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country,

‘ltd by my right hon. friend Jast
;k not only was it a wise and
ecee measure, but that it was ab-
thatssary for the salvation of the
were to gy by t_hls great measure we
suspension ard against the danger of the
United StatOf the bonding privilege by the
Chﬂil‘mansh'es' By his appointment to the
Mr. Blair hlp of the Railway Commission,
ment to as been _certiﬁed by the govern-
integrity 3 4 man in whose judgment and
let us he«pley have full confidence. Well,
ated ove-(l the opinion of Mr. Blair, reiter-

T and over again, of this statesman-

like m
;¢ Ieasure o > 7
0 his Speech‘-f the government. He says

M ¥

Dor‘t'\:‘{ogu%l;retl with the government so far as this
almost entj ‘h“e undertaking is concerned, rests
are Dlunwg}nrely upon the consideration that they
Unwise injg headlong into this thing, in a most
When l;ya 1,‘1dlclous, and ‘mbusinesslike way,
to get infor 11‘1‘1_'9 pausey by a year ov two of delay
of facts thatlon, we might be put in possession

“hich would justify us in proceeding.

Then, he continues :

A
ODini:)?lm:; absolutely unworkable. and in the
More every railway man in the country, a

make_sen@el'ﬁ‘&s suggestion it would be difficult to

iurthel‘ on he says :
.
e
i Seefgf:. being led in a kind of hysterical frenzy,
and apg to me, to adopt ideas that are wholly

o olutely impracticable.

€ continues -
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R:ua well-grounded fear that the Grand
o yeway Company will not allow us, two
sent ars, hence, to build and inake them

of this line, that they will not aczept

Ful‘ther on he says :

But, gj :
dupli'c'atsj;'{ I maintain that in respect to this
extension ¢ of the Intercolonial Railway by the
Decesgity tf]Om Quebec <o Moncton, there is no
cation, {he €re is no reason, there is no justifi-
t0 bo attara s RO object, zood bad or indifferent,
t s g tot nl'ed. Yes ; it is absolutely useless.
money. Ita? and absolute waste of the public
Colonia] R-#li?vzrlaoyt 01?&%’ {*-t diesr,rucﬁion of the Inter-
AL ’ it iIs a shee j
SO, the puilo, s r unjustifiable

Squander

4\ .
l‘nonheig 1§ the gentleman who has been sum-
the deliby. tl-le government to preside over
and: to erations of the Railway Commission
Way o ete out equal justice to the rail-
orporations on the one hand and to the

Deopl :
- Is)a‘;sof this country on the other. Again

And now, Sir

Intercol », the people who live ;tlong the

advantaogial Rallway are to he deprived of these
Withoutgas Wittlimut rhyme aad without reason,
A particly particle of justification and without
18 ‘dotn eho‘f warrant, and while the government
a vast g this, they are at the same time wasting
amount of public moaey in order to do it.
Further on ;
We are sa o
ying that we did
w ; not know what we
ére doing—that we did not care what we were

doing. It suits our purpose vpow to destroy
entirely what we have done, and to beliitle all
that has been .the result of our jast nolicy. That
is what is being propossd in this policy to-day.
I protest against it. * % % « Thigs proposal
is absolutely unjustifiable, and the people of this
country will not stand it. Not all the influence
which the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway can bring
to bear on the electorate will justify the outrage
proposed to be perpetrated.

mhe experiences of my hon. friend the
Minister of Customs in East Lambton and
Lambton and East Bruce would seem to
bear out the prophecy Mr. Blair then made.
Further on he Says :

It is not a commercial line we are building, it
is a political line. * * * #*  Put this question
how you will, turn it over, turn it back, examine
it right and left, inside and outside, it fails to
present to me—I do not know how it :ay appear
to other hon. gentlemen in this IIouse—a single
redeeming feature in any phase of it from begin-
ning ‘to end. :

Then, in conclusion, he says :

We are spending the money and we are getting
nothing for it. I know whereof I speak in this
regard. I am satisfied that the pesition I take
is sound and cannot be coatroverted.

Well, Sir, that was not all. The govern-
ment replied to Mr. Blair. How ?7 By
charging him with unworthy motives. I do
not wish to weary the House by reading a
number of extracts which I have under my
hand, but I may quote at least one or two.
The hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton), who, I regret to learn, is not in
very good health, and not able to be present,
but whose health I trust may be soon re-
stored—that hon. gentleman was put up by
the government to reply to the ex-Minister
of Railways (Mr. Blair). And what was
the reply of the hon. member for North
Norfolk to the charge of unworthy motives
made by Mr. Blair against his former col-
leagues ? I take it for granted that the hon.
member for North Norfolk spoke on that
occasion with the approval of the govern-
ment, and I find that this was the reply he
made. I find on reference to page 8490 of
¢ Hansard’ that the hon. member for North
Norfolk used this language :

His position yesterday, lacking as it did that
dignity which ought to pertain to the position of
a gentleman who resigns on high ratriotic and
moral grounds, and the bitterness of his attack
convinced me “that there is something beneath
and beyond the ostensible reason asgigned for
his leaving the cabinet.

Perhaps it would have suited my hon. friend,
the ex-Minister of Railways batter if he had bad
the disposal of the contracts for building that
road, but I think it will be constructed fully as
cheaply under the arrangements arrived at.

The answer, therefore, to Mr. Blair was
the tu quoque argument. The hon. gentle-
man attributed to Mr. Blair motives which
are unworthy certainly of any member in
this House, and particularly of any member
of a cabinet entrusted with the granting of



