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have taken as imuch time of the House as the
House is willing to grant at one tine, reserving ny
right to speak on the third reading or again in
this commnîittee.

Ir. MMULLEN. I have been rather surprised
at the speech of the hon. menher for West Elgin
(-Mr. Casey). I do nîot know whether, in his
address to the House this afternoon, lie was speak-
ing for West Elgin or for George E. Casey. It
appears to ne that if I were an elector of West
Elgin and my lion. friend appealed to nie for a
renewal of conifidence, I would hesitate to give it
to Iiini. Wlen we cone to discuss questions of
this kind, we should discuss theni on their merits,
and not allow persoual interests to induce us to
lead the course which should be followed in a mat-
ter of this kind. In the first place, I wish to refer
to sone remnarks that have been made with regard.
to the shareholders. I have read over the list of
shareliolders ; I an happy to say, with regard to
inany of then, that they maay be very decent,
respectable men. I contend, however, in the first
place, that hefore we grant this noney, if we should
decide to grant it, we shouild have a detailed state-
ment of the financial status of the coipaîny. That
conpany lias been in existence some years, and I
contend we should know the entire amount of their
receipts and expenditures and their present con-
dition. Tlhey are asking now, by a clause in this
Act, for the privilege of issuing paid-up stock. I
would like to know to what extent pçomises of paid-
up stock have been made and the ainount they
intend to issue, and I think it is wrong that we
should give power tu enable the company to carry
out a pernicious issue of paid-up stock to those to
whon they wish to .grant it. My hon. friend
has made some remarks with regard to Hudson's
Bay. I an sorry he was not in his place in
this House when we had an extended discus-
sion, the other day, on this point. I think
it was proved nost conclusively to this House by
gentlemen who have studied the question, that
the navigation of the Hudson's Bay is not to be
depended upon for a longer period than three
months in the year. I fancy it is not disputed that
navigation is open for that length of tiie; but
those three months are not very clearly defined.
Sometines, we are told, it is not closed until
October, sometinies till November, and sometinies
earlier than October. In my humble opinion, we
are not in a position financially as a country to
grant this money, without crippling ourselves or
dratwingupon ithe resources of the people to too
great an extent. At any rate, until there is a
much larger development of the North-West, and
until an additional outlet for the produce of that
country becomnes an absolute necessity, not a dollar
of this noney ought to be granted. We have
already spent in the development of the North-
West not a dollar short of a hundred millions.
When you take every item of expenditure upon
that country-for Indians, for the Mounted Police,
for the Governnent of the North-West, for land
expenses and other expenses--and put all these
items together, including the grant made to the
Canadian Pacific Railway, I contend that this
Dominion has contributed fully a hundred millions
of money towards the development of that
country. In the face of that, and in the
face of the enormous amount of land which is
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now surveyed and open for settlement-land which
lias been declared to be of good quality and the
most desirable within the limiits of this DIominion-
amounting to hundreds of thousands, yes, millions
of acres, and no settler asking on what terms it
can be occupied, I say it is folly and worse than
folly to ask this House to pledge itself to a grant
of 81,600,000 towards the construction of a railway
to Hudson's Bay. When we entered into the work
of constructiug the Caknadian Pacific Railway, what
was the argument by which the claims of that
undertaking were presenteid to this House and the
country ? It was that this would be the great iron
band that would hind together the several pro-
vinces of this Dominion, that it would promllote
increased trade between these provinces, that the
wheat of the North-West would come down to the
harbours of Montreal and Quebee, and Toronto,
and bring about such a developnent of trade as
would tend to enrich the towns and cities of the
older provinces. Even supposing the Hudson's Bay
shouhl be open for a longer period than three
months, and we could send by that route a large
quantity of the produce of the North-West to the
markets (f Liverpool, I ask, would we fnot be doing
an injustice to the older provinces if we took away
fromi their cities, and ports, and shipping comipanies,
which are now anxious to get trade, mnucli of the
advantage which they expected to derive froin their
expenditure of money on the Canadian Pacifie
Railway and the North-West generally, and pro-
vided means for sending the surplus produce in the
other direction, where we will never see it, and
where we mill never reap a dollar of advantage
from it? In that view of the case it is impru-
dent to grant this mnoney, even if the scheme
were a feasible one. But I contend that we are
bound as sensible men to accept the arguments
which have been presented to this House, and
which have not been confuted, showing that the
Hudson's Bay is not a desirab:e route by which to
export the produce of the North-West. In the
present era of rapid transit, it is folly to think that
any man will be found in any part of the world
ready to invest money in produce that will have to
lie at one port frozen up for seven or eight or nime
inonths in the year, from which fnot a bushel could
be got even to keep off starvation. I do not think
either that inen will be disposed to ship produce
by that route. But when we come to consider the
present financial condition of this country, the
amount of our annual outlay, the enormous expenses
we have incurred, and the demands of other sections
of the country which have been rapping at the
doors of Parliament for relief on the groind that
since the inauguration of the system of subsidizing
railways they have a right to be reimbursed for the
money which they have granted to their own rail-
ways without receiving a dollar of aid froui the
Parliament of Caniada,-I say that to ask that those
people should be subject to a further drain in
order to grant $80,000 a year for twenty years to
a railway to Hudson's Bay, is a monstrous propo-
sition ; and I am satisfied that the representatives
of the people in this House who will sanction
this measure will not receive the thanks of their
constituents when they go back to theni and try to
explain to them the grounds upon whieh they give
it their support. Now, I hold that it is timne we
should draw the rein. We have not had all the
information we should have with regard to the
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