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ERRATUM,.

In amendment of Mr. Barpee (Sunbury) on Canadian Pacific Railway Contract, read “ Railway
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THIRD SESSION, FOURTH PARLIAMENT.

HOUSE OF COMMONS, ]
Taurspay, 9th Decembor, 1880.

Tae PARLIAMEET, which had been rorogued from time to
time, was now commanded to assemble on the Yth day of
December, 1880, for the despatch of business.

The SpEAKER took the Chair at a quarter before Thrce
o'clock. : ‘ .

PravErs. .

A Message was delivered by René Edouard Kimber,
Esquire, Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod:

“Mr. SPEAKER,—
¢ His Excellencghe Governor General desires t&xe immediate attendance

of this Honorable House in the Senate Chamber.’

Accordingly the House went up to the Senate Chamber.
Aud the House being returned, :
CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS.

APPEALS.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had received
_from the Registrar of the Supreme Court of Canada, certified
copies of the judgments and decisions of the Supreme Court
in the following election causes :—

In the appeal of George Wheler vs. William Henry Gibbs, in the matter
of the Nort.lll)e Ontario Election, by which the said appeal was allowed,
and the finding of the Hon. Mr. Justice Armour in so far as it declares
the said George Wheler guilty of bribery within Sub-section 3 of Section
92 of the Dominion Elections Act, 1874, was reversed ; no question being

 raiged to that part of the judgment of Hon. Mr. Justice Armour voiding
the said election. )

And in the ap of David Young and Archibald Wright, appellants,
and Donald Alexander Smith, respondent, in the matter of the Selkirk
election, by which the said appeal was allowed, and the judgmentof the
Hon. Mr. Justice Betourney, that the said election was valid, was re-
versed, and the election declared void.

Mr. SPEAKER also informed the House that, in conformity
with the Act 37 Victoria, Cap. 10, Sec. 36, he had issued his
warrants to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery to make out
new writs of election for the said Electoral Districts,

VACANCIES.,

Mr.SPEAKERalso informed the House that he hadreccived
the following notifications of vacancies which had occurred
in the represeritation: — -

Of the Hon. Jorx Beverry RosiNsoN, Member for the Electoral District
%f West Toronto, by acceptance of the office of Lieutenant-Govérnor of
ntario. : - .
- -Of Eouuxp Leavens CeAnDLER, Esquire, Mémber for the Electoral Dis-
trict of Brome, by decease. ) : .
Of Apovpas P. Carox, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of the
8mmty of Quebec, by acceptance of ‘an-office of emolument under the
*Crown. _
Of Josger A. Mousskav, Eaquire, Member for the Electoral District of
by acceptance of an office of emolument under the Crown. )
* ; Um% Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of the
North Riding of the County of Qxford, by decease. L.
“Of the HoN. A. R. AxeErs, Member for ‘the Electoral District of Mont-
‘merency, bﬁ ance of an office of emolument under the Orown; and
Of the Hov. Louis F. G. Basy, Member for the Electoral District of
Joljette, by acceptance of an office of emolument under the Oygwn.
1 ,

Mr. SPEAKER also informed tho House that he had
issued M8 several warrants to the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery, to make out new writs of election for the said
Electoral Districts respoctively.

. NEW MEMBERS.

Mr. SPEAKER also informed the House that the Clerk
had received from the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery,
certificates of the election and return of the following
Membeors :— o
TOf Jas. Beary, Bequire, jun., for the Electoral District of West

‘oronto.
-Of Georer WaELER, Esquire, for the Electoral Distriet of the North Rid-
in%of the County of Ontario.

f Troxas ScorT, Esquire, for the Electoral District of Selkirk.

Of Davip Axks-Maxsox, Esquire, for the Electoral District of Brome.

Of the Hon. Josern PHiLipPE RENE Aporrux Caroxn, for the Electoral
District of the County of Quebec; and
BaOf the Hon. JossrH AvFRED MoussEau, for the Electoral District of

got.

. MEMBERS INTRODUCED.

The following Members, having previously taken the Oath
according to law, and subscribed the roll containing thesame,
took their seats in the House:—

The Hon. Aporpue P. CaroN, Member for the Electoral District of the
County of Quebec, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Mr.

Langevin. -
The Hon. Joserr A. Mousseau, Member for the Electoral District of

Bagot, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Mr. Langevin.

AMES BEATY, Esq., jun., Member for the Electoral District of West
Toronto, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Sir Leonard Tilley.
. Davip A. MaxsoN, Egq., Member for the Electoral District of Brome,
mtroduced&)fy Mr. Pope (Compton) and Mr. White (Cardwell).

Groree WHELER, Esq., Member for the Electoral District of the North
lI:.idit}g of the County of Ontario, introduced by Mr. Blake and Mr. Mac-
enzie.

ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS OF OFFICE.

Sir JOON A, MACDONALD introguced a Bill (No. 1)
respecting the Administration of Oaths of Office.

_ Bill read the first time. .
SPEECH FROM THE THRONE,

Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honor to inform this House
that when the House attended His Excellency the Governor
General this day in the Senate Chamber, His Excellency
was pleased to make a Speech to both Houses of Parliament,
and, to prevent mistakes, I have obtained a copy of the
Speech, which is as follows: —

IHlonorable Gentlemen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commona :

In opening this, the Third Session of the present Parliament,] have to offer
you my sincere congratulations on the bountiful harvest with which
Canada has been blessed, as well as on the undoubted return of her Com-
mercial prosperity, and the substantial development of her various
industries. R

Daring the recess my advisers thought the time opportane for making
another attempt to carry ont the declared preference of Parliament for the
construction aud operation of the Oangdian Pacific Railway by means of
an Incorporated Company, sided by grants of money ‘and laad, rather
than by the direct action of the Government. )
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Three of my Ministers therefore proceeded to England for the purpose
of carrying on negotiations to that end.

1 am pleased to be able to-inform you that their efforts were so far
_ successful that a contract has been entered into, subject to the approval
of Parliament, with men of high financial standing in Europe, the United
States and Canada, for the speedy construction and permanent working
of this great national enterprise.

The Contract and the papers connected therewith, will be submitted
to you without delay, and I invoke for them your early and earnest con-
sideration.

With this view I have summoned you before the usual p.'iod, as no
action can be taken by the Contractors to prosecute the work, and no
permanent arrangement for the organization of a systematic Emigration
from Europe to the North West Territories, can be satisfactorily made
until the policy of Parliament with respect to the Railway has been
decided.

Steady progress has been made in the constructionZof those portions of
the Railway now under contract. Two additional sections bave been
recently opened for traffic, one from Winnipeg to Portage la Prairie, the
other from Cross Lake to Keewatin ; so that there are now-in all 264 miles
in operation. )

You will be glad to learn that the meagures adopted to promote economy
in the working of the Intercolonial and Prince Edward Island Railways
have resulted in a large reduction of the difference between Revenue and
Expenditure ; and that the steadily increasing traffic warrants the expec-
tation that during the current year these railways will be self-sustaining.

