be cons
tended with. The Railw, I Oommittizgmperly determin
that these people should be paid, 80 rego,rtod to this
House, and this House is now asked simply this : that cer-
tain negotiations having taken pldos, certain progress
Having been made in the negotiations for the construotion’
of the rodd, we shall riot interrupt those negotiatiung until
st any rate, a réasonable time has elapsed in which it may
be shown that they are negotiations looking to the con-
straction of the railwi:{aor that they are not of & serious
character. If we find that the company are nuable to con-
struot the railway ; if we find that the president is unable



