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Tupper, aftr having b'y telegrami consulteit Sir
JoAhnî i1aednal. As if thiat were not sutifficient,
the mnisterial caundidate for that division, M r.
Châteauvert, iaving on his rigt bad the \inister
of P1ubliu W ks. and on his left land the Minister
of Nilitia. boti of whoma were present, accorlintg to
the pape. at a meeting wihere lhe 'was chosen as ai
eamiilidate, spoke on the question of the bridge. I
vish to caflc theattention o4if the House and of those
two Nliister.s to this statement, and I want to
k.now froma theii wl.et lier t-lie statenent. is true or
nit. LIr. Chteauvert sauil:.

" After lint iiug atobtained froui the Ottawa Gove rinment,
throiugh the influience of our Ministers.-Sir I. Laigevinu
aLUil tir A. Carun, the release of the million dollardebena-
tures :an.1 a aroni-e o(f a ssistance for the bridge hetween
Quebeu ami Lévis, I shuld consider mayself ai bzad ei.tizen
it'I di nits conaent to com e forwatrd under circumstaces
so 4 dvantageous to athe city.''

There is the statemuent -tiat, tlhrougih the influence
of the Ministers i question. Mr. (haiteauvert had
olbtainael a apromise of assistauce for the constrw:tion
of tlat bridge, aini. as .1 hiave alraealy saisd. there
ean e nu dispute of the correctness of the report
of thait speech. baenulse it ias beaen sent to .'Il the
electors cf the s dvisiouir by M r. Châteauvert hirnself.
I iai ve luere a circular miîlressed to miyself enclo.sinr
tlat speech, 1 ild in which M. Claâteauvert states
that this is a correct report of the reimarks lhe madle
at this aIeetinig wliclh was attendslei l'y the two hu01n.

i inisters I have referredi to. Som1e1 tiiec ago J put
a uilesion to the Governmuîent withl respect toi this
speech. I askedtheGovenmentastitheirintentis)
with regard to the lbridge. amdl I i askel the Miniiisters

cwhether it was true that Mr. Châteauvert lad
iadle the speech awinsiliad olbtaiiedi the proinise.
Here is the question I put.:

"Wlhether it is true, ais stated bay Mr. Chtent.tvert,
that lhe haad see.irel froi the Governmneit the reiission
of thue said million dollar lebcntuires aindi a promise ofaid
far the saiid briige ? Wlat is the nature of the nid st
proaiiseri? Wheii du the ilaGoverimienit intend tu iniro-
duce maeaîsures to carry out the remissioan of the sail mil-
lionl tlollaar elltîures Hîid to assist in tle construet.'n ut
said bridge.*"

Here is the answer that was given to these ques-
tions by the 31 Niniste.r of Pululie W rks:

"The Guvernianenit are not aware thait the article iii
questioni vas pbilislhed in tuaitpamper U.'ourri-r du u ll)
but they lo knoiw that Mr. Cliteaiuvert exertei hiunself
very uiici a bout the renisswin ot' the milhion doltlars auind
a.bout the bridge in qutestioi. Thei' Governmient will in-
troduce« a measaure aboult the million dollar ilebetuires.
but thie renainder of the question I cauniot answer niow.'

'The article referrel to. was the article containing
that proiissory nilote of Mr. Chteauvert promis-
ing to lis constitueits the remission of the

... 00 debentures aind the assistanace of
the (Govciuuerniet for the construction of the bridge.
Thsis s a very usatisfactory aiswer ; as a matter of
fact, it is nio anuswer at ail to the principad portion
(if my question. an I amI very mucneha surprised thatî
stuclan anaswer sholuiuillie given hy a Minister of
thac 'rowni. lTie principal part.of muay quiestioni
waus : whether it was true or not, as statei lby Nir.
(Clhteau vert ini that speeclh, whiich was distribluted
broadcast all over the citv of Qu ebe and especiaîlly
in my division. tait this promiises was made to Mr.
Cliâutcauvert. 'lat tentleim-an states, that through
the influence of the two Ministers now sitting in
their seats lie obtaiied sucl ai promise, and yet,
one of teli Ministersalluded to by Mr. Chaât.eauîvert
was the very one 'who, I suppose, is charged hy the

