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tinet motion, that leave be given to take
up the second reading of this Bill, and that
motion was unanimously carried. Ther
the question of the second reading was put
by me aund carried, and the Bill was re-
ferred to the Railway Committee, so that
the procedure was most carefully gone
through. I must say that I can see no irre-
gularity in it.
interested were not here to object, it cannot
be helped. But the motion the hon. gen-
tleman has moved now is. I suppose, the
only way out of the difficulty.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). If my hon. friend were to allege,
a¢ I do not understand that he did, that a
substantial injustice had been done te some-
body. or to some parties interested in this

Bill. there could be no objection at all to his
I remember distinctly the facts|

motion.
as they were stated a moment ago. When
this Bill was called. it had been the inten-
tion to have it referred to the Committee on
Railways, Canals and Telegraph Lines ; but
after a conference, I think. by both sides of
the House. it was agreed to let it stand.

I was apwroached afterwards by the Min-

ister of Railways and Canals, who repre-
sented to me that unless this Bill was sent
immediately to the Committee on Railways

it might lose an opportunity of being con-

sidered during the present session. My

view was that as it was a private Bill, per-

bhaps the parties interested might be taken
by surprise if it were now referred to the
Committee on Railways.
stood. at least that was the impression that
was convered to me at the time, that the

parties interested were agreeable to have.

the Bill sent up to the Committee on Rail-
ways so that they might there have an op-
portunity of discussing the conflicting in-
terests involved im it. TUnless. therefore,
some interests may suffer. I would suggest
to my hon. friead whether it would be
advisable to. take the proceeding which he
row asks us to take. The Bill would
come up again, mecessarily. this evening at
eight o’clock, and might be taken up and

referred again to the Committee on Ralil-|
'hon. member for Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert

ways. I would ask him whether it would
ferve any purpose to persist in this motion.
although I have no objection, so far as I
&m concerned.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPPER. 1
would not like to press this motion upon
a mere te~anicality. But in answer to the
" right hon. gentleman. I may say that while
I am not fully conversant with the facts
in the case, orne of the counsel in the case
who is resident in this city. and was en-
gaged in the discussion of the question be-
fore the Privy Council in England touching
the Great North-west Central Railway Com-
pany. informs me that he was very amxious
‘that certain facts should be put before the
House before this Bill was referred to the
committee. His statement briefly was this :

Mr. SPEAKER.

Of course, if hon. members |

"information.

But as I under-.

- That much of this legislation is in connec-

tion with a litigation which has reached

i the Privy Council in England ; that although
;& judgzment of the Privy Councl suggesting

legislation has been given, this legislation
has sprung up very quickly, before even
the reasons for the judgment have been
framed, although the mere outlines of the
judgment have been given so that a formal
judgment could be drawn up—such is my
Under these circumstances it
was premature, and might prejudice the in-
terests of the parties for Parliament to deal
with legislation that has become necessary
cn account of a judgment of the Privy
Council before that judgment can be under-

'stood and fully discussed—those were the

statements. The obsorvation was also

ade to me that the Bill was introduced to
the Senate only a few days ago, that it came
from thai House to this in the dying hours
of this session, and not only was this proce-
dure adopted yesterday, but a notice was ac-
tually posted in this House for the Railway

'Committee before the Bill had been read.

the rules requiring a notice to be posted a
certain time. Therefore, there is a danger
in this extreme haste to the interests of the
parties, and there were many., there were
several counsel interested before the Privy

Council representing various parties, ecre-
ditors, sub-contract rs and others. The

danger is. therefore. that if this Bill is pro-
ceeded with so hastily. the Railway Com-
mittee may have charge of it before these
parties are able to be heard. The gentle-
men who spoke to me about this. desired
that before the Bill was referred to the
committee, the question should be discussed
as to whether the Bill should be read the
second time.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). I think, perhaps, I am
more directly responsible for the procedure
which has taken place in connection with
this Bill than any other member of the
House, and I did so after a good deal of con-
sideration—in other words, I took the course
I did after a good deal of consideration.
But I may say, without knowing that the

Tupper) was desirous of opposing the Bill

taking its second reading, that I was aware

from day to day that the Bill was standing
over at the request of the Premier. and I
spoke to him on the subject, pointing out
what seemed to me to be rather an objee-

‘tion to our refusing to allow the Bill to go

to a second reading. I have been advised
from various sources, and by various mem-
bers of the House, that they had strong
objections to the Bill passing, and I felt my-
self that it was one to which very strong
objection could be taken.

Seeing that this had been dealt with by a
committee in the other Chamber and been
very considerably amended, I thought it
should be considered by the Railway Com-



