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tion arises wh1ether. as a imatter of policy. circumstances. I submit tlhat it would not be
if the harbour commissioners have sui wise for us to adopt the motion just made.
control, it is in the iinterest of the public)11 C Sir DONALD A. SMITH. The hon. mem-
or not that they should nbsolutely refuse
ail righit of aeeess thereto. Oine of the re I *i or Halif'ax (11r. Kenuy-i has su well
paellighatives of the ronaro eo f there- jpreented the case of those who oppose the

erconsruction of a bridge at Montreal that
in presenting that mnatter before the comn- i1it is really inecessary that anything more
mittee. said that at sonie future day iiii- sMoud be aid with regard to it. But as
doubtedly a railway would run along that the lon. mi:mber for Nortb Grey EMr.
embankment. but they Ojected to power Masson) mntions tliat the opposition came
being giveni to a railway coinpany to (do so froi the harbour commission, I would cer-
But ail the compa1y asks is that they be itiIly- say, as one of the representatives of
allow-ed to do so on1 such terms as might le Montreal. that in tt'is lie was altogetier il
agreed upon and setiled by the Governor i ad that te to it is flot

rq ! erroçr n htteopj)o.sitiOfloi i o
Council. Tiese' ar inatters of detail. and i
I subinit thlat the commîittee were consider- Monel, f r>m l herbor of o,
ing more tie lue.stion of detail tha i th I o b as f m ut fr n the boa rd of tlare -

anîîd also frein ail those îvho are uiost bl"e
pirinciple of the Bill wlien they hurriedly lv enIcoerned in the trade and commerce
dispoused1 of it this mnorninîg. I have mueli | t of Montreal. Te
pl'easure in secontlling the motion that it be it woul be a very great incouvenienee to
r'f'elrred back to the cmmittee for recon- that trade were such a bridge bjuilt there
sidera tion. iat Iesent at the point spoken of. The

Mir. IENNY. The hn. gentlenn fromn ho. membi>er for Grey .r. Massoni mii-
Grey (3r. Massonu has stated that tle op- :tioned as an argument i favour of having
poîÎsitiin in tRi. escIommiiittee to the Bill caile the bridge built nîow. or having the Bill
from the harbour commissioners for the Pent back to the commîuittee for reconsidera-
port of Montreal. I wuld hlmild ly lion. tion. that it was admuitted a bridge mnight
friend that the clairuamn of the ol Iard of h be required, and would be built there at

som>ne future time. Well, that may be.
Mir. MASSON. On the grounîd of the bar- 'Mny tings come to be reuired in the

bour commsson. liture whieli at present aie nlot wanting.
anil certailly it is the opinion of the great

Mr. KENNY. No. -t the instance of his body of the people of Montreal that at pre-
wn connell. amio by f uaimous vote of the sent this bridge is fnot wanted. and fiat

tgiieril. iit. elhairnman of tl* r board of trade we would be' very, mIlucl b>etter without it.
attilied the colmliitteý and 11 iopipoSe< the X..Iu liave against tie Bill the city with its
Bill. I have alsI to reiiiiid m lon. friend s.bufrs of soin.t 10.0 peple. It may
that thie represeIltative of tihei l:hrgest be that von have on the south shore a feiw
n1aviga1tion com.panmy of the port of hundred who are au ious for it, but surely
Montrea. the RichPelieu Navigation Com- the opinion and the wishm of suchi a la-ge
pany-thîe Cemil)any wilh pays the largest * ijc-ity ouglht to have weight with this
amount of fees of any navigation company H1ouse. I 1vould submit that I hope the
to the Harbour Commission of Montreal-op- House will not refer the Bill back to the
posed it. and just bere I may say that those committee, but, as suggested by the hon.
of us who are accustomued to deal with mat- member for Halifax (Mr. Kenny), will leave
ters of navigation and who know the diffi- it for consideration at another session of
culties of navigating in a rapid current I'arliamient.
like the port of Montreal, recognized bow Mr. CURRAN. l addition to wlat y
very objectionable the Bill, as proposed,
would be from the standpoint of those in-hon. friend lhas .ust said, I would bring
terested in navigation. Now, my hon. uuder the notice of the House this fact.
friend must recognize this. It was palp- It was stated by the chairman of the har-

able to every member of the committee bour commissiners this morning that the
this morning. In a question important to guard pier which it is the desire of this
Montreal,. because the city of Montreal is lcoupany to use, will not be conpleted for
uost concerned. when the chairman of the 1 perhaps three years, so that the promoters
harbour commission, w-ien the president of o this Bill will lose nothing by coming
li board o trade, and the representativ back another session. There is plenty ofo theloargesf t avigand tincompanonthe timeto dispose of the guard pier and decideo the largest navigation company on the whether it is to be handed over to a privateSt. awrenlee nIl *uflite lu opl)osllg this cmay fe h ur irIsi a
Bill, I must say that I think the committee company, after the guard pier itsef hias
did wisely In rejecting it, and the House been fully completed.
will. under the circumstances, make a great Mr. EDGAR. There is one matter con-
inistake in re-submitting it. If the matter nected with the discussion of the Bill be-
is one of so very great importance. why fore the committee which lias not been
cannot It stand until next year ? We wll mnentioned, and which is very important.
all be here next year, and thien have a The opposition was made to this Bill by the
chaunoe o! reconsidering it. Unîder these harbour cominssioners. After a consider-

Mr. MAssoiN.