(Governmnenl to give that answer to my question.
Tiie hon. Minister til not rav any thaing on that
subject in lis reply, le didi not say whetler it was
true or inot that such a npromise lad been imade,
and I ask bin agai now. is it true or is it untrue ?
If it is utntrue tlat the promise has becin made to
Mr. Châteauvert, tien Mr. Châteuauvert would be
branled in Quebec as a liar, ani I would regret it
very much. ecauseleisarespectalle citizen. There
isno two ways about it., if the 'Ministers nlow state
that they umade no sucl promnise, tien .\r. Château-
vert toil a lie t to tlecitizenîs of Quebec, ani hel tried1
to get the votts of the electors under false pretuces
tirougl tlhat. lie. Oin tihe othtîer han4d, if it is true
tha t such a promise was nale by the M inisters to

I -I r. Château vert, we want to knîow it. aidt we wait
to know alsco vhether thc ailtedll to r.ledceei that
pr.iuise iiadeI to im. and in w liat ilalier tleyi do
inteild to redeei it. ThIat is the Abject of the
fnotion I now~ make. I here isno douibt, Nir. .speaker,
tllat tluis Qpe.ht of -Sx- Chiarles Tuppr i in Quebee.
and tht this pise whicl wias preasl broial-
eaast t.lhro>uglh the city of Que Iee as havimg beean
made by the (fGovelrnmeniit. were all inite'ilel to
bribe the city. 3r. Châteauvert saisi he was not
balstinîg wlhen he sa that lhe ladtt iobtained tlîis
pronumse froin the G.vernment. at I tlhmnk that I
maay state rich.ut bo>i ng that very few sothier
const it ences couli have resistdsu rlibes as
these wvinch were used imi the city %f Quebee. It
is well knwn that onlyu ( onie division 'was earniled
Ly the ( onservatives in Quebee. I want to know
if the people fc4 Quelbee are g mg ti get assistance
for tias bridge :we do lot walnt to et it as labribe,
" '«e.want to ge:t it ais a iatter o>f justice toj ourl city,
which lias .een so neglected by t lis Gvernment,
atdî if it is was.)t just wc do liot ask for it. l'lhe
people of Quebee want a graînt in favoaur oaf the cei-
struction f the ibrid e to I bc. ivena as a itatter of
justice and as nothing lse. I will await the replV
cf tgel hon. .linister whose ialime wvas m nicitioînedî as
h i -iven tiaLt )iroiise on the part cf ithe

1'veri t. anld I wanttoa knw in tihat. rep ly
wlether suhel a prolmse wais made.

Sii. A)OLPHE CARO)N. NIr. Speaîker, I dil
inot lheai the fidl extent of the rnemarks whiclh lle

. hon. gcntlemîan lias just made in reference to' two
.e . ®imiportuit s justi<nlis affecting Quebec. I

tlou'hit possibly. froI the rnrks whih I hetri,
ta t tlle answer to the i uestion iaiglht. le foniil in
thge ilfinmation which the lasn. genitlenwnaii lais
given toi the 1-ouse to-night. He said that, in s)
far ais the baridgi.e «was conceriel. thiat. it was ih-
cateid thait the Grandsl Truank l ailwav anuad hie
Caniani bPacitic Railway anad the Intercolnial
Rat.ihty wountItill find it to theiï iiterest to build
th t idg. an 1. for nue, ama prepared to agree'
witih yiv lion. friend in tihis and to think tlat for
once li lhas Leen practicail and Ias viewed the
qutestion froi teii st.anlpoinit of cinlnercial inter-

i ests. I aim well knoiviwn in Quehee to have been an
ad vocate of die buildinig. of tlat bridre frsm tie
timae. tie subljet was tirst brought bltefore the pub-
lie :id I believe it cau only Le built when the
diff eiet railway interests si )combine as to iiake it
a coniiuiercial necessitv. Now, the lion. genitliman
has r eferred to another question which is quite
different fron that of the bridge-thew question of

I the a . ),0O0 of bondss w«hici arc still in the
I hands of the Goverunent, andi whii diiereit in-
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