I have the gratification of informing you that Her Majesty’s Government
has generously presented to Canada,for training school purposes, the steam
corvette Charybdis lately returned from service in the Chinese Seas.
The correspondence on this subject will be laid before you. )

1 have thought it well, in consideration of the increasing duties thrown
hy the development of the Country upon the Civil Service, and for the
more efficient organization of such service, to issue a Royal Commission
to examine and repdrt on the whole question.

The Report of the Commissioners will, I believe, be ready to lay before
you at an early day ; and I ask for your consideration of such Report and
of the whole subject of Civil Service Reform.

A measure for the enlargement of the boundaries of the Province of
Manitoba will be submitted to you.

I greatly regret being obliged to state that the entire failure of the
usual food supply of the Indians in the North-West, to which I called
your attention last Session, has continued during the present season, and
has involved the necessity of a large expenditure in order to save them
from absolute starvation. = Several of the Bands have, however, already
applied themselves to the cultivation of their reserves and the care of
their cattle. No effort will be spared toinduce the whole of the aboriginal
population to betake themselves to agricultural pursuits.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

The Accounts of the last, and the Estimates for the ensuing year, will
be laid before you. The Estimates will, T trust, be found to have been
prepared with due regard to economy and the efficiency of the Public
Service.

It will be satisfactory to you to know that the existing Tariff has not
anly promoted the Manufactures and other products of the Country, but
has so far increased the Revenues of the Dominion as to place it beyond
doubt that the receipts of the current fiscal year will be in excess of the
expenditures chargeable to Consolidated Revenue.

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

Several measures of importance will be submitted to you, among them
will be Bills for the winding up of Insolvent Banks and Incorporated
Companies ; for the amendment of the Railway Act of 1879; for the
revision and consolidation of the Laws relating to Government Railways;
and for the improvement, in several respects, of the Criminal Law.

T am pleased to be able to inform you that there are now good hopes

of our being able to place the naturalization of German Settlers on a
Mr. SPEAKER.

more satisfactory footing. A measure will be submitted, with all the
papers connected with the matter, for your consideration.

Your best attention will, T am sure, be given to the subjects I have
mentioned, ag well as to everything that affects the well-being and good
government of the Dominion.

REPORT.

Mr. SPEAKER laid before the House the rcport of the
Librarian, on the state of the Library of Parliament.

HIS EXCELLENCY'S SPEECIL.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the spcech of
His Excellency the Governor-General be taken into consi-
deration to-morrow.

Motion agreed to.

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved :

. That Select Standing Committees of this House for the pregent Ses-
sion, be appointed for the following purposes :—1. On Privileges and
Elections; 2. On Expiring Laws ; 3. On Railways, Canals and Telegraph
Lines; 4. On Miscellaneous Private Bills ; 5. On Standing Orders ; 6. On
Printing ; 7. On Public Accounts; 8. On Banking and Commerce ; 9. On
Immigration and Colorization ; which said Committees shall severally be
empowered to examine and enquire into all such matters and things as
may be referred to them by the House ; and to report from time to time
their observations and opinions thereon ; with power to send for persons,
papers and records.”’

Motion agreed to.
ADJOURNMENT.

Sir JOIN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman would make it
convenient now to state when he proposes to lay before us
the papers mentioned in the Address—the papers relating to
the Pacific Railway agreement.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Immediately after the
Answer to the Address has been carried.

Mr. BLAKE. And perhaps the hon. gentleman would
say whether these papers will include any other offers and
correspondence connected with any other offers than the
contract which has been made.

 Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. I am not yet prepared to
8ay.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Will you be good enough, Mr. Speaker,
to state for what reason Mr. Patrick was superannuated.
Was it recommended by you on account of his inefficiency ?
—has he resigned ? or what has become of him ?

Mr. SPEAKER. The Commission on Internal Economy
made a recommeéndation for the superannuation of Mr.
Patrick, because it was considered that his health was not
such as to enable him to perform his duties this Session.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I am informed that Mr. Patrick is

unconscious of that feeling himself. I would like to know
how the members of the Commission found it out.

Mr. SPEAKER. It appears that the patient himself does
not know his own state, and the statement made by the hon.
member that Mr. Patrick does not think himself unable to
perform his duties is, perhaps, the best evidence that he would
not have been able to perform them this Session.

Mr. ANGLIN. I have had the pleasure of seeing Mr.
Patrick to-day, and, so far as I can judge, I never saw him in
better health, physically or intellectually.

Motion agreed to; and (at 3:40 o’clock, p.m.) the House

| adjourned..

-
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HOUSE OF COMMONS,
Orrawa, 10th Decomber, 1880,
" The S?EAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock.
Pravzns.
ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO INS +XCELLENCY'S
SPEECH. ,
The Homse proceeded to the consideration of His
Excellency’s Speech at the opening of the Session,
Mr. BEATY. Mr. Speaker, I crave your indulgence and
the indulgence of the House, in the novel sitnation in which

Jam g:ced, with regard to the observations which 1 propose
to make in moving the’Address in answer to His Exee{lency’s
Speech from the Thronme. The calling of Parliament

at this unusually early day will,' no doubt, find its justifica-
tion in the i‘mtiortant subjects which are committed, in the
Speéch from the Throne, to the House and country, and
especially. that overwhelmningly important subject—the
question of the Pacific Railway. Whatever differences of
opinion may exist regarding a question of such magnitude
to the country, there is one point on which we can all e,
and concerning which we can rejoice togethor, and that is
- in reference to the abundant harvest which a bountiful Pro-
vidence has bestowed on this country. And the improved
condition of affairs which has been manifested over “the
whole Dominion warrants us in being grateful for the abun-
dant harvest which has blessed this Dominion during the
past year. The prosperity of the country, it is quite
true, is sometimes attributed to various causes. It
is sometimes, notably by extremists, elaimed to be attribu-
table to the harvest; at other times largely if, not chiefly, to
the National Policy. I think that the prosperity of the country
may reasonably be attributed to both causes, as well as to
others. Without discrediting the National Policy in any re-
spect whatever, it may reasonably be claimed that the har-
vest has had a great deal to do with the promotion of the
present prosperity of the country, and, without detracting
from the great advantages which such a splendid harvest has
brought to the country, we may reasonably claim, and it may
be readily conceded, that the National Policy has been produc-
tiveof much good. Wewould, I think, be very badly off withont
this policy, and it may be truly said that we would be worse
off without the-harvest; with regard to both causoes, T think
that we can very properly rejoice with one another, and con-
gratulate the whole country, upon the fair share of commer-
cial and general prosperity which at the present time is
spreading over the land. It indicates that we can attribute
to this Policy, as well as to the products of the soil, these
benefits. It indicates also to us that a people can help them-
selves to some extent, and that a Government may do some-
thing for the benefit of the country. A policy of inaction,
or of doing nothing, is not commendable in a Government
any more than it is in the case of the individual or family.

