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“ wag pointing out the impossibility of any immediate action being taken. This was not
“ owing, as Mr. McMullen alleges, to the exigencies of the political situation, but simply
“ o the necessity of obtaining the concurrence of Parliament to whatever scheme the
“ Government might finally decide on. The only further reference to me in Mr. Mo
“ Mullen’s letter is to certain alleged money transactions. [ solemnly declure that I never
“ asked and never obtained, either by loan or gift, any sum of money from Sir Hugh Allan,
“or jfrom any person on his behalf, or jfrom any other person in connection with the
“ Pacific Ratlway ; that I never was sounded by Sir Hugh Allan as to my personal ex-
“ pectations, and never, directly or indirectly, asked or obtained any money in connec-
“tion with the scheme. Mr. McMuller asserts that I required notonly a sum of money
“ for myself, but a situation for my son at a salary of not less than $2,000 per annum.
“I never made any such demand, but I did, on one occasion, casually say to Sir Hugh
“ Allan, asT had done to other friends, that if he happened to know of any employment
“for my youngest son I would be glad if he would bear him in mind. I had not the
“least idea at the time of employment under a company not likely to be in existence for
“an indefinite and certainly a long time. Sir Hugh replied, that no doubt when the
“ Pacific Company was formed, he would have no difficulty in finding him employment,
““ and there the matter terminated. This was long before the disputes which arose be-
“ tween the rival Companies, from which time I determined that no one connected with
“ me should have any employment in any such Company, and this determination I com-
“ municated to Mr. 4bbott. Meantime my son got employment of a different kind, and
“ without any reference to Sir Hugh Allan. 1 may add, that at the time the conversa-
“ tion took place, my youngest son, who held an appointment in British Guiana, was on
“ Jeave of absence, and paying a visit to his family. I was anxious that he should re-
“gign his appointment, and remain in Canada; and undertook to find him suitable em-
“ ployment. I mentioned him to several friends in Montreal, where I wished him to
“ settle, and 1 also mentioned him to Sir Hugh Allan. I never imagined that I would
“incur the risk of being charged with bargaining for my support to the Pacific Railway
“gcheme. I desire to state, in conclusion. that the Canadian Government was never in
“ any way a party to any arrangement between Sir Hugh Allan and his American associ-
“ates. From the very first there was the strongest opposition to the introduction of the
“ American element on the part of several members of the Cabinet, and for myself,
“ though not unfavourable to Americans being introduced, I always felt that Mr.
“ McMullen was a source of weakness. I further state most positively, that the Govern-
“ ment never entered into any agreement to giwve the Pacific Railway Charter for onetary
“ considerations of any kind. The various conditions and the charter were discussed on
“ their merits, and Sir Hugh Allan and his immediate friends were repeatedly obliged to
“yield points which they desired to press. The Government honestly tried to obtain an
“ amalgamation between the two Canadian Companies to the exclusion of Americans,
“ and, failing that, they incorporated a Canadian Company, in which SBir Hugh Allan’s
“ influence most certainly does not preponderate.

.

“1 am, &e., f
« F. HiNcks.”

[Enclosure No. 2 in No. 197, Aug. 15th, 1873.]

CHARTER }OR THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE PACIFIC RAILWAY, WITH PAPERS AND
i CORRESPONDENCE.

¢ MoNTREAL, June 21st, 1872,

“ 81r,—1 have the honour to inform you that the Provisional Directors of the
¢ Canadian Pacific Company held a meeting, after due notice, on Wednesday, the 19th



