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has fallen during the last ten years from 30 to 40 per cent.,
and in some instances very much more, for the reason I
have mentioned, and that alone. It has resources equal
to those of auny other part of Canada I know of, but
it has mnot facilities for communication with the outside
world. 1f the Short Line Railway is diverted to St. John
and made a long line, this Central Railway has the merits,
independent of being a through line and a portion of the
short line, that should receive attention ; and I can assure the
hon. Minister of Railways that had we known the policy of
the Government had boen changed, and that local lines
would be subsidized, the different schemes being considered
in regard to the resources with which the sections of the
country were endowed, the claims of this road would have
been pressed more vigorously. Asit is, a large petition
was presented to the Governor in Council from that district,
asking for this railway to be assisted; I do not know the
number of signatures attached, but the petition was a large
one. I pressthe claims of this road, but I am not per-
sonally interested in it, and it will not bring railway com-
munication nearer {0 me than it is at present, in the inter-
est of a portion of my constituents, and portions of the
counties of Queen’s and King’s—the member for King's 1
sce before me, and he no doubt will speak for himself, In
conclusion, I bog to say that this railway should have re-
ceived larger consideration, or at all events some consider-
ation, at the hands of the Government,

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). I regret exceedingly, as was
stated by the hon. leader of the Opposition, that wo have
80 little information before u3 with respect to the railways
1o be aided. I think itis very desirable, indeed, that in
voting such a large sum az $2,138,000 we should have full
information furnished in regard to the various lines of rail-
way to bo aided; that we should have a map especially of
tho Eastern Provinces, so that we could see the various con-
nections to be made. We should also have information
as to the nature of the country to be travelled, the traffic to
be secured, the resources which the railway is expected to
develop 8o that we might form an intelligent judgment as
to the propriety of voting the subsidies. Hon. gentlemen
will remember, and particularly the hon. member for
Lincotn (Mr. Rykert) will remember, that in the Ontario
Legislature before an Order in Counocil was passed granting
aid to any railway, full information as to the cost of con-
structing the road, as to the cost of working the road, as to
the financial stutas of the company asking aid, as to the
resources of the country through which the railway was to
pass, and information of a similar nature, was furnished.

Mr. RYKERT. There is a rule to that effect, but it is
very seldom aihered to.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). I am speaking of tho rule, and
it is & very important one, because such information is nec-
ossary in order to form a proper juadgment as to the pro-
priety of voting the money proposed. I think this legisla-
tion is very hasty, that these subsidies are to be voted very
hastily. 1 do not agree with the hon. member for Lincoln,
that the hon. leader of the Opposition is inconsistent with
himself because he objects to voting these subsidies now,
having, when leader of the Government in Ontario, passed
several Ordera in Council through the House to assist
different railways in the Provinco. I do not think the
statement of tho hon. member for Lincoln is correct.
His statoment was that the Ontario Legislature voted
money without information as to the railways to be sub-
sidized, that legislation was forced upon the House, that
the House had no opportunity of judging as to whether the

roads to be aided required the desired aid, that the Orders|;

in Council where forced through the House in a night, and

80 on. The honjmember for Lincoln should know, for he .

was in the Legislature at the time, that the House was in'
Mr. Borrgr (Suobury).

full possession of all necessary informatior in regard to
every one of the railways to be aided, and had been in pos-
session of information with regard to some of them for a
long time. I will give the hon. gentleman the date and
then he can make the mnecessary calculations. On 21st
February notice was given of the railway aid resolutions;
oft the 22nd the debate commenced, and ended on the 23rd ;
on the 24th the report was received and Bill introduced
founded thereon; the Bill was not read the second time
until the 27th; the third reading was on the 28th, and on
the 29th the Orders in Council were passed. Let us bear
that date in mind, and we will see how long the House
was in possession of the information on which they were
expected to pass judgment,

Mr. RYKERT. Of what year?

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). February, 1872. There were
ten railway companies aided. Information respecting the -
Kingston and Pembroke, the Canada Central, the Montreal
and Ottawa, and Grand Junction, was laid on the Table on
February b5th, and therefore the House had twenty-four
days to consider whether aid should be granted to those
four companies. On February Tth information in regard
to the Midland, Toronto, Simcoe and Muskoka was laid on
the Table of the IIouse, so that members had twenty-two
days to consider whether aid should be granted to those
lines. On February 8ih information was laid on the Table
with respect to the Wellington, Grey and Bruce, and Toronto
Grey and Bruce, and thus members had twenty-one days to
consider whether aid should be granted to those companies.
And on 16th February information was laid on the Table of
the House as to the Toronto and Nipissing and Hamilton
and Lake Erie, so that the House had thirteen days to con-
sider the giving of aid to these railways. Further supple-
mentary information was brought down on the 20th, so
that hon gentleman will see that varying from thirteen to
twenty-four cays the House had ample time to consider all
the information laid beforc it, as to whether varicus lines
of railway should receive subsidies; and I think that the
hon. gentleman must have agreed in that view himself,
I said that the House was asked to pass judgment on this
matter on the 29th of February. Now, my hon. friend says
that the Ontario Legislature hud not the necessary infor-
mation on which to pass judgment, but what did the hon.
genileman do? Without that nccessary information the
hon. gentleman voted for every one of these subsidies from
the very first to the very last. The first Order in Council
was moved on the 29th of February, and there were only
some nine members of tho House who voted against it.
The other members voted for it. Ilow many of them did
80 ? Sixty-two voted yea, and seven nay ; and among those
who chose, without information on which to pass judgment,
a8 the hon. gentleman said, to do this, I find the names of
Reed, Robertson, Rykert, &c.; and this runs down through
to the tenth Order in Council. Bat what did my hon. triend
do when the tenth Order in Council was é):'oposed ? He
gets up—no, be did not get up, hon. M. C. Cameron, the
leader of the Opposition got up, and moved an amendment
a3 follows : — )

¢ That while this House is willing to make all just provision for rail-
ways, and assents io the said resolution, it feels bound to express the
opinion that the said Order in Council, together with nine other Orders
in Council, involving an aggregate appropriation of $1,500,0007
having only been placed on the Table of this House at its Session yes-
terday, and the Government, to repeated requests, having refased to

ive information as to the undertakings they intended to Orders
in Qouucil in favor of, till this Honse had voted an additional subsidy
of $400,000 and a further appropriation of $100,000 a year for twenty years,
Government has not given this House suflicient time for the consideration
of the said Order in Council, to enable it to givean intelligent and just
udgment upon the claims of the several enterprises, and that in future
Ordge':-la in Council - requiring the ratification of this House should be
submitted at an earlier period of the Bession, and should not be taken
into consideration by this House until the same has been before the
House for at least five days.”