Fvery individual and every family may improve its condi-
tion by intelligent industry, and I am of opinion that a Gov-

ernment, by adopting a proper policy, may also benefit the
eountry which it governs. The increase in the exports and |
imports, which is manifested in the trade returns of this
country, shows that there is a vast activity, and a greater
sctivity in all branches of trade and commerce than has
hitherto existed; and one important feature in connection
with this matter, is the fact that the exports of Canada this
year, I believe, exceed the imports by at least a million and
“one-hslf’ of dollars. ‘The imports also exceed somewhat the
imports of last year, and this fact shows to us, that, notwith-
apding what we may reasonably claim, that a large amount
of home industry has been promoted by the National Policy,
‘nevertheless, owing to the increased wealth of the country,

| of the expenditure, a policy can be adopted, ‘and 8o s

tof the whole comntry. We’

the imports of the country have not been decreased, Ido

not suppose that the maddest Tory—if eyer Torjes 46 be-

| come’ mad—would claim taxation to 'bo an unmixed thies.

sing; but if, in oconnection with the degree of axation
necessary to meet the needs of the eountry; wnd the f"g, tion

AL

as to continue these conditions and promote-the welfare of
the country as well, I ' that this is-a poliey which
should receive , and which in' fket ‘s ‘teceived ‘the sanetion

st “have money -to ‘mest
the wants of the Government and ‘the needs' of ‘expén-
diture in connection with the administration of f&m‘ lic
affairs. To obtain this, taxation neééssarily follows,
and if, at the same time, we can so arrange- the
systom of taxation as ‘to produce good resuits-to the com-
munity in eneonraginag-' idustries and manufactares, and in
promoting trade and commerce, then' I ‘maintain ‘that a
policy, so simple, 8o reasonable and 80 just, is one, re@uﬂm;
the adoption of which the country can be co: T ¢ 4
while there must be taxation, there obtains a ‘pr jonate
increase in the capacity of the taxpayer, so'that the ‘burden
of taxation can be borne by him as easily when -increased -as
when the smaller rate existed, then I'say thata policy which
has produnced resnits of this deseriptionis a poliey -ean
be approved of. There is evidence ‘on’ all' sides, I take it,
#hat there is increased activity in trade, in commeree, in
manufactures, and in all the eléments which’ go to.make up
the wealth and rospen‘tg of the countty. There is'no doubt
whatever that tEis is evidenced by the increased exparts and
increased imports, and by the contented disposition “of the
people in all parts of this Dominion. There are’ not, today,
that T know of or have observed, any disturbing ‘elements
in the whole community. There is no provincial ‘disturbance,
no sectional disturbance of any kind whatever, and when ‘we
find the people contented and happy, we may ma&i&mme
that they are prosperous and gaining in wealth. The larg
increase in trade, evidenced in connection with the lumber
intgrest, itself shows that a great advantage has been. pro-
duced in the country through- the introduction of such
large sums of money as the export of lumber -induces,
and a very large increase in the exports of agricultural
products is also a matter of congratulation, It is some-
times claimed that the National Policy crushes out the
farmer; but when one observes the conditipn - of things
all over the country, and the large quantity-of cheese and
butter and the great number of fine cattlé W, it s
readily understood that & large amount of capital ‘and labor
is invested in tho farming interests of the vountry. Prices
have also increased. Cereals, especially the coarse grains,
and products of that description, have increasedin price. In
consoquence of these facts, we may, with reason, ‘claim that
the tariff does not injure the farmer, while, at the same time,
it certainly benefits the residents of ouyr cities and' towns,
The lsrge amount of revenue which has been produced
under the National Policy is, to my mind, one of the strong-
ost indications of the success of that measure. The'revenue,
this fiscal year, if it comes in at the same rate that it has
during the first six months, will uce a surplus of pos-
sibly a million and ahalf of dollars: in'view of which we
can well eay that the Policy, so far as the question of taxa-
tion is concerned, has been all its promoters-expected it to
be—a measure for the advancement ‘of the :financial and
general interests of the country. 8But,in addition to this,
what have we? We have cheap money. ~‘Our fa¢tories are
running. Stocks are ing, ~ 1 he business of the country
is prospering. I think; therefore, Parlinment, and the whole
country, may be congratulsted upon the success of the
Policy. The National Policy, ¥ may aatx, can now be -re-
garded as the country's policy. The whole country endorsed
it in September, 1878; and since, that time, ‘st elections
east and west, in city and county—even, as"T am “just in-
formed, in North Oxford, it has’ sustained. At ‘glmost
overy opportunity since ldst Session ‘of Parligment ‘the
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country has endorsed it in
transpired. ’

Mr. MACKENZIE. 1t did not in West Toronto.

Mr. BEATY. It did not in West Toronto ? It certainly
did not endorse the policy of the Opposition. The policy, I
repeat, is, therefore, established not merely as the policy of
the party, but as the policy of the country. Now the ques-
tion of the Pacific Railway contract, reference to which is
made in the Speech from the Throne, is, I presume, the most
important question of the Session. The policy on the sub-
ject of that great undertaking, thecolossal conception of which
will produce a frans-continental railway across Canada, is
one which cannot be called a new or novel one. The com-

t entered into by the Provinces when Confederation was
formed -looks to this policy, and, I think, I may safely declare,
as is intimated in the Speech from the Throne, that Parlia-
ment is committed to the construction of the line.” I may
add, that both Governments, the late Government and the
present Government, have acted on the principle that the
road must be built, the only difference between the two
Administrations being as to when it shall be built, and what
means are to be adopted for the purposes of its con-
struction. The country at all events by the action of itg
public men, is  committed to the building of the road,
and certainly, if it can be comstructed at a reasonable,
a comparatively moderate expense to the country, the
promise that it shall be built—if Confederation is to be
maintained—should be faithfully and honestly carried out.
There should be no room for disputation between the Pro-
vinces interested in this great work, and the Dominion
Government ; and all the people should join with heart and
hand in the prosecution of the enterprise, which will not
only promote harmony and good will in all sections of the
Dominion, but will enable us to develope these vast resources,
that great wealth, which we know our country possesses,
and will form a tangible, a material bond, uniting the old
Provinces with the new, and strengthening our loyalty to
the Crown, and our love for Canada, its constitution and
institutions. In reference to this question of the Pacific
Railway, the Government can, as 1 understand it, in the

