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Mr. MACKENZIE. I will not dony that the hon. gen- Mr. MACKENZIE. Whon the hon. gentleman sys I

tleman is very insolent. I would admit that at once. The wculd deny anything, li must expeot to be answered in a
Chief Engineer invariably obtained ail the money ho very short manner. Nothing couid ba more impropor than
demanded for the repair of all of those works. The hon. to use sucl an expression, but every time the lion. gentle-
gentleman's assumption is wholly untrue, that the works man speaks lieinsulta lon. members on this aide. Saclihex-
were in that bad state; and the other insinuation that some pressions wiil not be allowod to pass. As for the hon.
one obtained a favor for some particular reason is gentleman's conideration, I do not dosire it or need it.
quite unworthy of my consideration. I stated Sir CHARLES TUPPER. In reply to wlat fou from the
that he was required to pay the value of the locks at the lon. member for South Huron, I want to draw lis atten-
time, but not the price of new locks. I do not think the tion to the position of the question, and 1 think lie wili son
posts were rotten. There might be some decay in the wood that there is very great force in the point to whicliI wish to
and the gates remained tolerably good. Assuming that to allude. The accident occurred, from wlatever cause. The
be the case, the charge for new gates would be very unjust. hon. member for Monck's vessel was wrecked, and liemado a
The price we charged was thought propor after consulting daim for damages. The Department of Justice, to which it
the officers of the Department. was referred to know whether tho daim was a proper e

Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT. In any case the to ho referred te officiai arbitraters, reported that it wts,
principles attempted to be laid down by the hon. member and the officiai arbitratorsafter careful irvestigationreported
for Monck is entirely untenable. There is not the slightest that the accident was entiroly due to causes ever whicliMr.
ground for holding the Government of Canada liable as MeCailumladnocontroi. The following is in thoir report
common carriers. They are only liable if injury rosults«t
from the action of their own agents. But the position of ,Incomto nlusna thd S amaeot
the hon. Minister of Canais was that this injury was caused 'I oigt h ocuinta h aaet h .C pethon.miisaaemen of ano ast tves l, tho s cQoner was directly causeci by the mismanagemtAnt of those on board the
by the mismanagement of another vessel, the schonerschooner Louie, and not by the generally defective condition of the
Louise-that that was the cause of the injury to the vessel gates on Lock 21 of the Welland Canal; stili eonsidering the very con-
of the hon. member for Monck; if so, I fail to sec how the tradictory evidence-the fact that the Government virtually adnitted.the unsond condition of the gates by reducing the amount of Battle's

bond indsettiement withthemu-thstact that there is no corroborative
remedy will ho cleariy against tbe Louise. It is not the evidence in support of either Mcàvoy's or Ferria's different stateinents
business of the Groverrment, thougl asserted by the lion, as to the cause of the accident, in consequence of the death of Mr. Tag-

when injury lias been done by one garthe lock-tender, the onuly other party present--the fant that the
M. C. Upper was oored in the proper laceoand the absence of anyprivate indiyidual to another, to attempt to socure damages proof that her Unes were not taut-the act that Mr. Mcallm hnad

in favor of one man againat another. The decision must paid bis canal dues, and that there was no negligence contributory or

ho ieft to the Courts. otherwise on bis part, o on the part of those acting for or under him at
the time of the accidenth; we ave also cone to the conclusion that

Mr. MILLS. I ara sure it wilt strike every ono as a there are substantial and far groundes for the favorable consideration of

singular doctrine that the Government, as the preprietor tf the eeaim."

a canal, la a common carrier. You might as wehI argue that a Mr. MILLS.h as the hon. gentleman the opinion of the
turhike road company was a common carrier and n'able Minister of Justice thon?

r tîte damage of eue vehicle te another. The position Of Sir CIARmES TUPPEr. I wil produce it later, but
the Govornment is wlly different from that of a raîlway tlie hon. Miiiter gave an opinion aise that it was a proper
company. A raiiway cempany net enly owns the road, cs eh eerdt h fiiiabtaoa

cato be referred to h offi cial arbitrators otdta tws

but the coaches whiah makes them commnnd carriers. That
the Governnent doos net own the vesseis that sali on the 3,3. Prince Edward Island Railway........uo s....v$12,
canais, and thorefore are net commMn carriers. If a colci a Sir CHA dRLES TUPPER. This expenditure I was
sien occura on a canai, an injury is done te one vossel by the obliged teo make owing t the unwonted everity of the
carelessunes aiid egi"ence of the master of another, it winter. The storms onutho Intercoenial Railway have been
is only the party who caused the injury that cati held very severe, 'butidotiling as cmpared with those on Prince

soable.oeLudward Island noai1way. A succession etivew-storm of
Mr. RYKIERT. The hou. member for Lambton lias old thrdmot unusuacharacter have taken place, and fr miles

me that I wasvory insolent. I would like te retburn the the rond was burid uptea great depth, and this expenditure
compliment by teiing hlm on thi occasion that ho ofTen is argiy caused by the increased cst forremoving the
addreses the lovuse, althength bis age sereens him, in the snow.
meet insolent mannor. I wisli him te ugderstand that thi 386. To defray expenses l connection with Publie c

net ging te ast those sr and insult at lion. member ot Buldins in Manitoba.....fac.............$60,
on this aide witerout being taken te task for it. Ttgough a
litte eder than myse.f I have been as long in publicteifetas Ie roply te Sir dReIehaD Je. CARTWRIHTo
le, and IMwiLl net allow him te charge myslf and friends SirH ECTOR LANGEVIN. The Winnipeg post office is
witl beinginsolent withot resenting it. When making now te ama . We have enlarged it, but the more we
sotie allowane for the state of bis hca h, ho must recolileMt enlargo it the eos is it capable of accommodating te
that we arehiae oequa in thic louse, and I wie Tnet submit enormoua and increasing crowds f peple wheovisit it. The
te Gis impertinence in tehlling me that have been insolent intention isnte have a new poat office. The lot ou which
towardnhlm. Besides, it w a net paroiamentary te tel me the old pest offce stands, beingiOn the main street, laof
that my statement was untrue, a statement based on great value; that will ho seld and a new lot purchàased.
evidence. Mr. Bodwell admitted hie had stated what
wau net correct in hi firest report. o admitted 392. Kx>enses in connection with Harbors and
that the canal w in a bad tate cf repa r, and I say e 3 .Prin e wr s i lw............. .... $1200

as a matter cf fact, the canal waa eompletely run dewn. Iu reply' te Mir. ANOLIN,
Ail hi@ whole time was taken up ini coveriug up its defocts. Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. With reference te the
I said they were in the position ef cemmon carriers, but liarbor cfShppegan, the Chief Engneer's estimate cf
did net say they were cmmon carriers. They ndertoek $ 4,000 is for the completien of the tir t 1,400 feet of the
that Mr. McCalnm's vessel slould be prtected in going breakwater at Alexandr's Point, whicli was chmmenced in
throuh the cana , and if injured by their neghigence tley 1875. The total lengtnoth riginallyreommended was ,i50
were hble. feetsoThethrst 900 hoentuf the breakwater, wing te the

Mr. RYKERT.
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