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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.  We must get l before the tenders were made. It was not done in
the information. connection with the Long Lake read or the Cal-

Mr. FOSTER.  Certainly my hon, friend has o | $25¥ road.

perfect vight to ask for any information he desires, . Mr. \MILLS (Bothwellh  Then this is not a
and I have no doult that the hon. Minister of the | colonization road »

Interior sud others who will speak will giveitto!  \lr,. DEWDXNEY. 1t is a colonization road. and
b, With refererve to the currency of the Budget | T would like the House to disabuse its mind of any
debaze after that, it will be my proposition, andg idea as to the Hudsor's Bay road promer.  The
my hon. friend. will agree with me, that as oon a3 (overnment told the promoters of this road that
We have finished this stage, we shall proceed with | they would give nothing nore than the proposed
the debate o e oudice. T shall be ghud if my | enarantee for twenty vears, for this is a coloniza-
hon. friemd opposite can indicate the possible date | tion road. )

at which we can dispose of that. . ' Mr. LAURIER. e are anxions to have more

Mre. LAURIER. The hon. Minister of Finarce | jnformation on this subject,and this is the mgrage
has not vightly apprehended the objection raised | which is wsed in different places.  In Manitoba
by my hon. friend from South Oxford.  Hisx objee- [ this is called the Hudsons Bay Railway froan
titon is that it is cont rary 1o rules and pl“\‘(]&llts L0 l \\‘ilulipes to the H“i!&‘n\g };ﬂ\\ ~ln the H‘Ons‘} of
intervene another debate while a motion of wamt of | Comanons here it is Si\llp]}‘ a Q(;louimllio" road frotn

conidence 5 pending.  The hon. gentleman is
aware of that as well as my hon, friend. 1 did not
raise the point because. unfortunately, it has been
my experience this session that this loyal Conser-

vauve Government iz constantly breaking every |

British rule and precedent.

Nir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If we are
going into this matter, I wonld like to learn from
the hon. Mintster of Railways or the hon. Minister
of the Interior, in the first place, what he expects
this road, which T understamd is about 300 miles
fong, i going to cost, and whether he is prepared
to make a statemwent to the House as to its cost ¥

Mre. DEWDNEY. If I remember correctly, this
qrestivn was put to e when the matter was first
brovght before the Howse by the hon. memler for
South Oxfont Sir Rishard Cartwright), and 1 told
him then that an estimate had been made of the
cost and that a contract had been signed by Messes,
Ross, Holt & Mann for the construction of the road
at a price of JFLGO @ mide.

Nir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
the permanent way--the road-bed 2

Mr. DPEWDNEY. Yes

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.  Exclusive of
the rails »

Mr. PEWDNEY. No: incleding the mids It
1s ahinost entively a prairie road.

Mr. WATSOXN.
across the Narrows ?

Mr. DEWDXNEY. No: it does not include that.

Mr: WATSON. Is it the intention to cross at
the Narrows*

\Nr. DEWDXNEY.
tion,

Mr. WATSON.
it must detine the route which is to be taken.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I ianey there is very little
difference in the nature of the road between the
two lakes and that across the Narrows,

Mr. LAURTIER. Do I understand the hon.
gentleman to mean that there has been a‘survey
made on the ground of the projected road, and that
it has actually been located.from one point to the
other? = , i ”

- Mr. DEWDNEY. No;:and it would be -

That s for

necessary for anyone who has, been accustomed to}

contract in that country te have such a location
Mr. FosTER. S

Does that include the bridge |

I believe that is the inten |

If the contract has been let. |

1 Winnipeg to some point on the Saskarchewan
f River: but the Minister is not able 1o tell us where
Fitis to be located. The only inforumation he can
rgive usis that it will ram from Winnipeg in the
direction of Long Lake.and to some point on the
‘Naskatchewan River.  \We are only asking for
- information which onght to be amply given before
| the mouneys of the people are voted in this way. 1
-do not know, after all. that it might not be good
as a colonization road. The hon. member kuows
that this side of the House offered no opposition
last year 1o the Calgary read. but the information
L was given, and it was stated that it was intended
| to serve one section of that coantry. It the hon,
Cgentleman can give ws full and acewmiate  mforma-
' tion, he may be entitled to this monex, but so far
- he has not placed himself in a position 1o ask for a
| cent of money, becanse he has not giver any infor
‘ mati«;n upon which the money of the people can be
votredd.

i M. DAVIES (PLEID I understand the hon,

- entleman to say that the hine has not been located.

I would ask bi:a if there has been any survey be-
tween the end of the forty miles of road which have
- been already built-and the point on the Saskatehe-
" wan to which it ix expected this road will go. and
(if he has any report of the surveyors as to the
: charactér of the country throngh which the road
- will ran ¥ Of course, there may be three or four
‘surveys of different lines. but I would ask him if
tsurveys have been made between the proposed
' termam ¥

Mr. DEWWDNEY. Yes: there have been thor-

- ough explorations made.

Mr. DAVIES (PLEIL) 1 mean surveys; nor ex-
- plorations. ,

Mr. DEWVDNEY. The surveyos have not been

i over both lines. and I stated that either line wonld
| end on the Saskatchewan.  Ome is indicated on the
- map at the eastern end of the Saskatchewan River,
“and the other is, I think. a little further east. 1
 stated to the House that it was proposed to take
' one of these two lines and to bnild this read’ on a
colonization scheme, either to the Grand Rapidsor
. to the Saskatehewan River. aun the western side of,
: Cedar Lake.  The navigation »t the are place is
 six weeks or two monzhs earlier in the season than
i 1t is at the other o
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.)  The hon. gentleman mis-
. apprehends my guestion.. I have no doubt in refer-

-