rosecution of the work, act in one of three ways. - They can

uild the road themselves with their own officers, and the
direct expenditure of public money ; they can let it out in
sections 10 contractors, by tender, or they can adopt the
mode presented in the Speech from the Throne, under which
the construction of the road en bloc, can be given to a com-
pany, the company to receiye grants in land, in.money, or
in both. 'The question arises, now, by what means shall the
building of this great road be accomplished ? How can it be
best constructed, with a view to promoting the general wel-
fare of the country ? I think the Government has tried the
first and second plans. It is about time to try the giving
over of the to a company with a'grant ot money
for its construction. We are told that the contract, involved
in the carrying out of this last plan, has been entered into,
and that Parliament is to be asked to approve of that contract.
All we are asked to do just now, however, is, not to endorse
the details which may be presented to the House, but to
€Xpress Our & plz-qval of the policy that that this work should
be constructed by a company, and that that company should
have the power, first, to build the road within a limited period,
and then to work it for a limited period afterwards. Now,
it may be asked, what are the advantages of this general
policy of constrycting the road by a company ? One advan-
tage,and I think a very great one, is this: thatthe country will
know, under the terms of the contract, what the extent of our

the elections which‘ have

liabilities, in the granting of lands and in the diture of
money upon the undertaking will be. The giving of lands for
the purpose of constructing this road cannot be a burden to this

country, or a matter at which any one can complain, because
these lands, as far as we are concerned, are comparatively
Mr, Brary. ’

of W

worthless now, and can ouly be made of value by the opening
of the North-West by the railway. There is another .
vantage arising out of the adoption of this plan. It
is this: We will not only have the expenditure -of
the Dominion upon the undertaking fimited, but we will
have, in consequence of the contract entered into, large
sums of money brought into the country from independent
sources and spent upon the road. We will therefore have,
besides the ax{)\fantages which are accruing to the country by
reason of the causes I have already mentioned, the additional
force in increasing the wealth of the country—a large
amount of money brought in from outside aud independent
sources. A great deal of money must be broughtin, because
the company can scarcely be expected to realize from
the land, if we may judge from Ministerial statements '
as to the period at which this road is to be completed,
a sufficient sum with which to carry on operations.
There is another feature of a very important character, in
connection with this matter, and thatis the one ofimmigration.
I would not rely wholly on European emigration for the
peopling of the North-West Territory. The immigration

.question is not s0 important to my mind as the fact of our

ability to send the youth of the several provinces to that coun-
try, where they may enjoy, under our own flag and our own
institutions, the advantages which they enjoyed in the
Eastern Provinces, while having, at the same time, abundant
scope for their energies, industry and intelligence. I think it
is of the first importance that the youth of this country, instead
of going to the United States—they have, no doubt, gone to
that country, but to nothing like the extent sometimes claimed
—should have a field in which their best energies can be em-
ployed and where they can secure homesteads, which they can-
not so easily obtain in the Eastern Provinces, in consequence
of the increasing value of land and pressure of potiulation in
them. But there is still left the great fact that this Policy
will do most to make those lands valuable and productive
—will do most for the development of our resources—that
the hope of gain from them, in connection with the
Railway, will induce the company tobringin settlers who will
ople our great North-West Territory. If that is done, the
tovernment will relieve themselves and the country from a
very important task, which hitherto has been only
moderately successful, that of bringing into this country
emigrants from the older countries of Europe. While we, in
this country, enjoy the blessings of prosperity to a large
extent to-day. every person knows that the bringing in
from older countries of the bone and sinew of their popula-
tion, and of a certain portion of their wealth, which the
emigrants possess, is a great benefit to our country; and
whilst the immigration was not-so large last year, a better,
a wealthier class came in than that hitherto observed.” This
country only wants women and men.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. And children.

Mr. . BEATY. Get the men and women, and I am not
afraid of the children following. The emigrants and money,
coming into the North-West, will promote the welfare of the
whole community ; and, I am quite sure, that anything that
accomplishes that result will be beneficial to the older Pro-
vinces, the Eastern provinces of the Dominion. T do not pro-
pote to detain you, nor need I, by dealing with details in
reference to this great undertaking, but I would simply say,
the Government, it seems to me, have done wisely,in this
matter, and I think the country will endorse the
peolicy which = has committed this undertaking to a
company for the copstruction and Wworking of the road
for the period usually understood as designed by the contract.
It may ﬁ said, coming to another point, that if the Govern-
ment shonld construct and work the road in as economical a
manner as they have shown their capacity to do in regard to
the Intercolonial, it might have been left in their hands.
But the experience of former years and former Governments
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does not justify such expectations. True, the working
of the Intercolonial during the last year or two, has
shown that a very la'rge decrease in the working oxpenses
may be secured by economical or efficient management.
In 1878 and 1879 the working expenses of that. road were
about $2,010,000 ; in 1879 and 1880, 81,600,000 ; while there
bhad been an expenditure in 1878 and 1879, in steel rails,
of $186,000; at all events there has been a large saving
effected, comparing those two years. Then, if you take 1872-
79 and 1879-80 with a view to ascertain the country’s
loss in working the road, there is a marked contrast between
the results for last year and those of the present year. The
loss last-year was $716,000; this yecar it wad only $97,000.
1 think, therefore, the country ought to be congratulated on
- the fact that the road isapproaching a self-sustaining position,
in which it will be no longer a burden upon the finances of the
Dominion. Then, making another comparison, as to the
working expenses during the threc months of last year, from
1st July to Ist_ October, the loss on the road was $46,000;
the profit during the corresponding months of this year has
been $1,400, showing it has reached the point where it ceases
to be a loss to the country. Then the P. E. 1. Railway, also
worked by the Government, shows a decrease in working ex-
penses, as compared Wwith last year, of about $50,000. But
there is one feature in connection with this Intercolonial
road which, probably, is of more importance than items of
this character, and that is, the increasing traffic shows
a marked difference from the Ist July to 3Uth September,
1880, between the reeeipts for the “corresporiding period of
1879, there being an increase for 1880 of about $100,000.
True, in making the comparison it must be taken into
account that the River du Loup section did not belong to
the road in 1879, before 13th August, and that it has had 'the
advantage of that branch during the whole of this year. Another
very important item in the Speech from the Throne is that
relating to the Civil Serviee, an examination into and report on
which will, we are promised, be made by a Royal Commission.
1t is, I think, a very important matter in the present st:te
of transition in this country that the Civil Service
should be placed on a footing that will equalise labor
with salaries and reform those inequalities which may
exist in the Service. There is one thing to regret in
connection with the present condition of the country, and
that is, as stated in the Speech, the condition of starvation
to which the North-West Indians have been reduced this
year as well as last year, necessitating a large expenditure to
meet, their necessities. This deplorable state of affairs can-
not fail to enlist the sympathies of the House, because the
sympathies of all civilized communities must be drawn to the
suffering red men when, through lack of provisions, they are
obliged to appeal to the Government for the means of sus-
taining life; and, if by promoting agricultural pursuits
amongst the Indians, results of this kind may be prevented
in the future, all the encouragement and aid which the Gov-
ernment can give towards such an end will certainly not
meet with objection. The presentation to Canada for train-
ing school purposes of the steam corvette Charybydis,
lately returned from service in the Chinese seas, by
the Imperial Government, forms a pleasing feature in
the Speech from the Throne. This generous act proves
that- the Imperial Government still retains its sympa-
thies for us, as I am quite persuaded we do toward the
Mother Country. The loyalty of Canadians is a subject that-
need not be dwelt upon, for we know that in every manner,
and on every iﬁle occasion, our people have been able
and willing to m their devotion to the British Crown, and
are prepared to give their sons such training as is needed for
the protection of the country, either in the army or navy.
We need not seek, as it is sometimes suggested, any new
political alliance for the development of this country and
the promotion of its welfare. - We need not seek annexation.
We ‘are able, under the old flag, the old constitution, and

