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e wi =
gx_egtolig?sne as to the high qualities, the
My, Blairentls, and the marked ability of
2 Mr, Bigis share in everything they said
great .ab'?'n' I recognize him as a man of
and hl ity, as a man of great talent;
you ean rf“;e no hesitation in saying that
Who ig ot find to-day in Canada any one
be the cbh?t,ter endowed than Mr. Blair to
adminigte ;lltlilman of the commission, and to
ut, Sir ; e law of which he is the author.
a great o 0¥ estimation, Mr. Blair made
tion he mistake last session. In my estima-
my estimma-de the mistake of his life. In
10 the oo ation Mr. Blair should have risen
talenty o casion ; an occasion worthy of his
to do SODd of his great abilities. He failed
B and not only did he fail to do so,
languai hon. friend (Mr. Borden) recalled
- Blage ek I think was unworthy of
committeq But, Sir, because Mr. Blair had
tion ; phee a grevious fault in my estima-
the ] oaa ause he had spoken language which
ake 0§€ of the opposition has tried to
Meant g 1, as offensive, whether it was
I. Blaip he offensive or not; and even if
G A ad been ever so offensive, would
nop enVISeI' to His Excellency the Gover-
ral eral and as his chief adviser ; would
Teposed been worthy- of the trust which is
ad ay] in me by the people of Canada if I
Weigh ?Wed my own private resentment to
of o mll the balance against the abilities
DOSitionE'l}n who was so well fitted for the
Unwoptl, X My hon. friend sought to find
b Bla'y motives for our appointment of
neap tOer My hon. friend came perilously
Suage €ing unparliamentary in his lan-
many'WOIjIe did not dare to say so in so
e impl-éds-’ but he endeavoured to convey
Blair - SSlpn that we had appointed Mr.
Sion sim ?halrman of the Railway Commis-
rom OuD ¥ for the purpose of removing him
Sittin I path, and preventing him from

& with the opposition.

Some non, MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Si
thatr th’gLFRID LAURIER. I have spoken
oty élghts. Well, Sir, this is something
ftout o ((éibate here and now ; we can have
the H’oug leave it to the judgment of both
rid of Me and the country. Was it to get
Qhairmanr' Blair that we appointed him
When tha fOf the Railway Commission,
Mg oo act is that Mr. Blair stated, not
sideq Withasmn only, but on many, that he
Way polic Us on everything except the rail-
the obpo ;.Vt ; and that he could not side with
Becann. Stlhion on their railway policy—why?
Y the hq € policy which has been proposed
N i fn. leader of the opposition was in
Whilg i élhr more condemnable than ours;
18 cloot e letter which he addressed to
Blaiy staors before accepting the office, Mr.
tion, ted that he was alone on the ques-
ment one could not side with the govern-
N0t sige their railway policy, but he could
cause 1y With the opposition on theirs, be-
Thores eir scheme was a mad scheme.
ore why should we try to find motives

or make insinuations when we have the
plain fact that Mr. Blair could not act with
the opposition ?

My hon. friend said this afternoon that
there were rumours of an election, and that
somebody had come to the leader of the
government and had said to him that it
would go badly for the government in New
Brunswick if Mr. Blair were let loose in
that province, and therefore, he was ap-
pointed so that we should not have his op-
position at the time of the election. But
my hon. friend knows that there has been
no election, and therefore there was no need
of finding that motive. A moment later my
hon, friend imagined a conversation as hav-
ing taken place between Mr. Blair and my-
self, when I proposed that he should be-
come the chairman of the commission. My
hon. friend supposed that I had said, ‘ Mr.
Blair, you have been offensive ; you attri-
buted to us motives ;' and so on, and so on.
Let me suppose that I give the true version
of what actually took place between Mr.
Blair and myself ; it will not be very diffi-
cult. It is true, I may have said to Mr.
Blair, ‘I do not think you have acted in a
manner worthy of yourself.” Mr. Blair may
have said, ‘I do not approve of your policy,
but I approve still less of the policy of the
opposition.” Then, I may have said tol Mr.
Blair, ‘Though 1 do not believe you did
yourself justice on that occasion, still, as I
think you are perfectly well qualified to be
chairman of the Railway Commission, I
offer you the position.” This is something
honourable, something that everybody can
appreciate, and it is just as well to look for
honourable motives when you can find them
as dishonourable motives. This is all the
explanation I have to give on this point, and
it is unworthy of my hon. friend to try to
find unworthy motives for a thing which is
so natural as that which I have just ex-
plained to the House.

My hon. friend objects to the supplemen-
tary contract which we have made with the
Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company. He
stated at the beginning of his remarks, and
with some truth, that it was not perhaps
opportune at this moment to discuss the
supplementary contract, because it must
come up later for discussion. In fact, there
is already a notice on the paper to take up
this question at the earliest possible mo-
ment. But after saying that we should not
discuss the contract to-day, my hon. friend
went on to discuss it, and in a manner
which I fail to understand. My hon. friend
speaks as if we have been begging the
Grand Trunk Company to accept more gen-
erous terms than we gave them last year.
The truth of the matter is that we had
made with them a contract so binding that
it could not be ratified by thie Grand Trunk
shareholders, and we had to make some
modifications of it in order to secure its rati-
fication. That is the simple fact of the
matter, as will appear when the question is



