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securit, inst anything of that kind. ButI say tho
Bh‘ioix:}"u:igﬁ‘c Baitwgg?sgpomtmcmd, must be the %nion
Pecific Railway whioh was accepted, and which received the
gusrantee. | presume the United States Governmont
whderstood their business woll enough to know that it was
6 'voad capable of being operated, and capable of performing
the fanctions far,whie% it was constituted, before they gave
the sabeidy to it which they agreed to give ; and I prosume
the cases are parallel. But I wish to say that I think it
will‘be found inconvenient to have discussions on the subject
which is engrossing the attentien of Parliament sprung
vpon us every day, and running in parallel lines, while the
same sibject is being discussed by the same persons upon
the same question. While we shrink from no discussion of
this matter, while we think, as the discassion goes on from
day to day, that the contract will bo strengthened in the
estimation of the country, it is certainly desirable, in order
that it should be discussed clearly, fairly and
dispassionately, as I know bhon. gentlemen on the
other side are desirous of discussing it, that we shounld
confine it to one single discussion. ~ Asa private supporter of
the:Government, I do not venture to make that suggostion
in any other sense than as I think it will appeal to the
goneral good sense of the House. We are here todoa
very important work,—the most important, perhaps, that
bas been done in any Parliament of Canada,—and mno
gentleman wishes, I fancy, to introdace a doublo discussion
merely in order to delay and hamper tho public business, or
distract the attention of the country. For my part, 1 am
desirous that this question, exactly as it stands, on its own
merits, should be submitted to the scrutiny of the people of
this Dominion, and I have no doubt about tho result.
.There may be clouds thrown about it, there may be dust
thrown in the eyes of the people, special pleading may affect
it, but in the end tho good sense of the people of this
Dominion, to whom we have not appealed in vain within
the last three years, will triumph over any special pleadings
pnd sophistries, =

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I think it is net dosirahle,
upon the present motion, to enter upon a full diseussio. i
the terms of the contract, and I only rise to call attentiovu
to one fact that ought not to be lost sight of in referenco to
the standard of the Union Pacific Ruilroad. The words in
the present contract, if I recollect rightly, ure, “as origin-
ally constructed.” It is possible that that expression is
not safficiently definite, but when we look at the history of
the Union Pacific, and bear in mind one particular fact in
reference to it, I think we will be justified in assuming that
that expression must be read in this way—*“at the
time of its final completion.” A railroad cannot be
considered to be coustructed until it is completed,
and if it is constructed upder an agreement
whereby a company or a government must accept ii, the
date of that aceeptance must be regarded as the date of its
constraction. For my part, if the prosent contract was
susceptiblo of being interpreted in the sense in which the
mamger for North Norfolk desired to interpret it, that we
were to have a road such as the Union Pacitic was when it
was first laid with rails, and when it was first opened for
traffic, we would have much reason to be dissatistied. But
this point having been discussed in Congress, an Act of
Congress was passed under which a Commission was
appointed for the purpose of ascertaining and defining
when tho Union Pacific Railroad was completed, and at
what date it was to be accepted by the Government. That
Comprission made its report, which was adopted by

and I find that the date which that Commission
decided was the date of the completion of the rond was the
1st of October,1874. Itseems to methat the pioper inter-
protation of this contract is, therefore, that this road is to be
consiructed in such manver as the Union Pacific was

when it was accepted bv the Government of the United
States,—that is tho 1st of October, 1874. o

Mr. BLAKE. I may be permitted to obsorve, aa several
bon. gentlemen on tho other side have stated that the dis-
cussion was inopportane, that in moving for this informa-
tion I said not one word as to the character of the Union
Pacific Railway. I simply pointod out that ita charaocter,
as first constructed, was important to learn, because it was
the standard to be adopted for the Canadinn Pacific, It
was the hon. Minister of Railways proceeding to disouss
what the standard of the Union Pacific was which drew out
this discussion, :

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. Tho hon. gentloman is
quite right in sn?ng that he did not promote the original
discussion, and I quito agree with my hon, friend from
Niagara, and the hon, member for South Victoria, that it is
desirable to confino the discussion within its nataral bounda-
rios on the main motion which invites the attention of the
House. I simply say this—that the House, including my
hon, friend who makes this motion, will find that there is
full and amplo recurity made for a good standard for
the Canadian Pacific Ratlway.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). My hon. friend fromWest Durbam
madosimply an ordinary mdtion. That motion was metina
very peculiar way by the Minister of Railways and Canals,
The hon. Minister attempted to justify that particular term
of the comtract. He referred to the construction of the
Union Pacific Railway, and peinted out that it was in all
respects, if my memory serves me right, a good railway,
that its standard was taken from the Ohio and Baltimore
Railway, which was one of the best constructed railways
in the United Stater, and that, therefore, the Union Pacific
having been constructed after the 'model of the Ohio
and Baltimore, and the latter boing a first-class reilway, the
Union Pacific must, of course, be of an equally high standard ;
and consequently tho Canadian Pacific Railway would have
to bo a first-class road as well. Now, hon. gentlemen on
this side, were not satisfied with this statement. The hob.
member for Niagara rosein his place to contradict the state-
monts made by my hon, friend from North Norfolk (Mr,
Charlton) ns to to the character of the Unien Pacific

Railway. Tho hon. gentleman read from a report,
a Jong, able and valaable roport which bad gzon
rerented to Congress, to show that the Union
acific Railway, whon first construclied, was an

admirable road, and, therefore, that the statemonts of tho

hon. momber for North Norfolk with respect to the road

were altogether crroneous. The hon. member for Victoria

(Mr. Cameron), particularly took the same ground, practi-
cally, heargued, that this road was not finally conatructed un-
ti I0ctober, 1874. Nobody disputes that in October, 1874, the
Union Pacific Railway was & tolerably good railway; and
if we take the condition of the Union Pacific, in 1874, as &

standard, then, perhaps, on that ground, one might assent to
the proposition of the hon: Minister of Railways. But the hon,
member for Victoria forgot to state that 890 miles of the
Union Pacific Railway, that portion of it extend-
ing from Omaha to the junction at Muddy Forks
and Black's Forks, were completed and accepted
by the United States Government in the end of fSGS
or the beginning of 1869; and it was the balance of the
road that was not accepted, and was not received until away
on in the seventies, in 1873 er 1874. If thatis the case, and
that it is the case, the hon. gentleman will ind, on rofer-
ence to the reports presented to the Senate of the United States,
then we are bound to take the condition of that road as it stocd
in the end of i868 or beginning of 180¢ as the standard of the
Canadian  Pacific Railway., On referecnce to the
report founded on s joint resolution of both Houses
on the 30th Decomber, 1868, the hon. gentleman will



