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Mr. MONK. That is the old argument was let by tender, but there is some doubt
we henr every time we ask for relief for the about it.

province of Quebec. My hon. friend says Mr, EMMERSON. $4,621 per mile. That
it is not the business of the federal gov- is exclusive of the bridge and of the wharf,
ernment to provide free roads for the pro- that includes rails and equipment.

vince of Quebec. e Mr. WILSON. Was it all let by tender ?
N G e Province | o DMMBREONW¥es: s I have ex-
Mr. MONK. Itis unfortunate that he should .44

argue in t}}at \Zvay. He knows it is not our MeINGRAM T i sorely not in keep-

business e’ther to lend money to the trus- . = Baceralion

tees of Montreal roads, but we have done ‘18 With the statements that have already

that and we are to-day in this position, Veéen made to this House. )

that we hold $200,000 of bouds of the Mon-| Mr. EMMERSON. I have stated it as I

treal Turnpike Trust on which the interest | have stated it.

is not paid, and the masters of the situation Mr. INGRAM. You are not sure of your

are this government. The interest on those | ground.

bonds has never been paid, and it is in the | »Mr EMMERSON. I have given the his-

power of my hon. friend to say to the trus- | tory of the matter just as I have now stated

tees of the Montreal roads and the local gov- | jt,

ernment : It is time this abuse shall cease Mr. WILSON. What I nnderatood from the:
and we are willing to forego our interest| . iyister is that the lowest tenderer was to
and the capital, provided the necessary re- pave got the contract, but the government
forms are made. Does my hon. friend pre- judged that he was not fit to carry it out,
tend that when we are voting a sum of over |y nq the next lowest tenderer was g‘iven the
$1,000,000 for the construction of a bridge, | contract. Is that the case with the whole
the whole cost of which we shall pay, it is | road ?
not in our power to say : we will not vote Mr. EMMERSON. It was extended sub-
that money unless there will be free circula- sequently, as I stated before. The whole
tion on the bridge for the people ? contract was given to the contractor who
Mr. FIELDING. But my hon. friend | had received a portion of it at certain sche:
overlooks the very important fact that we | dule rates, and it was continued to com-
have already put in our conditions by a |pletion under that arangement.
solemn agreement between this parliament Mr. WILSON. When I asked if this was
and the parliament of Prince Edward Is-|tendered for in two different parts, I under-
land. That agreement is signed, sealed and | stood the minister to say no.

delivered. It suits the people of Prince Ed- : i § i =
w’ard Island, and why we §hould be so an- ‘.el\‘;,tr;l I:]Ili\fgflzlrlgﬁs?nﬁ)‘reisg;g ?I%tmw‘lsgaittolcgl;l
Xxious to prevent their paying tolls, I can- telling my hon. friend now. They only
not understand. As to the Quebec case, tendered for a portion of the road originally,

we possibly have gone out of our way to i he - for the
lend money to the trustees of the Montreal }):é;ltmw;;s ;(-)‘:g’;gf’d e

turnpike road, but surely that is not an - .
offence of which we should be accused. Mr. WILSON. W‘“‘"‘?t !:ender?
Surely my hon. friend does not consider| Mr. EMMERSON. Without tender.

that a crime. Mr. INGRAM. That is the truth ?
Mr. MONK. No, but we stand in the Mr. EMMERSON. That is what I en-
position of a creditor who can impose on | deavoured to say.
his debtor what conditions he chooses. Mr. INGRAM. The hon. gentleman said
Mr. FIELDING. The one condition which |in the first place, and led us to believe, that
my hon. friend is not willing to impose is |it was given by tender, when it was nothing
that the debt should be paid or any part |of the Kind.
of it. Mr. EMMERSON. I did not wish to con-
Mr. MONK. My hon. friend knows per- | vey that impression, because I had stated
fectly well that the debt is not collectable. | differently earlier in the evening. I had
I admit there is a distinction between the |given the facts before just as I have given
two cases, but it was only right that we | them now.
should find out on behalf of the people of | Mr. SPROULE. I understood the minis-
Prince Edward Island what are the con-|ter to say that the province pays $9,750 a
ditions for the use of the bridge. There is | year, which is supposed to be the interest
an agreement in this case, but in that of |upon the cost of the passenger traffic part
the Montreal Turnpike there is none. " |of the bridge. Is that in perpetuity or for
Mr. WILSON. How much did we pay |2any definite length of time ?
per mile for the building of the railway ?| Mr. EMMERSON. It is unlimited.
What was the contract price ? I understood | Mr. SPROULE. We find that in many of
the lll(c;i) minister to say that the whole road | these items the contracts are changed from
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