
COMMONS DEBATES.
saaryfor the three years previonswas something over
$I,100 a year. I am told that in a course of a few days
after he was superannuated, he applied for and got a situa-
tio-in one ofthe insurance com nies in Hamilton, where
hie lary was $1000 a year. ewas quite able to attend
to hiis daty as an agent of that Insurance Company, but he
was notable, apparently, to attend to hie duties as a clerk
iu Hamilton [ost Offe. Now, that matter bas been
discussed agood deal in the city of Hamilton, it bas become
a scai>da4there, and I think it is high time that notice
hould ho brought té the Government of the state of the

case. Thus gentleman is, to all intenta and purposes,
enjoying as good health as men ordinarily. I have the

esure ofseeming him every day when I am at home, and
attends to hie duties religiously and le quite able of

attending o them properly. While receiving$1,000 salary
he ia at the same time a pensionor of thi Dominion for 'a
sum equal to 50 per cent. of that besides. I move for theue
papers with the view of showing that, in the first place, as
I am told, the superannuation was granted on the represen-
tation made to the Government of the day, by gentlemen
who really muet have known the state the man was in.
Re was not in the state represeuted to the Governmont and
whieh induced the Government to superannuate him. I,
therefore, hope the Government will bring down the papers,
and will, if. Mr. Eager is able to attend to. hie duties, ask
him to go back into the Post Office.

Sir REIIA RD J. CARTWRIGHT. I cannot chargo my
-memory with the facts relating to Mr. Eager'r superannua-
tion, although I think the papers wiH show that the late
Government acted in this matter upon medical certificates,
showing Mr. Rager to haye been apparently in a very bad
state of health beiore he was superannuated. But if the
facts be as represented, and as I have no doubt the hon.
member believes, the Government, if I recollect aright,
under the terms of the Superannuation Act, have it in their
power to remedy any wrong that may have bn com-
mitted; because I think they can require Mr. Bager t'
resume service at any time, either in the Department from
which be was superannuated, or any other Dopartment of*
the GovernMnent.

Motion agreed te.

RAILWAY TRAFFIC.

Mr. MILLS, in moving for a return showing the number
of passengers who travelled on each of the railways .of
Canada for the year 1880; the number who might have
been carried, had the accommodation afforded beeri fully
occupied; the number of tous of freight carried;. the
number of tons which might have been carried with
existing rolling stock, said : The reason I make this motion
je to ascertain to what extent the rolling stock of the rail-
way companies in the cduntry would be available for
increased travel and trafie, and to what extent the increased
travel and traltie would be accommodated. Trom informa-
tion afforded by the different railway companies i England
and Seotland, we know that a diminution' of charges is
accompanied by a corresponding increase of travet and
traffim-that, in fact, the rule which has been found to hold
good in regard to the Post Office Department holde equally
god in regard to these railway. I have no doubt that the
emme rule- would prevail in this country, and that the
railway eompanids would actually lose nothing by a
change. The information collected by Mr. Gait and
otherm Who have given special attention to this subject
in England shows that a diminution of charges bas
not a€feted dividende, as the companies would not
apply a raie that wouid be disadvantageous to themselves
and a publie, and my own impression is that a very.
codderable dimàimtioin in railway charges might be made
ix thyi tountryi*thout uimately impatring the dividends

which the companies are able to declar, On the contrary,
I think it would in the end efeot ani inerease'in the divi-
deuds as eaH as a very great advantage to the country.
With the object of obtining information on this point I
put the motion in your hands.

Mr. PLUMB. I differ considerably from the hon. gentle-
man in his views about railways. I am not aware that the
railway companies In this country are paying snob dividends
on their capital stock that they could very well afford to
reduce their charges. It is news to me that any raitway
company in Canada is paying a dividend on ite stock at al1,
and IL cannot see how any railway company can make a
return of the possible business they might have done, or
the number of tons of freight, or the number of passengers
they might have carried under possible contingencies I
regret to see, as I think I bave seen, a disposition
to attack the corporate interests of Canada. I
regret to see it because I believe capital is exceed-
ingly timid, and anything that looks like a diseosition
to meddle unduly with vested interests will alarm capitalists,
whereas we ought in every possible way to show capital
that it is secure in coming here, and taking up our projects
for the improvement of the country, especially by means of
railways. The whole history of railway investment in
Canada ha been one of disaster. Itis true it has been urged
that there have been in many cases imprudencies in the letting
of contracts, and losses in the capital that ought not to oceur.
IBut there are enterprises in which there are no such losses.
I do not think anyone can pretend that the Great Western
Railway, or many of the railwzays incorporated by the
Ontario Government, have squandered their capital. But
I have failed to see any ofthem paya dividend. In fact, the
history of railways in Canada from beginning to end is one
of disaster, and 1 do not think it is desirable thatthe Govern-
ment should interfere in the way suggested by my hon. friend;
for this return amounts to nothing if it is not intended te lead
to some sort of legislation. Up to the prerent we need not
be guided by English precedents. but we can afford to let
railways bo governed, in their business b the same rule
that governs other businesses. They will o business at the
lowest rate they can afford, because they know, as weil as
my hon. friend that the lowest fares bring the most business.
They are compelled to take rate for the purpose of meeting
competition which would not otherwise he remunerative;
but when a railway is there with its plaut, business must be
kept going at any price. I see great objection to this ten
dency to meddle in railway legislation, and to interfere with
legitimate business carried on in a legitimate way. This is a
proposition made whicb looks toward the undue hampoi ing
of capital. No railway can teit us what ite possible amountof
business will be under certain eircumstances. My hon.
friend may know of Mome mi sterious method of getting at
the information he seeks, but whon got it will not be worth
the paper it is written on. I could not allow such a motion
to be made, accomnpanied by the rernarks of my hon. friend,
withont entering my protest againt it.

Mr. JONES. I can agree with a great deal that has been
said by the hon. member for Niagara, but I do think that
many of the railways in this country discriminate very
unjustly between different points, perbaps not so much in
charges for passage money as for freight. On this subject I
will read a letter 1 received to-night from a clergyman of
the Presbyterian Church in Manitoba, a gentleman whom I
know very well, and who is a missionary out there. In this
letter he points ont the imposition practised on immigrants.
The letter is as follows:-

I promised to write you oioernIrg the freights into the country,
ad h.ve deaoe hM as obe abl b gir. yn rou£gr asend waato

mud m ea cpy of the raalway tarif., fre inetmealand pointe weut te
wnnipeg, but it bas not raehed me; at aU events, lot me just in aword
pomt out »Mftacts."
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