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and is not, therefore, in running cperation, great-
ly to the injury of the section of the country
through which the road passes, and it is repre-
sented by the president, directors and other per-
sons who have been hearé by the Sub-Committee
of the Privy Council in support of the application
of the Atlantic and Lake Superior Company, that
the operating of the said railway during the win-
ter would be of immense benefit to the locality
through which it rung, and would be a valuable
feeder to the Intercolonial Rallway, and they add
that arrangements are practicable and could be
made, if approved by Your Excellency in Council,
between the courts having the sequestration pro-
ceedings before them and the Department of Rail-
ways and Canals.

The Minister adds that, in proposing that the
Government should take over and operate the
Baie des Chaleurs Railway for the coming winter,
it was strongly represented to the Sub-Comimittee
of the Privy Council that the road was in good,
safe working condition, and was provided with
sufficient rolling stock in good serviceable condi-
tion, and could be operated for the winter season
by the Department of Railways and Canals as a
branch or feeder to the Intercolonial Railway,
not only without loss to the Government, but se
as to produce a balance over working expoenses.

That was the assertion of this celebrated
indi.vidual by the name of Armstrong
against whom my hon. friend the Minister
of Public Works (Mr. Tarte) delivered such
8 fiery phillipic and declared that he would
not touch him with a4 ten foot pole. It was
the assertion of this gentleman that this
would be a valuable feeder and that if they
would just take it over and operate it for
six months in the winter it would not be
a loss but it would actually bring in a valu-
able revenue. The Minister of Railwaysand
Canals ‘had no other information of any
sort to back up the proposition. With the
statistics of that road before him, with the
expenses and receipts as sworn to by the
company after it had beer run for two
years, he simply accepts the assertion
of the promoters, leaps into an illegal
and unauthorized operation of @ railway
and then comes to Parliament and meekly

says : “ We went into it as an experiment ; |

we have lost $12.000; we ask this Parlia-
ment for money to recoup us our expenses.”

1 simply thought it would be well to read |.

this Order in Council to show upon whait
information & business Government under-
takes an unbusinesslike arrangement.

Mr. SPROULE. It seems to me the most
unbusinesslike proposition ever submitted
by any Government in the history of this

ccuntry. What are the arguments advanc.

ed in its favour ? It has been strongly
represented by the parties intérested, they
say. We bave our own engineers whom
we could send out at a day’s notlee to
lock over the railway. We could have as-
certained ‘how much traffic was handled.
We could have got all this information but
we did not take the trouble to get it. It
has been strongly represented to us by the
parties who are likely to profit by the
"~ transaction. To think that the Minister of

‘der consideration.

Railways and Canals with all the officers
at his disposal—engineers, accountants and
others, who are in the pay of the Govern-
ment, did not take the trouble to look imte
this and ascertain whether or not it was
possible to operate the road ‘without loss,
seems almest incredible. If this is regard-
ed as a business transaction that ought to
satisfy the Council it should not be looked
upon as a business transaction that will
satisfy this House.

Welland Canal—
To pay William Higgins, from time he
became unable to work, Z20th October,
1896, until the date of superannuation,

1st February, 1897, at $38............. $139 33
To pay G. Edwards, from time he be-

came unable to work, 20th Octlober,

1896, until date of superannuation,

15th December, 1896, at $45........... 79 16

Mr. McCLEARY. While we were discuss-
ing this question a few days ago, in refer-
ence to the Welland Canal, I called the at-
tention of the Minister of Railways and
Canals to some of the dismissals there and
he questioned the statement I made as to
the number that had been dismissed. He
said that about 45 men had been dismiss-
ed. I stated that in addition there were 50
or 60 others, and he questicned the accur-
acy of my staterent. In addition to the
45 men dismissed along the line of the
Welland Canal formerly referred to, in the
ccunties of Lincoln and Welland there were
€9 others, which would make 114 dismissals.
And in addition on the feeder branch tke
nen dismissed, would number 15 or 20
more, so that out of 160 or 170 men employ-
ed on the Welland Canal upwards of 125
or 130 have been dismissed. I just call
the attention of the Minister to this because
he has given his friends carte-blanche there
and they have been carrying out his instruc-
tions to perfection.

Mr. FOSTER. Has the Minister nothing
to say at all, when, after having mad: 2
statement to this Housc that no more than
forty-five had been dismissed, in refutation
of a statement made by a member of this
House that many more had been dismissed,
and now when the hon. member comes di-
rectly from the scene of action and reiter-
ates this statement that more than he as-
serted have been dismissed, and the Minis-

‘er simply says : I think your information Is

not quite correct. The Minister is ip either
ore position or the other. Either he is mot
administering his own department, but it is
being done by a committee, so far as dismis-
sals and appointments in their places sare
concerned ; or else, he is not giving to this
House the information which the House
ought to have, that is, authentic information
when a Minister speaks as to the facts un-
I could easily see that
the Minister might not be within a few of
the number, but there is a wide divergence



