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ou:it which tley got quite improperly as
profits by the Qu'Appelle, Long Lake and
Saskatchewan Railway, and we have $16,-
303,891. Even then the roads did not serve
their purpose. The idea of these roads was
to open up the Saskatchewan valley. Hon.
gentlemen opposite suggest the sane idea
with regard to northern Ontario. They say
it will serve the purpose better if lines of
railway should run frorn the south to the
north, on 'the same principle as in this
case. The result was that the Saskatche-
vnu valley was onily tapped in two places,

and there lias been practically no develop-
ment, and will not be until a lateral line
is built from east to west in that country.
Before the Prince Albert line was built, I
am inforned, the town of Prince Albert
went to the expense of sending three dele-
gates to Ottawa to protest against action
whicb was bound to result in blocking the
exteisioi of the Manitoba and North-west-
ern, whicli was projected from Portage la
Prairie, iu a north-westerly direction to the
town of Prince Albert. Their prayer was
not listened to. The government spolie the
word to the then Conservative member for
Saskateliewan, and lie informed the dele-
gates that their mission was useless, and
they went back home. The result was that
the lines were built from Regina to Prince
Albert and freni Calgary to Edmîonton for
the purpose of opening up the Saskatchewan
valley, and the Manitoba and the North-
vestern was hung up for years, and was
never extended until this year. It was bilt
to Yorkton at that timè, and it bas remained
at Yorkton until last year.

Mr. CLANCY. What lias all this to do
with the merits of the two propositions
iiow befre the House ?

Mr. SCOTT. Is it not perfectly fair, Mr.
Speaker, tliat in considering this proposition
ve should compare it with the legislation

placed upon the Statute-books of this coun-
try in years gone by by the Conservative
goverinient ? Now, as I pointed out, on
these two little deals, these two little rail-
ways, comprising about 550 miles, some-
body was allowed to get away improperly
with $16,303,891. I am reminded that my
lion. friend from West Elgin (Mr. Robinson),
one evening silice the commencement of thlis
session, expressed some curiosity to see that
individual who is frequently termed a graf-
ter. My lion. friend frorn West Elgin will
reiemiiber that one evening here be read a
letter from some one in Vancouver, I think,
and said lie would like to see one of these
individuals spoken of as grafters. It seems
to nie tliat if we could put our finger on
the gentleman who got away with these
$16,000,000 we would find a grafter under
our finger. Now, I would advise my lion.
frienîd fromn West lgi to cast bis eye down
to the seat just four rows in front of him,
t) the seat of the hon. junior memaber for
West Toronto (Mr. Osier) and lie will see
-- or lie would see, because the seat is vacant

at the present moment-le would see, if the
seat was filled by its member, one of these
grafters who, by himself and lis associates.
got away with this sum of $16,000,000 odd
dollars.

Mr. KEMP. I rise to a point of order.
Is it ia order for an hon. gentleman to call
another bon. gentleman in this House a
grafter ?

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, if you will per-
mit nie, before you give your ruling, 1 make
baste to withdraw the appellation, and I
leaî ve it to my hon. friend to apply the terni
that be thinks will best suit any man who,
with his associates in the railway business,
manages to get away with a matter of
$16,000,000.

Mr. BARKER. Quite apart from the rule3
of the House, it strikes me that, instead of
insinuating charges that are very grave in-
deed if true, the bon. member should come
out straight and fair and charge my hon.
friend fre-in West Toronto with what lie
iisinuates.

Mr. SCOTT. I cannot imagine that there is
anîy amibiguity in my words. I have stated
here that somebody, some persons in this
country, got into their peckets, through Con-
servative - railway legislation, a matter of
$16,303,S91, which would not have got into
their pockets under proper legislation.

Mr. BARKER. What has 'that to do with
the particular gentleman lie picked out ?
He might as well refer to me or any other
gentleman.

Mr. SCOTT. I will make a further state-
ment, and make it upon my responsibility,
that the hon. member for West Toronto-
I do not want to make any mistake, I will
name hlim-Mr. Osler, is one of the gentle-
men who is implicated in this matter. I do
not blame him at all. Individuals in this
country are not expected to work for
their liealtlh. When they go into railway en-
terprises they are going to make all the
money they can out of them. I am not
thro'wing any aspersion upon the bon. mei-
ber for West Toronto ; but I am calling to
the attention of this parliament and the peo-
ple of this country the kind of legislation
that the Conservative party put througli
when they were in power, and the kind cf
legislation which enabled their friends to
get away with an amount of money like
this. They were perfectly right to take tho
money when they got the opportunity. But
I am pleased to say that in the legislation
brouglit down by the Liberal government
no person is going te have an opportunity
to make away illegally or improperly with
any amount of money, or legally and pro-
perly with any illegitimate amounts of
money.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am afraid that I am
exceeding the time which I had allotted my-
self. But these are two notorious deals
trhit I have mentioned, and I venture to say
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