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takep, under this or any other pretext, out of the public
Treasury, on grounds which it appears to me the hon.

entleman will find it difficalt to show, como either within
the letter or the spirit of the Act to which I have alluded.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Of course, theie. can be ro
ossible objection to the motion which the hon. gentleman
as made. I fact, I assume that, when the information for

which the hon. gentleman bas moved comoes down, and a
comparison is made between these warrants and those
which were issued under the Administration of my hon.
friend on the other side, it will be found that very little
explanation will be required as regards a considerable por-
tion of the remarks he has just addressed to the House. 1
may say at the oulset that 1 am disposed to conecur with the
hon. gentleman in the principle he has laid down. I think
the warrant of the Governor General should be confined to
gervices which are contemplated by the authority under
which that warrant is irsued, that is, rervices which aro
unforeseen and which it is necessary should be provided for
without roference to Parlinment. It will be observed that
with regard to thii very large sum—and it is an abnorm-
ally large sum —of over $2,0u0,000 comprised in these war
rants, the hon. gcntloman has not taken exception, as]
understand him, to apy item in this paper. He has not
challenged apy one of theere expenditures as an improper
expenditure. It js quite possible that my hon, collesgue
behind me may be open to the charge of rot having ac-ur
utely estimated the precise amount which would be required
for some of there various services, but I may say that
1t is not always convenient to make an estimale in regard
to matters of that kind. If an estimste which is thus miede
is a very large estimate it stimulates tho parlies who are
making claims to make those claims commensurute to the
cstimute, Tuke the rebellion lostes claims, for instanco,
which were under consideration, The hon. gentleman krows
that if Parlianment, in advance of the report of the Royal
Commission, had provided a very large amount for tho
settlement of these claims, it would stimulate tho
parties to put in claims for amounts which, at all
events, would cover the appropriation of Parliament.
So that I think there is a sufficient reason why it
it is not de-irable, in many of thoso cases, to anticip.le
what wou'd be required by an estimate which .must be, in
the nature of things, very inaccurate and incomplete. The
hon, gentleman bas drawn the attention of the House to a
number of these items, as 10 which it will be seen at cnce
that all possible foundation for a criticism of the action of
the Government dicappears. Tuke the first item of $125,-
631.95. What'is that item? The hon. gevlleman knows
that the Government of which he was a member dispos-
gessed the Windsor and Avnapolis Railway Company—for
whom one of his colleagues exhibited a great deal of sym-
pathy on a recent occasion—of the possession of the Windsor
branch—forcibly dispossessed them, took it out of their
hande, and placed it in the hands of another company. ‘the
Windsor and Annapolis Railway Company, under a petition
of right,took an aciion—as they were entitled to do—again-t
the Governinent of Canada for that act; and the Govern-
ment—ithe successors of hon, gentlemen opposite—felt
bound to resist in all its stages the claim which was made,
and the verdict which was secured against the Government
with regard to that claim. But when the time came,
when tho last appeal to the Judicial Commitiee of the
Privy Couvrcil had gone against Canada, 1 think the
hon, gentleman will agree with me that, under those
circumsiances, when it was found that they were entitled
by the verdict of the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council to a certain amoant, he will agree with e that
there should be no unnecessary delay in paying them a
claim which was raised so long ago as the period when the
hon, gentleman was in office, & olaim which was founded

on the act of the Government of which the hon. gentleman
was & member. I think it wiil not be necessary that [
should occupy the time of the House any longer in relation
to that question. I will also pass over the Banff Hot
Springs, as I hope the information afforded to the Houre
yorterday in regard to that matter will be considered suffi-
ciont to make it unnecessary for me to add anything to the
full and complete explanations which were then given. The
fact is that the Governmont were led to believe by gontle-
met on both sides of the House that it was very important
that steps should be taken in regard to that question ; and
baving decided to set aside that locality a3 a public park,
the needful stops were instituted by the Government for
the purpose of ascertaining precisely what would require
to be done. Parliament not being in Session, they con-
sidered that it was not desirablo that any time should be
lost in developing tho springs and making them valuablo
to all classes of people who might resort to them for the
bencfits they would afford. Steps were accordingly taken,
and in order to avoid the loss of a year, the grant was anti-
cipated and a warrant was obtained.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH!I. The hon. gentleman
will obscrve that the larger portion of that was after Par-
liament was in Session,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1t was April the 14th, but the
order was passed before that. I may say that I quite agree
with the hon. gentleman on the question of law, because it
seems to be explicit, but the Orderin Council was passed
previous to the meeting of Parliament.

Mr. MACKENZIE, How long provious.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. A vory short time provious;
bat the hon. gentleman will sco that it was to cover expen-
ditures already made and that there would be considerable
dolay in meeting it, unless it was met by the warrant of the
Governor General. No Order in Council for any -warrant
contained in this list was passed by Council afler tho meet-
ing of Parliament, Then the hon, gentleman did not say
much in regard to the question of compensation for losses
arising out of tho rebellion in the North-West Territories,
and very naturally, because he would at once perceive that
the Government would be bound promplly to provide for
losses, if there were any. If there was any case which could
possibly justify the issue of the Governor General’s wariant,
it would be & case of that kind, in which it was
found that individuals had suffered—as they did suffer
—in consequence of that unfortunate rebellion. There-
fore I think you will agree with me that no unneces-
sary time should be allowed to lapse between the finding of
the commission and the payment of the relief to the parties
who are the claimants. Then, the salaries and expenses of
commissioners on the rebeliion losses could not be very
well estimated until the work was closed, and it had been
found what amount of time, iabor and expense had been in-
volved in performing that important daty. The hon, gen-
tlemau has made noremark in regard to the consolidation
of tho Statutes, because that is a lapsed balance for which
Purliament had provided, and which forms an item of §24,-
772.30. The Royal Commission on Ruilways was alsoauthor-
ised by this House. I dv not, perhaps, sympathise so very
much with that appropriation, from the fact that while I
had the honor of occupying the position of Minister of Rail-
ways [ opposed the efforts that were being made in that
direction; but the Huute came to the conclusion that it
was desirable to have that whole «}nes‘tion examined by a
Royal Commission, and provision, of course, had to be made
for it. Then, the amount of $163,938.83 for expenses of the
rebellion in the North-West Territories is also a lapsed
balance, and the hon. gentleman will agree that having had
the sanction of Parliament before—e

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, I did state that,



