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in Dakota and Minnesota, as you will do in the North-West;
but if you are a well-to-do immigrant, take notice of this,
says the Toronto 3Mail, that the western, south-western
and southern States present to people of your class an
infinite, an incomparable variety of advantages. There is
the statement of the organ of hon. gentlemen opposite, and
we have the endorsation of one who was a member of that
Government, and who would discharge the duties of one
of the Departments of that Government, at all events, quite
as efficiently as they are diseharged by its present incum-
bent, and who says that that article is true.

Mr. MITCHELL. I rise to a question of order. I did
not say that the article was true. What I said was, that the
portion of the article referring to the frosts in Manitoba,
up to which point the hon, gentleman had read, was true. I
am not responsible for the Mail. I am not going to defend
the .ail. It is quite able to take care of itself, and its
friends in the flouse are able to defend it. But I do not
think it is doing justice to me, when I said that frosts
occurred in Manitoba, which extended all over the country,
to draw me into defending every statement which appears
in the .Mail. I did not do anything of the kind.

Mr. PATERSON. I have no dosire to draw the hon.
gentleman into defending every statement, if he does not
desire it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have an organ of my own, as you
know. •

Mr. PATERSON. But it is very natural that I should
have referred to the hon. gentleman, whon I was reading
one article, and as I understood he endorsed it.

Mr. MITCHELL. It was; it was very natural for you to
misrepresent.

Mr. PATERSON. So eager was he to interrupt me by
stating that the article was the truth, while the article ho
has read from was a lie. I believed he intended to state
that the article which I was reading was truc, and that ho
was prepared to endorse every statement in it, and I think
that is what every hon. gentleman in the House supposed.
I am glad to hear that ho does not endorse every statement
contained in that article.

Mr. McNEILL. May I ask the hon. gentleman whether
the article says that frosts occur more frequently and more
severely in the North-West than in Dakota, or that on that
occasion the frost was more severe ?

Mr. PATERSON. I read what it says, and hon. gentle-
men opposite were quiet and heard what I read. I have no
time, in the course of a speech, to go back and explain
what it says. I ask, what are we to think of language such
as that? I want to ask what you think of gentlemen
opposite, who are prepared to rise and put thomselves in
the ridiculous position of reiterating charges against the
Opposition, of decrying the country, and who produce no
utterances of members of the Opposition, but, where they
find that a correspondent, who is responsible for his own
letter, describes what I presume ho supposes to be the
truth, in reference to the country, proclaim that this is with
a view to decry the country, and that the newspaper which
publishes the correspondence makes itseif responsible for it
all. This is not a correspondence, but an editorial of the
.Mail newspaner, an article written by the gentlemen who
control it. We have again this statement. I think it was
an article which appeared two or throe days afterwards,
which preceded an article in the Montreal Gazette, in which
the Montreal Gazette said:

Rumor has been busy for some weeks past with the affairs of the
Canadian pacifie ailway. The. eompany lu reported to be seeking
furtker assistance from Iarliament, to have incurred a fioating liability
of a considerable amount, and to have failed to raise a loan in the
money market, and it is no longer a secret that these reports are sub-
pantially oorreet."

That was from the Montreal Gazette, to prepare Parliament
for the new demand. Two or three days before that there
appeared in theToronto Mail, in the same direction, an article
seeking to prepare the public mind for additional aid for the
Canadian Pacific Railway, pointing out the reasons which
would justify Parliament in doing so, as the writer evidently
felt it was a very ombarrassing position when the company
came the third time to Parliament for aid. We find the
following:-

"If our land subsidy of 25,000,000 acres be worth $2 an acre, the
Northern Pacific lands must be worth much more. For while the popu-
lation of the whole territcry through which the Canadian Pacifie runs,
from Callander to the Pacific, does not, at this bour, exceed 200,000, the
smallt r and more compact region traversed by the Northern Pacifia is
comparatively well settled. • • • If it be said that the moun-
tain section of the Northern Pacific was more costly than the mouatain
section of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and that in the case of the
Canadian Paiclic the heavy work on the Pacifie slope bas been assumed
by the Government, the answer is that the Northera Pacifie had no rock
division, 650 miles long, such as that which stretches in unbroken deso-
lation between Port Arthur and Callander."

Thero is a description of that country, given by the Mail
newspaper-tho road was to run through 650 miles of
rock, one unbrokon, barren desolation-printed in the
organ of hon. gentlemen opposite, who have the audacity
to rise, time and again, to charge upon gentlemen on thrs
side of the House that they docry their country, but who
have always been utterly unable to produce the proof. In
that article of the Mail was the justification of every word
that ever fell from any hon, gentleman on this sida of the
House, when it admits that the Govornment made a mis-
take by overestimating the value of the land, when it
admits they mado a mistake by not acting as reasonablo
mon, instead of acting liko mon who have lost their hads,
when they spoak of that country. Sir, there nover was a
time when hon. gentlemen opposite were less justified in
making the charges that theyhave made against us to.
night in connection with the North-West, when we are
considering proposals to build colonisation roads through-
out that country, which hon. gentlemen on this of
the lIouse proposed to do in 1878, and which, if
unfortunato circumstances had not deprived them of
tho reins of powor, I have no doubt would have existed, to a
very large extent, in great portions of that country at the
present time, and instead of 200,000 people that the Mail
said you had there now, you might have had over a million
of people developing that country, theso roads feeders to a
road owned by the Governmont, and the procoeds and the
profits accruing to the country instead of- being lost to it.
And now lot me just refer to the remarks of thu hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), with roference to
the Canadian Pacific Railway, to which these roads will be
tributary. I would like to ask the hon. member for North-
umberland one question-I do not know whether ho will
answer me or not. He stated that the second syndicate
that offored to build this road was a bogus syndicate, and ho
justified that expression when he rose to make his speech,
by declaring that he knew a good deal about this thing; le
gave us to understand that ho was sufficiently in the secrets
of the gentlemen who comprised that second syndicate to
know that ho was warranted in his expression that it was
a bogus syndicate. Well, now, I do not know whether the
hon. gentleman was sufficiently in the confidence of the
gentlemen who composed that company to be able to say it
was a bogus syndicate. But whether he was or not, hon.
gentlemen in this House will not doubt that if the hon. mem-
ber is not deep in the confidence of the second syndicate, he, at
any rate, ought to be deop in the confidence of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Syndicate, from the manner in which lie
defends them on the floor of this House; and if hoeis deep
in their confidence it would interest this House and this
country if he would explain to us how it was that the
Government of this country were made to give the bargain
they did to the present Canadian Pacific Railway
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