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be completed to Montreal as soon as the main
line is completed on the sald Quebec section.

The object is to secure communication
witli the city of Montreal while the main
line ls being built anid to make that con-
struction obligatory upon the company, and
flot leave it optional. as in section 12 as
adopted lu Committee of the Whole.

Mr. McCARTHY. This section was con-
sidered ina Committee of the Wbole and
disposed of by the committee flot adopting
the suggestion of the hon. .gentleman (Mr.
Monk), but 1 wouid like to point out what
seemns to be an lnconsistency in the matter,
namely, that this branch Uine bas ta be be-
gun and completed simultaneously rwitb the
Quebec line wbich is not to be operated
by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Comn-
pany until it is completed, 'su that you
could not bave the Montreal branch line
begun at the time the company commenced
the operation 0f the Quebec line, because
it would be already completed. I do not
think the hon. gentleman's motion Is con-
sistent. I would submlt to the House, witb
ail respect to the bon, gentleman, that it
Is flot right to pick out one of these branch
lunes and make a motion of this klnd wben
we have a number of similar branch lines
provided for la the Bill. It is to be pre-
sumed that the powers of the ýcompany
wiil be exercised conslstently with the
operation of the road on business principles
under a business management, an~d I have
flot beard of a simllar clause being Inserted
In the charter of any company wbichbhas
itherto asked for incorporation.
Tue MINISTER 0F MARINE AND

FISHERIES (Hon. Raymond Préfontaine).
Mr. Speaker, as a representatIve of Mon-
treal, 1 have no besîtation in saying tbat I
propose to take a firm stand upon this ques-
tion, and a stand against the amendmient
of the hon. gentleman from Jacques Car-
tier (Mr. Monk). As bas been stated by
the bon. gentleman wbo promotes the Bill
(Mr. Mcçarthy), it is not rigbt for us In tbe
district of Montreal to insist upon some
things, wbich, if tbey were granted, wouid
certainly have tbe effect of lnducing other
districts to ask for the saine tbiags.
You would bave probably ten or twelve
ameadments of a simiar nature wltb refer-
ence to, brancb uines to various points, and
if adopted then, migbt bave the effect of
rendering the wbole scbeme impracticable.
The business men of Montreal do not at ail
fear that this rallway wIll not connect with
their city. 1 bave bad communication wltb
these gentlemen recently, and those wbom I
bave met consider the Bill to be perfectly
satisfactory. In vlew of the facts as tbey
exist, there Is no danger at ail that Montreai
will be neglected. You bave tUe Montreal
and Western Railway, for Instance, wbicb
is bult as far as Labelle at the present
tirne,. and wbicb will be completed for 24
miles furtber on the lst of October. Sub-
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sidies bdve beea asked for another 35 miles
so as to carry that railway as far as La
Lievre. It is rather uncertain, of course,
at wbiat point the Moatreal and Western
can reacb the new.. Une, but from ali tbe
Information I can gather and from the know-
ledge of the country whIcb I bave, there
wouid not be more than 50 miles to buid
f rom La Lievre to, connect witb the gov-
erament luxe operated by the Grand Trunk
Pacifie Raiiway, as proposed. There wili
of course be no danger wbatever that Mont-
real wIil not bave connection witb the new
raiiway. But even suppose tbat the Cana-
dian Pacific Raiiway wouid not feel it iii
tieir interest to extend their railway s0
ns t0 tap the new line, tbère is no doubt
%vhatever that the Grand Trunk Pacific Rail-
wany wouid see is way perfectly clear, lu
its own interest, to coanect witb Montreal,
and perbaps by a better route than that now
existing via the Montreal and Western.
Therefore, the Montreal district wili bave
the benefit it is entitled to from this vast
territory wbicb is being opened up. As a
representative of tbe city of Montr-eal, I
have nu besitation in taking this stand on
Iis question, and I am sure lu advance that
the business men of Montreal wili support
nmy view.

Amnendment (M.Monk) negatived on divi-
sion.

Mr. E. HACKETT (West Prince, P.E.I.)
I beg to inove the following amendment, of
%vlicli I have given notice:-

Trhat Bihi No. 64 to incorporate the Grand
Trunk Pacifiec Raihway Co.mipany be referred
back Vo the Cominlttee of the Whoýie, wlth in-
Ebbructions itUat itlUey have power ito arnend the
same by Inserting the foliowln.g -'The coin-
pany may aýcquire and operate ithe railway from
SackvIlie. on the lune of tUe Intercoloni-al Rail-
way. Vo 'Cave Tormenitine, In New Brunswick ;
and in tUe event,0f acquiring sait! ratlway, shalh
cnnsitruct a pier ait Carlýton Point, lm Prince ES-
ward Island, place suitabie spteanslbips on tUe
route. and maintain. efficient communication,
surnmme- and wi-nter, between Prince Edward Is-
land anS the mainland&'

1 iove tbis amendmenit for the purpose
of endeavouring to obtain a measure of jus-
lice for tUe people of Prince Edward Island,
who have iaboured so long and so patiently
and so uncomplainingly under tbe difficul-
fies tbey bave suffered for the hast thirty
years. Thirty years ago Prince Edward
Islnd entered the union and ut was guar-
iniiteed by tbe government 0f Canada that
there would be estabisbed and maintained
efficient steam communication for tbe con-
veyance of mails and passengers, summer
and winter, betweeu Prince Edward Island
and the mainland. Little or nofbing
bas been doue by the governmenf of
Canada in that regard, and I believe
that tbe present Is a very opportune
Uie for a movement f0 be made towards
a partial fulfilment at leasf of the
ternis of union. I fbink It opportune,
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