those institutions which we have, in principle, at all evonts,
adopted, to work out the welfare of the whole community as
well as wo could possibly do under other ciroumstances. This
country, in'view of all the advantagos it possesses in its illimit-
able territory in the North-West, comprising hundreds of mil-
lioms of acres—with these large tracts awaiting cultivation,
withour wealth in forests, fisheries, minerals and other natural
resources, thero is no reason whatever why we should not
have in this country, if we only take proper advantage of
our natural resources, millions of people to enjoy the benetits
of its great territory and fertile soil. ~ We also possess what
emigrants from European countries often think they can only
find in the United States. Oppressed, in some instances, by
monarchical governments, they imagine that a Republican
form of government is the only one which can givo them
that wide liberty they desire to onjoy; but I believe wo
can say to them that here they will possess the widest,
largest, truest liberty which it is possible for gny
people to enjoy.  We can also assure to thom the enjoyment
of all the privileges which flow from just laws justly adminis-
tered by a Bench unsullied in honor, whose integrity and
ability are, if not unequalled, certainly unsurpassed, in many
respects, by any in the world ;—we can assure to all classes of
persons the most complete enjoyment of civil and religious
liberty. I say, then, with such inheritance in our possession
to bequeath to our children, we can look forward to the
future with hope, with the prospect that our country will
certainly become devcloped and enlarged in all the elements
that make up a great mnation; that through the present
policy of the Government the improved condition of affairs
and the ineieased confidence of the people in all that
pertains to our country’s advancement ;—the bost energios of
the people, inspired by new hope, will he devoted to the pro-
motion of the common weltare, of which every person in this
Dominion, and every one who will come into it, will reap the
benefit. I think, then, that I need not appeal to the patriot-
ism of this Ilouse, to the patriotism of overy Canadian, that
we should all devote our best energies to building up on this
continent a nation which may be rccond to none in all the
clements of progross and happiness. What we have to
do is to build up this country under a national, com-
pact government, which will give cvery Province its
fair consideration, and the:chy jnevent the creation of
distwrbing  elements arising ouf of provincialisms or
sectionalisms, and moulding the whole Dominion into one
harmonious whole, confident in its national administration
and jts ability to build the great national highway, which
is to be the mainstay of our prqgress and prosperity, which
will unite still more closely in bonds of sentiments and interests
the Provinces of our Confederation, extending from ocean to
ocean, from the temperate to the frigid zone, and which will
afford to the nations of the two continents of Furope and
Asia, as well as those of this continent, a new avenue for
trade and commerce. In doing this, the Government will
accomplish a work that will make this country the home of
an industrious, a happy and contented people. 1 thank you,
My, Speaker, and the House, for the patience and indulgence
accorded me, and have the honor to move the adoption of
the following Address to His Excellency the Governor General,
in answer to his Speech from the Throne :— -

1. That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor
General to thank His Excellency for his gracious Speech at the opening
of the present Session, and further to assure His Excellency,—that we
receive with great pleasure His Excellency’s congratulations on the
bountiful harvest with which Capada has been blessed, as well as on the

undoubted return of her commercial prosperity, and the substantial
development of her various industries. ’

2. That we learn with much interest that during the recess His Excel-
lency’s advisers thought the time opportune for making another attempt
to carry out the declared dpreference of Parliament for the construction
and operation of the Canadian Pacific Railway by means of an Incorpor-
ated Company, aided by grants of money and land, rather than by the
direet action of the Government ; and three of His Excelloncy’'s Ministers-
therefore proceeded to England for the purpose of carvying on negotia-
tions to that end. . !
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3. That we are well pleased that His Excellency is able to inform us
that their efforts were so far successful that a contract has been entered
into, subject to the agproval of Parliament, with men of high financial
" standing in Europe, the United States and Canada, for the speedy con-
struction and permanent working of this great national enterprige ; that
we thank His Excellency for informing us that the Contract and papers
connected therewith, will be submitted to us without delay, and that they
shall receive our early and earnest consideration. :

4. That wesare grateful to His Excellency for the information that he
has summoned us before the usual period, in view of the fact that no
action can be taken by the contractors to prosecute the work, and no

rmanent arrangement for the organization of a systematic emigration

rom Europe to the North West Territories, can be satisfactorily made
until the policy of Parliament with respect to the railway has been
decided.

5. That we are pleased to know that steady progress has been made in
the construction of those portions of the railway now under contract, and
that two additional sections have been recently %pened for traffic, one
from Winnipeg to Portage la Prairie, the other from Cross Lake to Keewa-
tin ; 8o that there are now in all 264 miles in operation.

6. That we are glad tolearn .that the measures adopted to promot®
economy in the working of the Intercolonial and Prince %dward Island
Railways have resulted in a large reduction of the difference between
revenue and expenditure ; and that the steadily increasing traffic war-
rants the expectation that during the current year these railways will be
self-sustaining.

7. That we are gratified to be informed by His Excellency that Her
Majesty’s Government has generously presented to Canada, for training
school purpose, the steam corvette Charybdis lately returned from service
in the Chinese Seas, and that the correspbndence on this subject will be
laid before us. -

8. That we receive with much interest the intimation thatHis Excel-
lencgehas theught it well, in consideration of the increasing duties thrown
by the development of the country ugon the Civil Service, and for the
more efficient organisation of such Service, and for the more efficient
organization of such gervice, to issue a Royal Commission to examine and
report on the whole question, and' that His Excellency believes that the
Report of the Commissioners will be ready to be laid before us at an early
da;
to {he whole subject of Civil Service Reform.

9. That we shall give our best attention to the measure for the enlarg
ment of the boundaries of the Province of Manitoba, which His Exceliency
is pleased to say, will be submitted to us.

