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agriculture as if there bad been carriage toads, or as they
might have done in the more eivilized parLs of the country.
But that is no reason to throw diseredit on the efforts nade,
in those days; on the contrary, it is a reason to praise the
efforts made by the missionaries and by the other pioneers
of colonization in the Saguenay district. • This question of
the Saguenay cannot be a party question ; it is a question
that interests ail the inhabitaits of the country, whetlrer
we belong to the right or the left; and, consequently, in
answering the hon. member for Chicoutimi upon this
question, I mniet not consider it as a party question. The
Lake St. John Railway, of ·which theb hon. member bas
just spoken m.re particularly, is an undertaking that bas a
future before it, and I am satisfied that as the North Shore
Railway, now called the Occidental, took over twenty
years before it was finished, the Lake St. John Railway
will also have its terminus, and that it will arrive. at Lake
St. John, as the North Shore Rond has arrived at Ottawa.
But if railway enterprises have al bad their difficulties, the
Lake St. John Railway bas had advantages that the North
Shore Railway bas not had, because we bave seen capitalists
put their capital into it, in order to construet a part of it in
the direction of what is called Lake Edward, which is on
the line of the Lake St. John Railway. Now the hon,
gentleman wishes to know whether the Governmeht proi.
pose, or are now able to help this road. The qestion bas
already come under the notice of the Governmet, and the
Government are not in a position to solve the difficulty
at present. We have necessarily been absorbed with the
greait question of the Pacifie Railway, which has also occu-
pied Parliament, and we have been obliged to put to one
side important questions, of which this is one, to devote
oursolves to the great national question. Now to what
extent we shall ho able to help local linos-for their co
struction is a local undertaking on aceount of the services
that -are necessarily expected f-om them-is a ques-
tion that has not yet been decided upon by the Government;
and theb hon. momber cannot expect to ,have an answer
upon a question of this kind in the absence of the hon.
Minia'er oflRailways, who, I regret to say, is very ill to>day,
As to the other works alluded to by the hon. member, the
works suggested by a missionary some time ago, I am con-
vincedi that the hon. member wil' have nothing to find fault
with if I ask him to wait twenty-four hours for the answer.
The Estimates wi eho placed upon the Table to morrow, as I
had the honor of informing the House last Friday, and the
hon. member will see by the Estimates what we can bring
down. If ho does not find all he bas asked for, he will bave
toevait, not twenty-four hours, but twelve months. I must
congratulate the hon. member upon the researches he has
,made with regard to the Saguenay. Ris speech eortainly
does him great credit and will romain in Hansard as a
monument of bis work, and, at the same time, il will prove

.of great worth to all those who wish to make themselves
acquaintea with the progress of the Saguenay.

Mr. LAURtE R. Mr. Sp2aker, I am convinced that thel
hon. Minister of Public Works, and also the hon. member
for Montmagny (Mr. Landry), bavé quite misunderstood'
the remarks of my hon. friend the member for L'Islet (Mr.
Casgrain). In speaking as he did, the hon. member fori
L'Islet had not tbe intention of dépraciating the merit of
any one of those who have taken part in the colonization of
the Spguenay. -.On the contrary, it would be unbecoming
of any man to entertain such an idea of any one. When
the lon. member for L'Islet spoke as ho did; whon ho said
that financial disaster had accompanied the efforts of Mr.
H]bert, I did not undorstand-and I am convinced that
snch w&s not bis intention-that he wished to
depreciate the efforts that had been made, but that ho,
only desired to show what had been the dificulties of the-
uendertaking. The hon. member for LIslet had only -the
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intention of emuaiing that .thehon, nemberfor Ohiomtni
(Mr.Union) had maàde a quite involuinry omiusionpäàd
that this omission was that he had forgotten to menion,
among the promoters of colonisation of the Saguenay n4e
of those who had contributed the most to its t,
nanely the Hon. Mr. Prie.; and the hon. nem r ,br
Chicoutimi will himseif admit that this gentleman was ,of
of the ret promoters of the colonlzation of the Saguenay.
Mr. Speaker, I have mnthing to say with regard te the
merit of the question now ander diso«eion. The thon.
memuber for Chicoutimi will allow me to s' however, tn
ail sincerity, that heb hua set forth the situation with-ae9k4ll
and with researches that do him eredit. I think, however,
that his work would have been morte complete and more
meritorious if he had refrained fromspoaking of the former
Government, of the Liberal Goivernment, with such bitter-
nos. As tbe hon. Minlister of Pablie Worksremarkedtlis
question is not a party question, it is a question that
interests the whoie Province of Quebec; it is not even a
question of races, it is not even a question of nationaiities, it
is a question that interests all the inhabitants of the
Province of Qnebec; and 1 can state that tpon this poiit
the interests of the Province are identical with those of the
Dominion, bscase it is in the interest of the Dominion that
all the parts of this country that ,are fit for colonisatiôn
should be colonized with the least possible deley. The
v.liey of Lake St. John is- evidently fit for coionization,
aceording to the informat on laid before this Heuse by te
hoa. member for Ohicontimi, and that is enough to mnake of
this questian a national question in the largest sense of the
word. It would have been botter, in my humble option, if
tihe hon. mem ber had. spoken 1e3s bit·erly of
the former Government. The former Government
would have been as happy as the present Government
to have -been able to h8lp the work that t-e hon. member
for Chicoutimi desires so heartily te carry out, but teire
are, now, obstacles in the way of the present Government,
and I speak of this question withoat any reference to party,
for I know that there are obstactes, and everybody must
know that there are, in spite of the desire that the Gover.
ment may have to aid the road' These obstacles existed
hefore, and with mueh mère foree under the former
Government, bocause now the country is delivered from the
financial crisis that existed when the former Governmenit
was in power. For my part, I do not hope for a solai ion of
this question th's year. The hon. Minister of Public Works
has put off the hopes of the hon. member for Chieontimi
another twelve months; I should be happy if these hope.s
were to be realized twelve months hence. At all eett, I
would advise him to be patient, and to repeat the well known
words: "Knock and it sball be openel unto you; ask and
you shall receive." I think the hon. member should reoew
hie request, not only this year, but next year, and that reie
then he will not obtain what he now asks for.

Mr. VALLÉEF. Mr. Speaker, as seconder of this miion
I will add a few words to the eloquent remarks maie by the
hon. member for Chicoutimi. I have already expressed, oh
the floor of this House, my opinion upon the quéstiol flow
under discussion. 1 always udérstood that the gieat
obstacle in the way of th Governmnent was, as te ho'n.
Minister of Public Works bas retnarked, that the 'road
was a local rather than a Federal road. Sir, when the
Company asked me to raise my v&ce in this ose in n vor
of this road, I understood that it was a serions obstace, for
here our principal duty is to look after questions rempecting
the whole Dominion as Federal questieon. Wen; for thie
first time, the Quebec and Lake St. John railway was spokena
of in this Ionse, I must admit that it.was a purely LçW
question, and we were perhaps wrong in bringing iL ab*ore
this louse, ani especially to urge upon the Federal Govera-
ment to grant us a subsidy. But now the situation is cia -


