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constrncting tbe bridge. And wby ? Sim-
ply because la the meantime there bas been
a great calamity which bas destroyed life
and bas been tbe cause of the loss of mucb
money and mucli valuable time.

,Mr. MONK. It bas brought out the fact
that there was no supervision or careful
examination of the plans.

Sir WILFRID LAURIER. The very
words tbe bon. gentleman (Mr. Monk) now
uses are tbe strongeat condemnation of his
attitude. How Goes be know tbat tbere
was no proper supervision of the plans?
Â commission bas been appolnted to investi-
gate this niatter and tell us where the
blame lies. The fault may have been in the
plans; it may bave been ln tbe supervision;
it may have been ln sometbing else. But,
certainly, tbe bon, gentleman (Mr. Monk)
his no information and will not know the
facts until tbe report of tbat commission
ls before us. Stili, the bon. gentleman ls
not above censuring the government though
he does not know the facts and tbongb the
facts are at this minute being investlgated.
1 rCl)eat wbat I said a moment ago, that
the gist of tbe offence which ls charged
against the government Is that they d
not carry on this work as a government
work, but entrusted it to a company. 1
am snrprised tbat my bon. 'frlend should
bave spoken as he GiG of that company, that
lie should bave cast slurs upon It, that lie
sbould have questioned Its motives and its
bonesty. The bon. gentleman is aware, or
be ouglit to lie aware, that some of the direc-
tors of that company are men whose char-
acters are above reproach; that tbey tire
some of tbe best men, not oniy ln the city
of Quebec, but ln the whole country. I.
bave not ail tbe names at my disposai at
this moment, but I bave several lu mind.First of ail tbere ls Mr. Parent, the chair-
man. Mr. Parent ls a gentleman 0 n
Goubted business abillty, of undonbted-
tegrity. He bias been lu the limeliglit for
many years; be bas been accnsed, but lie
bas come ont triumpbantly ont of every ac-
cusation brongbt agalnist bim. Next to Mr'.
Parent ln Influence perbaps is tbe Hon. John
Sbarples, a member of tbe Legisiative Council
of Quebee, one of tbe ablest businessmen in
tbat city, wliose family bas been connected
for generations witb tbe lumber trade. More-
over, tbe hou. gentleman sbould not forget
tbat Mr. Sharpies 1a not a member of the
party ta which I belong, but a member of
bis own party. Another name ls that of
Mr. Gaspard Lemoine. He also ls one of
the al)lest mon lu the city, and enjoys the
bigbest reputatton for honesty; bis char-
acter 18 above reproacli. Agaîn, If I may say
go ta my bon. friend, if it be any certiticate
of character, Mr. Lemoine also belongs to
the Conservative party. Another name ls
tbat 0f Mr. H. N. Price. He also ls a well
known business man of the city of Quebec,
and If tbe fact will remove any of the objec-
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tions my hon. frlend bas to the board, 1
may mention tbat Mr. PrIce ls also a mem-
ber of the (Jonservative party. Another one
of the directors was Mr. DobelI, a former
memberof tbis House and of this government,
a most respected gentleman, whose character
was above reproach. Another director was
Mr. Andette, hend of the firma of Thibaudean
Bros., and one of the most respected men
ln the city of Quebec. Now, Sir, would
the lion, gentleman dare ta say that tbese
gentlemen I bave mentioned, Mr. Parent,
IMr. Audette, Mr. Price, Mr. Lemoîne, and
Mr. Sharples, would be gullty of any such
offences as he bas mentioned? Does he be-
lieve that these gentlemen, wbose business
reputation 15 of the very hlgbest, would have
been guilty, as he said ln bis too basty and
-infiammatory remarks, of attempting to
plunder the treasury ln the summer of 1903
wben it became known that the Grand Trunk
Pacifie was to be constructed? Sir, sucb
language is intolerable la tbis House; sncb
language ls not wortby the hon, gentleman,
It is beneatb hls dignity. He ougbt not to
have spoken ln that way of men who, if 1
may say so, are bis equals ln every respect.

Mr. BERGERON. Were these gentle-
men, wbose names have been mentioned,
original directors of the company? Could
the bon, gentleman say wben tbey were ap-
pointed to that position?

Sir WILFRID LAURIER. So far as my
Information goes, these gentlemen bave been
connected witb the sebenie, I wll not say
from Its inception, but for ten years at least,
I thlnk tbey were connected with the com-
pany ln 1899. I speak ner correction, but
1 am sure my Information will be found
absolutely correct. Now we mlgbt bave
adopted the plan suggested by tbe bon, gen-
tleman and made this a government work.
But tbougbi we migbt bave done so, I am
sure that everybody at that time ln this
House, everybody on tbese benches at ail
events, beiieved tbat the work was con-
Iided to gentlemen who were absoluteiy re-
hiable, and that tbese gentlemen wbo were
then active dîrectors of the coxnpany would
properly and honestly expend every cent of
that money. I bave no reason to believe
the contrary. Tbe bou, gentleman bas made
a speech wbicb be sbould bave made upon
another motion. He wants to ba'e an in-
vestigation held upon tbe manner In wbicb
the bridge was constructed. 1 bave no opin-
Ion to express upon that question. But 1
have only to say that the observations lie
made would come more properly on another
occasion. I must say that tbe bon, gentle-
man bas spoken on this occasion wlth a
levity wbich greatly surprised me. He
stated that the motion of the hon. member
for Hamilton (Mr. Barker) was justifled be-
cause lives bad been iost tbrough the want
of care, througb the negligence of the gov-
erument. Why, Sir, wbat warrant had the
lbon, gentleman to speak la tbat way?
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