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ment. Suarcly if this claim had a foundation at all it would
have been made long ago; surely we have had Mr. Ket
chum remonstrating at the time.

Sir CIIARLES TUPPER. S) hedid.

Mr. BLAKE. Then, why wore the rates charged—if they
were; and how is it that only after fifteen years have
elapsed we find out, for the fiest time, that there was an
over charge ? If he did not convince you then, how does he
convince you now ? This is just another instance of these
claims boing brought forward after they have become anti-
quated, and the Government bringing down votes for claims
which I do not think will commend themselves to the good
sense of the people or the good sen<e of the country; and I
ropeat that, if these claims are to be brought forward at
such a period of the Session, the least the House can expect
is that they should have all the material documentary evi-
dence upon which thoy could form some opinion, and arrive
at some judgment, upon the bona files ard merits of the
case, laid upon the Table.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I can ouly sey that I consid-
ered this case was go plain and clear that it was quite unne-
cessary to take any such course, and if the hon. gentleman
had, on the day when the Estimates were put in his hands,
asked for these papers, they would have been on the Table
now. The contract was made between the Governmeont of
New Brunswick and the contractor previous to Confedera-
tion, for the construction of a portion of railway, which is
now a portion of the Intercolounial. In that contract it was
E;ovided that the matorials used by the contractor should

carried at cost price. That is a very plain, simple mat-
ter. Inthe meantime Confederation takes place, and the
fixing of the charge for the carriage of these materials
passed into the hands of this Government, and Mr. Carvell,
then manager of the road over which the materials were
carried, fixed the rate. He was remonstrated with, but he
insisted on the particular charge which be made. The sub-
contractor made his contract on the basis of the original
contract, which was that the materials were to be caried at
cost pricc. 1le brings forward his charge, and it is pre-
sented to me as Minister of Railways. 1 cannot say that it
is too old to entertain ; I cannot plead the Statute of Limita-
tions; I am obliged to deal with it in a businesslike man-
ner. I ask the hon. gentleman, if he had been in my place,
what he would have done. The Government had appointed
Mr. Frank Shanly Chief Kngineer of the Intercolonial Rail-
way, and they appointed him to deal with all claims con-
pected with that road. I said, here is a man of experience
in railway matters, an able engineer, a most capable man
in every respect; let him take this claim, get the evidence,
ascertain if the charge is well founded or not, ascertain
what is the cost of the carriage of these materials, and
whetber it is due to the rightsof Mr. Ketchum that the
money should be refunded, to him. Mr, Shanly was
charged with those duties. I hold his report in my hand,
and having it in my hand, and having referred it to the
manager of the Intorcolonial Ratlway to verify Mr. Shanly’s
figures as to whether the claim that an over charge bad
been made, was well founded or not, what could Ido?
Mr. Shanly made & report that we owed this gen-
tleman 80 much money, and that, after taking all
the eviderce that could be obtained on the subject,
that, 1 think, would have been considered sufficient by the

House ; but I was not satisfied. I placed the report in the.

hands of the gentleman in charge of the Intercolonial Rail-
way, and arked him to state whether or not he coincided in
the statement that there was an over charge, and ho said
there was. Consequently, what could T do? I counld not
do anything else than I have done—recommend to the

‘Council that that amount should be put in the Estimates,

and that Parliament should be asked to voto it. There
papers were placed in tho hon. gentleman’s hands on Wed-

nesday last, when he could have seen tho date of the claim,
and if he had then asked for and seen the papers, ho woald
not have seen any reason for d'sagreeing with this vote.

Mr. BLAKE. - This does not state thut this was an old
claim of the sub-contractor. 1 saw tbat it was an ancient,
stale, and fish-like smellinz thing; but I supposed that the
Intercolonial Railway had been carrying rails for somebody,
and had charged too much. Once again ho says the claim
cannot be rejected because it is old. But the claim is fifteen
years old. Daring ten years of that time hon. gentlemon
opposite have been in office; the rails wore carried whils
they were in office; if it was so clear and plain and distinct,
I want to know why it was not paid during all those ton
years—why it was not settled in a businessliko manner ?
1s it businesslike to allow-a plain, clear and distinet claim
to remain unpaid for fourteen or fiftcon years? No, Sir;
the very circumstance that it has becn presscd ever sinco
the time of the conveyance of the stuff, up to this time, issn
indication that it could pot have been, in the words of h>n,
gentlemen opposita—a plain, clear and d's:inct claim; but
that they must have thought that there was nothing in it
until this time, when something was conjured up and it
wag put in the Estimates.

Mr. WELDON. My rocollection of this matter is that
the Government of New Brunswick had nothing whatever
to do with Mr. Ketchum. Messrs. Clark, Major & Co.
were the contractors, and Mr. Ketchum was a sub-
contractor under them ; and if Mr, Ketchum bas any claim,
it is against them. DBut before the work was finished, a dis-
pute arose botween Mr. Ketchum and Clark, Major &
Co.; and in order to get that property into their pos-
gession, 80 thit it might bo sold to the Dominion Govern-
ment and made part of the Intercolonial Railway, Clark,
Major & Co made a complete and final settlement
with Mr. Kotchum and finished the work. I, therefore,
contend that Mr. Ketchum has no claim either on the New
B unswick Government or the Dominion Government,
Assuming tht he has, eighteen months of the claim would
be against the Province of New Brunswick; and I ask the
hon. Minister if he intends to make this a charge against
the Proviuco to that extent, and whether he has had any
commanicaiion with the Government of New Branswick to
ascertain whether or not this is the case. If there is any
claim against the Government of New Brunswick, or against
the Giovernmeont of the Dominion as the assignce of the Gov-
ernment of Now Brunswick, it should be by Clark, Major
& Co., or by their creditors, whose money was put into that
road and has not yet been paid.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If the hon. gentleman is
extremely anxious that we should make the charge against
the Government of New Brunswick, I shall be very glad to
consider that question on the special pressure of the hon.
member for St. John. As I stated before, Mr. Shanly
examined the entire question and found that the money was
due to Mr, Ketchum ; therefore, I took it for granted it
should be paid, after taking the best means to arrive at the
facts. But, as I said before, if it is found that we can do so,
I shall be glad to meot the wish of the hon. gentleman, and
make it a charge against the New Brunswick Government.

Mr., WELDON. I did not ask the hon. gentleman to
make a charge again: t the Government of New Brunswick.
1 simply say that if Mr. Ketchum has a claim against the
Government of New Brunswick, the Province is prepared
to meet it, but not to make a settlement with & person with
whom they have no contract whatever,

Mr. BLAKE., The hon. Ministor of Interior, 8 few mo-
nents ago, pointed out the importance of having a high
judicial authority to conduct these investigations,and to see
that the Government are not improperly mulcted, There are
goveral important questions — the question whether the



