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Mr, CASEY. T observe that the member for Bonaventure
(Mr. Riopel) has voted. I wish to ask whether he is a
director of this company that is asking for & grant ?

Mr, SPEAKER, If the hon, member has no direct
pecuniary interest in the passage of the Bill, he has & right
to vote, If he has an immediate interest in the passage of
the Bill, he ought not to vote.

Mr. BLAKE. Hbe is a director of the company.

Mr, SPEAKER, Has the hon. member a direct pecuniary
interest in the passage of the Bill?

Mr. RIOPEL, I am a director in that company, but I
have no direct pecuniary interest in it.

Mr, CASEY. I observed the hon. gentleman for West
Toronto (Mr. Beaty), has not voted. I would like to ask
why he has not voted.

Mr, BEATY. 1 just wish to be excused, that is all. I
ask to be allowed not to vote,

Mr. SPEAKER. He can ask to be excused ; the rule
is that no person who has a direct pecuniary interest in the
passage of the Bill is entitled to vote. If he votes, his
vote is disallowed ; but if & member is doubtful as to
whether he has that interest he may ask to be excused.

Mr. CASEY. I object to his being excused unless he

states that he has a direct pecuniary interest in the passage
of this Bill. v P .

Mr,. SPEAKER. On what ground does the hon. gen-
tleman ask to be excused ?

Mr. BEATY. In oonse%uenoe of the peouliar nature of
this case, and the fact that I am president of the company,
and & shareholder, And, of course, it is possible that some
time or other, notwithstanding what has been said, [ may
have a pecuniary interest.

On the main motion,

Mr. MULOCK. During the progress of this debate, cer-
tain statements have been made by hon. members from
their places in this House which, if established before the
passace of this Bill, would, I think, materially affect the
action of this House in dealing with this measure, The
hon. member for King's, N. 8. (Mr. Woodworth), in the
course of his address at the opening of the debate, and
during the progress of the debate, stated, if I may summarise
his statements, to the following effect: He said that the
hon. member for West Toronto (Mr. Beaty) had néver made
any honest attempt to bunild one foot of the line, had simply
been endeavoring to sell the chartor, and that this was still
his sole and onlyh object. He further stated that there was
an agreement that the sum of $50,000 was to be divided
between certain of the directors of the road. He
farther stated that the member for West Toronto
had endeavored to sell this charter, or to make a con-
tract whereby the member for West Toronto might
be able to place in his own pocket the sum of
$1,500 for every mile of road, or in all, the sum of $675,000.
The hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) also
intimated that he had received information of & private cha-
racter which disclosed to him matters that he intimated
were of a very improper nature, and that, were an investi-
gation had, evidence would be supplied whereby the judg-
ment of this House in dealing with this measure would be
very materially affected. Under these circumstances I
would suggest whether wg are not proceediug prematurely
to-night in deciding finally how we will deal with this
charter before disposing of those various charges. Hon,
gentlemen have argued as if we had conclusive evidence,
all the possible evidence as to those various charges. Iask
the member for Richmond and Wolte (Mr. Ives) what
would his judgment be if those charges were established ? I
ask the Minister of the Interior, the trustee of the domain
of Canada, what would his judgment be if those charges
were established ? If it is true that a large portioa of the
money that is to be the outeome of this public aid is to go
into the pockets of members of the House, if the Govern-
ment were aware of that fact before agreeing to the passage
of this bill. I do not know the nature of the disclosures
which the member for Northnmberland is likely to make,
but still it is due I think to an hon. member when he makes
a grave charge of this kind that he should have an oppor-
tunity of making it good or haviung it displaced by evidence.
I am surprised, and I express my surprise with the utmost
regret, that of all Ministers of the Crown, the Minister of
the Interior, who is specially charged with the custody
of the public money and public property proposed to be
transferred on this occasion, should be the first during
the progress of this discussion to permit the handing over
of this vast amount of property without proper investigation,
when there is grave doubt cast on the bond fides of the whole
transaction. The hon. member for West Toronto stated
that recently a change in the directorate had taken place ;
that in the summer of (885 several members of this House
were placed on the directorate, If we look at the gro-
ceedings of the Government during the summer of 1885,
what do we find? We find that on 29th July, 1885, an
Order in Council was passed handing over to this company
2,880,000 acres of land belonging to the people of Canada
for the purpose of constructing this road. We find that

later on, in August, another Qrder in Gouncil was passed on



