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Tho hon. gentleman proposes to give aid to certain specified the intereste of the poople. I belleve that in this, as well
lines, all of which, I believe, have been incorporated. If the as in many ether things, hon, gentlemen opposite have
hon, gentleman were to leave to railway companies organ- erred a great deal. Now, Sir, the leader ef the Opposition,
ised the freedom to build lines where they pleased, subject at the beginning ef bis remarks, aeked why thoso branch
to certain limitations, upon the conditions that were stated linos had net beancoristructed. Was it because they wore
in the Bill which was submitted in 1878, they would afraid of the monoply of the Canadian Pacifie Railway? Sir,
present a more satisfactory scheme than that which is now it is impossible to suppose that theso companies were afraid
submitted. If there was anything that could tend to justify ef such a monoply. The reaon why they have met with
the course suggested by the Bill of 1878 it is what Ministers sucb opposition in carrying eut their seme bas been.this:
are proposing at this moment. The land, which a few years ago was valued at sncb

a bigh figure, al et once fou deown te almost
Mr. ROYAL. The hon. gentleman said that if his Bill otbing. Wby? Because, instead ef the political

had been passed Manitoba and the North-West Territory parties bavingeenngb patrietism te value the lands
would be now settled, that greater prosperity would reign in the North-West at their real value, one et the parties
all over that country, that very likely each of the farmers placed these lands vory high, and assumot that the prospects
there would have a large deposit in the bank; in fact, that ef'tho farmer were very geod, while, on tho ethor side, tho
the golden era would -have dawned upon that country. Well, newspapors et the Opposition and the Farmers' Union
Sir, I beg to differ fron the hon. gentleman's statement. endeavored te depreciate the value of the lands, te deprc-
He says that in the States Iowa, Missouri and Illinois-he ciate the condition of the country, and naturally convoyed
did not say Kansas, ho did not say Dakota-the increase of an impression te intending immigrants that in.ceming te
population has been in proportion to the increase in the the North-West they would cernete a desolate country,
construction of railways. That may be quite true; but the where bunger andiruin would stare them in the face. 18 it
hon. gentleman forgets that it may not be safe to draw a any wonder that these gentlemen now eay: Why have net
parallel from the other side of the line, for the reason that these brandi lino cempanios bult their roade? They mut
the people there enjoy other institutions and are in a different go for an answer te the tarmera iniManitoba and the North-
political condition from ourselves. First, they are indepen- West Territeries. Wall, Sir, when the contract wa8 awarded
dent; and although there are two political parties among te the Canadian Pacific Railway Company thero was, ne
thom, as there are with us, those parties do not carry on poli- deubt, a menopely clause. That monopely clause was car-
tical warfare in the same manner that parties do with us. In tainly the essence ef the contract, and it had te bo so, because
the United States, if one party wants to settle the country otherwise ne cempany in the vorId would have undertaken
the other party will not spread abroad advertisements and sucl a task upon the conditions that the Government ofl'rod
newspaper articles decrying their country. It is otherwise them. After that charter was passed we saw the hon.
in Canada. If the Conservative party happons to be in gentlemen opposite asking this Government te destrjy
power, and they propose a plan for building a railway that monepcly, ant break faith with the compeny.
in unsottled portions of the country, hon. gentlemen Wobon, gentlemen opposite then acting in gootifaitb?
opposite, opposed to the Conserrative party, by their No, Sir; they merely wantett destroy that clause, whieh
newspapers and by their organisations, immediately begin was eseential to the construction ef the Canadien Pacifie
to doclare that the land is unfit for settlement, that Railway. That was the extont et the patriotism exhibited
i t is no use for a European immigrant to attempt to settle in by lon, gentlemen opposite antitheir ionde in Ontario,
the North-West, because farming there will not pay. Sir. we Manitoba, ant in the North-West Torritories. Now, Si, I
have Lad that experience in Manitoba for the last three could net isten te the bon. gentlemen opposite witbout
yeuars, a most unfortunate expOrience, and it bas done more feeling that the failure te construet theso branch lincs was
ihian anything el-;e te tard the progress eof that Pr'ovince. net the fult of the Govprment. I was nt the iat el
Now, it may bc that the seheme of the hon. member fer this Governm ent; it was the faintgs,hon. gentlemen o pp-
Bothwell (Mr. Milles) was a wenterful seheme, but it dees site. They, ant they alone, have dne evervthing te Odepre.
seem, extraordinary that the wiedem et'fIParliament et ate the value etin e Noth-West lands, either by the brown
thet tino was unable te approciato iL, and, unt'ortanately, newspapdrs or by advertising the Kanas country, or by the
we are stili unable te appreciate iL to.day. I bolieve that Farmers' Union; and yo, M . Speaker, knewaciwell as Ido
the schemQ that the Govorument now propose tethisflouse that the Fieros' Union is nothig else than a politieai
e the enly ene that will tend te develop the inteneets of organisation, the hears on which were frins, intimate
Manitoba and the North-West Territory. Hon, gentlemen friends8 anti inspined frieuds, of hon. gentlemen opposite.
opposite have endavoed te show that lie policy of the Mr. WATSON. The iongentleman saih e coul et
Governmont bas preventothlie construction eof brandiait stil anti h istn te te etatemonts made on thie sidaof ste.
lincq. Woll, how le it that tuis very sohome is now pro- hinse. I was a litt e surpisetinstear thatetatement by
pset at the requetefthose bnancb lino cempaniesp? Do the hon. memben for Provencher (ir.oalt).He las
lien, gentlemen opposite suppose tiat those cmpainies do further statehetat the reason why branc linos tof railway
net look aften their ewn interest ? Do they tbink thosecoud nt be blt in that cuntry was because thersewas
ce niues forget that there is only ene trunk lino of rail- enlyo e rer eutwet v he country, ant thbat controlled
way in Manitoba anti the North- West Trnitory? Do they by eue company antithugiote local companies La i
forget that tho brauch linos wil neceesarily have te make toedeal wit dte Canadiaen Pacifie oRailway to geran
frigit arrangements with the trunk lino ? They know, as outîcî; anti that wes oeeoet thè îeasoné why- îhey
well as we do, Iliat suci is tho case; antiyot, notwitistand.hatnt been able to buil t the roa t with the land grants
ing, iL muet bo admittoti that the brandi linos knew their alroady reeeived. The hon. gentleman went on to deneune

wn interets a litte botter than o gentlemen opposite.i that I oin

the orth-Westantheold come et aesolaostiontry,

Tey come te theGovernment anti say that if le Georwment decrie the cou ntryin wle pat, an that was ee et the
are willing te give them 6,000 acres per mile thoy are roady te reasn onds failure. N ew, we have net to go far back t
censtruet those brane linos. Sir, i je prepostereus te sup- fiatieuth bat that hon. gentleman's opinion wa as twhym
pose that iLle in the intoret oe toe Chenadian Pacific Railway raiîwayewere net construotet in Manitoba. I aad the
net te, encourage the construction et' those brandlinos, hornly fintroducing a Bil in this ouse, asking for a char-
Suelytie Government, in edjusting anti conlrolhing ti toerwt buil a railway fron Portage la Prairie te the Lake
tra Me ratesoe thie trunk lino will sec that they areinosh te Woods. The oan. gentleman opposem that Bi
acordanc witli common songe, and wihl not be oppo8edt i tht oommittee-it w bnet dss in the louae

Mr. MILL15.