10. That we share His Excellency’s regret that the entire failure of the
usual food supply of the Indiansin the North-West, to which he called
our attention last Session, has continued during the present season, and
has invelved the necessity of a large expenditure in order to save them
from absolute starvation. That we are glad to learn that several of the
Bands bave, however, already applied themselves to the cultivation of
their Reserves and the care of their cattle, and that no effort witl be spared
to induce the whole aboriginal population to betake themselves to agricul-
tural pursuits.

11. That we thank His Excellency for the assurance that the Accounts
of the last, and the Estimates for the ensuing year, will be laid before us;
and that we trust that the Estimates will be found to have heen prepared
with due regard to economy and the efficiency of the Public Service.

12. That it will be satisfactory to us to find that the existing tariff has
not only promoted the manufactures and other products of the country,
but has so far increased the Revenues of the Dominion as to place it
beyond doubt that the receipt of the current fiscal year will be in excess
of the expenditures chargeable to Consolidated Revenue.

13. That we shall respectfully receive and consider such measures of
importance as His Excellency may cause to be submitted to us, including
any Bills for the winding up of Insolvent Banks and Incorporated Compa-
nies, for the amendment of the Railway Act of 1879, for the revision and
consolidation of the Laws relating to Government_Railways, and for the
improvement, in several respects, of the Criminal Law.

14. That we are pleased to be informed that there are now good hopes
of our being able to place the naturalization of German Settlers on a more
satisfactory footing ; and that any measure on the subject which may be
submitted to us, with all the papers connected with the matter, shall
receive our willing consideration.

15. That His Excellency may rest assured that our best atteation will
be given to the subjects he has mentioned, as well as to everything that
affects the well-being and good government of the Dominion.

‘Mr. VANASSE. 1n rising te second the motion that an
humble Address be presented to His Excellency in answer to
the Speech from the Throne, I at once experience the
necessity of begging this honorable House to vouchsafe
all the patience and indulgence at its command to one of its
youngest members. It is according to the usages and tradi-
tions of this House that the work of each session should be
initiated by two of its members the most recently elected by
pogx‘liar suffrage, and it is this custom—whether it be good
or bad it is not for me to say—that gives me the opportunity
of addressing the House at this moment as seconder of the
Address in answer to His Excellency’s gracious speech. I

Mr. Brary.

; and that our earnest consideration shall be given to such Report and

am particularly bappy, Mr. Speaker; that my youth, a fault
with which I am so often veproached, but which I am
mending a little every day, can for once at least redound to
the honor of the fine county that I have the advantage of
representing here; for it was in_the name of the County of
Yamaska thit I was offered, and that I accepted, the honor-
able “duty of seconding the motion that the honorable
member has just placed in your hands. I am well aware,
Mr. Speaker, that after the s%)eech,. as eloquent as it was
practical, delivered by the honorable member for West
Toronto, all that remains for me to do is to applaud his
words, full of confidence in the wisdom of the policy set forth
in the Speech from the Throne, and to share in the brilliant
hopes that this policy inspires for the future of our country.
Ingged, when the head of the Government, supported by
official and sure data, comes and declares before the country,
apon the authority and dignity of the Crown, that peace,
ﬁmsperity and Kappiness reign In the Dominion confided to

is care, every friend of his country should be able to find in

‘his heart, enough energy, enough strength and enough

patriotism to lay aside, at least for a moment, the unjust
prejudices of party spirit, and receive these official statements
with the most enthusiastic applause. It is from this wholly
national point of view that I wish to judge of the importance
of the statements contained in the Speech from the Throne.
After having referred to the return of general prosperity in
our country, His Excellency draws the attention of the
House to the question of the building of the Pacific Railway.
This question, Mr. Speaker, is not a new one. It has occu-
pied public attention in England long before it became a

art of Canadian politics. More than 30 years -ago the

mperial Government even ordered surveys to be made in
the North-West in order to ascertain if it were possible to
unite the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans by means of a gigantic
railway on British territory. This question has been before
the Canadian public for morethan 15 years. Since 1867, it has
been, 80 to speak, the banner of all our federal elections, and
to-day, no political demonstration takes place in any part of
the country, from the shores of Prince Hdward lsland to
those of Vancouver, without the importance of this great
national enterprise being discussed from a political as well
as a commercial stand point. In a word, both the political
parties that now contend for the honor of conducting the
affairs of the country, have admitted, on many and many
occasions, the necessity of constructing this railway. In
1871 and 1572, the Government had a law passed favorable
to the construction, by a private company, of a railway from
the shores of Lake Nipissing to the sea-board in British
Columbia. Tn 1873, the honorable member for Lambton, on
accepting the duty and honor of conducting the business of
the country, stated that: '

“He had always thought a speedy means of communication across the
countinent necessary for the good of settlement and for the purpose of
opening up districts where we have great riches undeveloped in the bosom
of the earth. Without that communication their development cannot
take place and immigration cannot be affected.” i . .
And the hon, member went on to say :

¢ Tt will be the duty of the Administration, in the first place, to secure
a means of communication to our navigable waters from Lake Superior to
Fort Garry and the Rocky Mountains, at the same time commencing at
the Pacific Ocean and constructing communication by the western slope.”

The Speech from the Throne in 1874 announced that a
Bill would -be brought down providing *for easy com-

.munication with British Columbia as rapidly as possible.”

On the opening of the Federal Session of 1875, the country
was informed, in the Speech from the Throne, that the sur-
veys for the location of the Pacific Railway were being
vigorously pushed forward, and that the Government had
concluded an arrangement with British Columbia. In
1816, the House was pnt in possession’ of all the
documents, reports, correspondence, &c., &ec., concerning
the Pacific Railway. In 1877, the Speech.from the Throne
expressed regret that uncontrollable circumstances had
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delayed the progress of surveys along the line; and in 1878,
the official speech of His Excellency hailed with satisfaction
the completion of the surveys, and stated that the Govern-
ment had -chosen the route, and that the work would be
carried on with the utmost vigor. Indeed, Mr. Speaker, the
Confederation would be an incomplete work without this
railway. It is not merely the requirements of a policy of
expedients that gave birth to this plan of uniting under one

