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hon. friend. He sncored at his arguments, and at the
schome which ho treated, in the first instance, a& a matter
of badinage, but the Minister of Railway8 came best out of
the argument. Ilow did the bon. memiber for West Durhamn
end his speech? He caled the greatecheme a sacrifice of
our country's honor.

Mr. BLAKE. What I said was, that'the lat time you
were in power you sacrificed ournionor. This time you are
sacrificing our interest.

Mr. LANGEVIN. I begthe hon. gentleman's pardon.
Ile,said this was the second time we were sacrificing, the
honor of our country.

Mr. BLAKE. No.
Mr. LANGEVIN. It may have been a lapsus lingue,

but 1 beard the hon. Lentleman and took down bis words.
Of course, if ho does -ot wish to stand by his words, as in
another part of his speech, he saiid he was not bound, by
any expro0ssionsof opinion of hie,asIo the value of the lands
-well, if-he does not wish to stand by, those word-

Mr. BLAKE. I stand by the words I spoke.

Mr. LANGEVIN. I will not iinsist on the hon. gentleman
being bound bywordse homay have uttered in the heat of dis-
cussion. It wasy i think, atthe end of his speech, when he
may have forgotten that he was applying those words to this
scheme. At ail events, Mr.O<hairman, we are, by this great
undertaking, working: for the extension of our country and
for the consolidation of our institutions; We wish to have
those Britileh instithtions that we have been enjoying from
year te year eensolidated. W. want them to be the inheri-
tance of our ohildren and'our children's children. But the
hon. gentlemaan .wishesw te know -I will not say so-he has
taken back those. words.

Mr. BLAKE. Which words ? If the hon. gentleman
will look at the officiai report, ho will sec ho is quite wrong.

Mr. LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman May say the
offieial repurt is different, but I repeat I took'down his words
because they seemed te be so etrange.

fr. BLAÂXE. Iunderstandittobe the invariable custom
of Plarliament to aceept as true an hon. gentleman's state-
ment. I told the hon. gentleman whbt I did say. The
oflcial report, whloh wu unrovised by me, bears out my
stateinent, and it is extraordinary thaï the hon. gentleman
should sot up hie own recolleetion of what I said ýagainst my
statement'and-against the offieial report.

Mr. LANGEVIN. I did not set my own recollection
against the hon. gentleman's statement I say I took down
these words as the hon, gentleman uttered.them.

Mr. BLAKE. Yeu misheard.
Mr. LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman says ho did not

utter those wordÀ, and I rmust acoept his statement; but I
say T toôk downx these wordè on hearing themi, so that I
must have miSheati thé hon. gentleman, and, therefore, I
stand corrected. But, Mr. Chairnian; kow could we bé
surprised te see hon. gentlemen opposite opposing thit
measure whtch is sure to give us the raillway frome oe en<i
to the othëer, from the shores ofthe Pacifie to our system of
Canadian railways, whien, at ail other periode, they have
always opposed ail the great schemes that were brought
forward by thia party to Parliament, and assented to-by a
lage majority of dtgnm bers? The Grand Truuk Railway
was opposed b y tth ho. b gentlemen;, the Intercolonial
R1ailway.was opyosed byibem. The HRous. will remeumber
that they tho.ght t. stereolonial Railwuiy was. one of
those mesages tlant would ruiiecountry "Twentymillion
d9iars,said they! " Andbesidesthat "why doyou not put
this railfay ov thefromtier, between Canadaand the United
States i>" That sB the sehenaeof thesabhon. gentlemen with
reference tother Intrcolonial 4ailwa.y, Well, we thought

Mr. LANGEVIN,

otherwise,the countrythoughtotherwise,Parliamentthought
otherwise, and the result was-what ? Did they not say
that railway would notgive revenue audicient to poy t.he
grease for the-car-wheela? Well,.the other day, hemy 'n.
friend the MInister of R]ailways declared, that, aby ll
appearances, this year this railway and theIuWi
railway would be self-sustaining. The National Pohe- is
another measue that hon. gentlemen have opposed. ey
would not consent to that. For yeur, during their'term
of office, we were insisting thatthey sheuld give4psoLêtion
to our industries and manufaetares. But. they vMr& deaf
to our representations. They said : "No; you ai'e asmall
minority "-we could hartly obtain a heariug ut eestain
times in that Parliament-" you do not represent he poople,;
we know better ; we w*nt Free Trade in this cntyy
Well, the elections of September, 1878, settledt that: point;
and when we came into. oflice, we came with aNational
Policy. And how were we met by hon. gentlemen
opposite? Did they net oppose that also ? And;-if the
Pacifie Railway were left te thoir tender mercies 1 I have
no doubt we would not see it completed for thirty years to
come. This Pacifie Railway will be built in ancpara-
tively small number of yeare, for it is a necessity
for the country, net only because we made a treaty with
British Columbia, but becanse the necessities of our
position bere in the north, north of' the ,United
States, require that we should have complete com-
munication with all parts of the Dominion., Now,
M1.. Chairman, I will undertake to answer some f the
specific objections that wero taken by the hon. leader of
the Opposition to the speech of my hon. friend the Minister
of Railways, and to the scheme. The first objection, the
first remark lie made about my hon. friend was, that there
was a great variety in the estimates presented by him to
Parliament; that, last year, my hon. friend had brought down
an estimate for the building and completing of the road for
eigbty-eight millions of dollars, while, this year, h. came
down with a correeted.estimate of $8R,00000. Why ho
should complain ot that, I cannot imagine.

Mr. BLAKE. I said thatit was pleasing.
Mr. LANGEVIN. I am glad to find that the on.

gentleman is pleased, for I eould not understand how he
should take any objection to the altered estimate of my hon.
friend (Sir C. Tupper). I shouId rather think he- would
accept that estimate, and believe that it would be pleasing
to the country, seeing that, instead of an expenditure of
eighty-eight millions of dollars the cost wiH be-only
eewenty-eight millons. If instcad of this the Minister of
Railways had said, last year, that the cost would be seventy-
eight millions, and that, this- year, he had said thatt it
would be eighty-eight millions, ten miHulons more, 'then- I
could have understiood it; and-I have no donbt that my hon.
friend the Minister of Finance wonld have been a -Uttie
shocked to find that the estimate was ten milnons
more thon last yenr. But it eis nt' se. M*y friend
on my right, the Minister of Bailwa, has been
able to reduce the expenditure, aind the reason for that
is t"is: my ion. friend, after studying the subject
maore closeoly, and after having the whole -data befoe- bim,
has been hetter able to judge of the cost. The hon. member
has admitted himself that we have every.day better-infprma-
tion about the fertility and wealth of the country; weare
thus better able to judge. But the leader Of the Oppgsition,
instead of doing ashe did last year-poohlpoohingthe.caloula-
tions we made last year, whenuhethought these lands
were not worth a dollar an acre-says now that, they
are worth four or five dollars. an acre. He goes. on; to
say that, with the acquisition of population, we must
change our position as it gives Us te ides that these
lands will sel for more. If that ie so, why sheuL mnot.nMy
bon. friend the MinisterofRailways ha ethêau*pre7ama p?
Why, after thinking over the matter fbraeightor ton mo ,
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