all the provinces of British North America, but rather
the noble and patriotic ambition of laying, on the American
continent, the foundations of an Empire under the protection
and with the friendship of the great and powerful British
Empire. Such, Mr. Speaker, is the object of our Confedera-
tion. 1t can have no other; otherwise this Confederation
would be the betrayal of the most legitimate aspirations of
the diverse provinces of the Canadian Union. In the minds
of the fathers of Confederation, the Canadian Pacific Railway
was to be the most powerful material tie of the Federal
Union. 1t is destined, in the first place, to put the Dominion
of Canada in easy communication with each of the confeder-
ated provinces, and, in the second place, with the entire
world. With the Intercolonial in the Eastern Provinces
and the Pacific in the Western, it can be said that distances
have disappeared, and that theré are no more Rocky Moun-
tains. Halifax and Quebec, Montreal and Toronto, Winnipeg
and Victoria have become neighboring cities, and Canada 1is
at the gates of Kurope and Asia. Such are, in my opinion,
Mr. Speaker, some of the political necessities which
should induce us to construct, with all the speed and
all the economy possible, this great Railway. olore-
over, Mr, Speaker, it is easy to foresee the vast
material advantages that will accrue to the country if this
enterprise is successfully completed. That is the practical
aspect of the qyuestion, for if we were asked to build this Rail-
way for the mere pleasure of being able to say some day that
we havedirect communications between the Atlantic and the
Pacific, and if this costly route was to be of great use to us
in times of war, then, Mr. Speaker, considering the many
improvements that our young country yet requires, and
taking -into account the peaceful character of our powerful
but generous neighbors, 1 would venture to advise His Ex-
cellency’s Government to postpone the enterprise sine die.
But, Mr. Speaker, we are entitled to expect advantages more
real, more practical, more immediate, frorn the construction
of this railway which is, in all likelihood, destined to become
the greatest artery of Canadian commerce, and the most
powerful instrument for the development of all the industrial,
manufacturing, agricultural, mining, and other resources of
Canada. According to experts and to strangers, who have
no interest in over-praising our country, we possess in the
west rich and varied mines and the most fertile plains of the
world. But through want of communications all this im-
mense natural wealth is unproductive for the country. I
might almost say that this great wealth threatens to become
a real burden, for the public treasury has had to pay con-
siderable sums for the administration of this vast portion of
the national domain. We must, therefore, seek aﬁ)opossible
means of colonizing these lands as quickly as possible. Now
the history of American colonization shows us, beyond all
doubt, that, in new countries, railways are the most powerful
megns for colonization. And it was only by building rail-
waysin all parts of their territory that the neighboring States
have been able to stimulate that wonderful progressive
movement which has secured for the American Union the
place of honor she now occupies among the nations of the
world. But it is particularly in the Western States that
the operation of this powerful factor in colonization is to be
studied. Let us take the example of Kansas. In 1865
there were but 130 miles -of railway in this territory, to-day
‘the length of communication by rail in this State is over
3,000 miles; the population of Kansas in 1865 hardly
reached 150,000 souls, and to-day it reaches 1,500,000 souls ;

the value of real estate in Kansas amounted in 1865 to
only $36,120,000, to-day it amounts to $160,000,000; in
1865 there were but 273,000 acres of land in a state of
culture, in 187Y there were 7,900,000 acres. I could quote
similar figures for nearly all the other western.territories of
the American Union. Mr. Speaker, the settlement of a
country is not an affair of sentiment or of taste, and, we
should not hesitate to adopt a system that has procured so
much prosperity and wealth to all other nations that have
applied it. Now, Mr. Speaker, the material and political
interests of the country are not alone to induce us to build
this road ; there is, moreover, our national honor at stake.
In virtue of the Carnarvon Treaty, Canada is obliged to
complete the enterprise between 1876 and 1890. By
signing this Treaty, the former Administration engaged the
honor of the country, Can Canada, to-day, fail to keep her
word solemnly given under the faith of a treéaty ? We would .
be unworthy of a seat in this House, should we not
redeem, by all the means in our power, the obligations
of the nation. There is too much glory on the brow
of our young country for us to sully it with the shame of
dishonor. But the Speech from the Throne fortunately
dispels all these fears, and reassures the public
conscience on this subject. Arrangements, that render
certain the building of the road, according to the
stipulations of the Treaty, have been entered into.
The whole road, from east to ‘west, is to bo constructed,
equipped and worked by a private company, and at compar-
atively little cost to the Dominion of Canada, Such is the
glad tidings that His Excellency has just given to the country,
and which weshould welcome with the most joyful unanimity.
Hencetorth, Mr. Speaker, we can say that the great
question of the Pacific Railway is settled. Canada has
fulfilled her engagements. Her national honor is safe. 1
would be very selfish, Mr. Speaker, were I only to see, in the
settlement of this question, a success for my party. But I
see therein a great national success. 1t is not a triumph of
the Conservative party, but a triumph of the whole country,
It is not the right hon. leader of the Government and his
colleagues who will profit by this contract, but the people,
the country laborer, and the city mechanic. The Goyernment
will undoubtedly have the glory and honor of having carried
on the negotiations. None can deprive the Ministry of these,
but the country will have the benefit, and all the material
advantages accruing from this great national success. From
the question of the Pacific Railway, I pass to that of the
Intercolonial and Prince Edward Island Railways, which
occupy the third Earagraph of the Speech from the Throne.
Our extensive public works have heretofore been a source of
expense rather than of profit to the country, and the House
learns with satisfaction that the economy practiced by the
Government in the administration of these two great commer-
cial highways, has, on the one hand, considerably reduced
the working expeunses, while, on the other hand, the return
of prosperity, the improvement in business have largely
contributed to increase the receipts. 1beg leave to submit to
the consideration of this House a few official statistics as a
proof of what T have just stated. Here is a comparative
statement of the receipts and expenditure of these two roads
from 1876 to 18:0: . .

1. INTEROOLONIAL RAILWAY.

1878-79

— 1876-77 1877.18 1879-80
. |
RECOIPLS ceve. . eoens vevens crrennnne $1,154.445/ $1,378,916 $1,791,099' $1,506,208
Expenditire oo worr se| 1,661,673 1,811,273 * 2,010,188] 1,607,429
Profit.. R .,,...l..“m.. PNV ......;j ressse esooqamn
ows... | O 38 "R | w5
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2. Prince Epwarp IsLanp RarLway. '

— | 1875-T6 | 1876-77 '| 1877-73 | 1878-719 | 1879-80
| | .
Regeipts ..........| $118,060 | $130 661 i $135,800 | $125,855 | §113,651
Expenditare......| 214,930 | 228,595 | 221,507 | 223,313 | 164,610
|
Profit. ..... veres tone sonr | eeseranen s sue [ evaseannesesasa ]l B By
L08S. .| $95,870 | $97,931 | $85,608 | $97,458 | $50,789

-~

Here is another comparative statement of the revenue and
working expenses on these same two roads during the three
months from the 1st of July to the 30th of September, from
1876 to 1880: .

1. ON THE INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.

1876-77 | 1877-78 | 1878-79 1879-80 ' | 1880-81

—3— 3 3 3 3
| months. | months. | months. | months. | months.

—_— —_— —

Receipts.. .o.oe.e| $306,234 | $3¢0,702 | $371,339 | $345,001 | $415 440
Expenditure..... | 325,368 458,715 490,275 391,587 441,007
Profit.......} ... B T pnr ety PP $1,433

Loss.... ....] $19,134 | $98,013 | $118,936 ‘$4G,586 e s

2, On tae Prince Epwarp Isnanp RarLway.

' l 1875-76 | 1876-77 | 1877-78 | 1878-T9 1879-80§ 1889-81
‘ 3 3 3 3 3 3
hd ;months. months. imonths. months, rnonths months.
= _ ]
i t ! -
Reeeipts .ouererronnes l $38,798 $31,820 $36,765| $34,622 $3o,441; $35,934
| i
Expenditure. ! 43,576 62,169' 61,123] 70,078 33,368 45,024
| | —
Profit... ' .................................. RV
L0SS ceeennes. $4,848 $27,349| $27,358; $35,456] $7,927] $9,900

According to these figures it is evident that these public
works will ’ere long be anabundant source of rgvenue for
the country. Thé fourth paragraph of the Speech from the
Throne refers to the generous gift that Her Majesty's Gov-
ernment has just made to Canada by sending us the splendid
steam corvette Charybdis. This gift, that the country
accepts with the greatest gratitude, is destined to supply a
want long felt in the organization of the forces of the coun-
try. Wo are a maritime people. Perhaps no country in
the world possesses a more extensive sea-board than ours,
and the interior is covered with lakes and rivers that .con-
stitute, as it were, vast -inland seas. Nevertheless, we are
wanting in marines. The training ship is calculated to
create this new calling, and our young men will be able to
defend the country on the high seas with as much skill and
valor as on Jand. The mext paragraph relates to the
enlargement of the boundaries of Manitoba. From a geo-
graphical point of view this question offers no difficulty. It
is evident that the boundaries of Manitoba are too narrow.

« | t0 say on this question.

'development of our vast western territories, the importance

that they have acquired, render necessary the enlargement
of this province to the east, north and west. A few thousand
square miles cannot constitute a province which seems to
have such a grand future -before it; but I trust that the
new scheme will be devised so as to protect and main-
tain the eivil, political and religious institutions, as estab.
lished by the Manitoba Act, or any subsequent legislation.
As His Excellency says, it is much to be regretted that we
are obliged to come to the aid of the Indians, who have had
to suffer from the want of food. But let us hope that it is
but an accident. We learn, by the latest news received
from these territories, that the Indians have been, or are now,
hunting the buffalo which, with fishing, has been their sole
mesans of support as well as their chiet occapation On the
other hand, we must congratulate the Government on the
efforts they have made to introduce civilization among the
nomadic tribes by inducing them to cultivate the soil, of
which They are the-original masters. And the House will
learn, no doubt, with satisfaction, that the model farms e:-
tablished by Government have already produced satisfactory
results. It is with satisfaction, Mr. Speaker, that we have
learned, through the Speech from the Throne, that the exist-
ing Tariff has not only promoted the manufactures and other
products of -the country, but has also so far increased the
revenues of the Dominion as to place beyond doubt”that the
receipts of the current fiscal year will be in excess of the ex-
penditure chargeable to consolidated revenue. We have a
surplus. Itis along time, Mr. Speaker, since the country was
last favored with a similar statement; this is, in my opinion,
the most tangible proof of the efficiency of the Nautional
Policy. I will not quote any statistics on the subject. The
honorable movér of the resolution has said all that there was
The figures that the honorable
member has laid before the House are unanswerable. - They
may say all they please against the present Tariff, they will
never be able to drown the mighty voice of these figures
and of these facts, which alone will be heard and understood
by the country. But they think to have overthrown the
arguments and facts in favor of this policy by saying that
this return of prosperity is not due to the National Policy,
but to the action of Providence. I do not deny, Mr,
Speaker, but that Providence .has greatly protected
us. It is doubtless Divine Providence that caused the
rich harvests of late years to grow; but it is the
present policy that protected these first. fruits of the na-
tional wealth. What would have been the lot of these
abundant harvests if the former fiscal legislation had still
been the law of the land? They would have been sub-
merged by the importation of foreign grain, and the farmers
of this country would have been obliged to sell their products
at half price, or else to put them in sheds to become the prey
of vernin, as it happened not more than three years ago in
several parts of Canada. If the National Policy does not
make our harvests grow in the fields, it at least protects
them on our markets, together with the other products of
the national - industry. The effects- of this policy, Mr.
Speaker, will not be limited to promoting our manu-
factures, but the effective application of the protective
principle, by creating the capital ~of labor, and by
retaining it in the country, will contribute necessarily
towards the development of our industrial centres. The

number of consumers will increase, our market will -become

more and more remunerative for the agricultural classes of

the country; and it is through the-protection thus afforded

it that agriculture will become, what it should never have

ceased to be; the first and the purest of our national resources.

If the work so well begun is carried out, we ma l;%pe

soon to see for our country magnificent prospects. Already,

through the Federal system, we have taken a distinguished

rank among nations. We are no longer a mere colony, buf

The young giant requifes a wider field of operdtion. The
Mg, Vanassy, :

an Empire, allied by the ties of blood and friendship o the
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grent and powerful British Emgiré; and our loyalty to-
wards England :is only equalled by the hearty sympathy of
the Mother Country - for us. "As a mark of esteem and

friendship, unprecedented inthe history of her colonies,

England has associated us with her glory and her power by
giving us-a noble member of the Royal family to represent
in Canads  tho well beloved authority and the majesty of
Our Most Gracious Sovereign. The obtaining of the right
to gettle our own ‘affairs, and to adopt a National Policy in
accordance .with our wants, and the aspirations of the
country was, no doubt, a splendid victory, and the acerediting
of a Canadian Minister with the foreign powersin Europe
was another nof less brilliant. Thus we etfect the conquest
of our rights, one after the other, peacefully, thanks to the
friendly relations that exist between Canada and the Mother
Country; thanks also to the skill, the broad views, the
patriotism of the distinguished men who preside over the
destinies of these twvo Empires. And it is thus, Mr. Speaker,
that we will obtain the full possession of our rights and
acquire, at the same time, mational wealth and prosperity.
Itis with ~pleasure that I second the motion of the hon..
member for Toronto,

"'Mr. BLAKE. 1 think everyone will be thankful to the
Mover and Seconder of the reply to the Speech from the
Throne, for being disposed to attribute some share of that
measure of retutrning prosperity, which we all know exists,
to causes on which we can agree with them; but
we consider that the returning prosperity is in spite of
legislative -obstruction. It is pleasant to know that the
harvest is.an element, at any rate, however slight and
modest it may be, and that the increased demand for our
exports in foreign countries, and the larger prices those
exports have realized, are elements, however modest and
slight they may be, as described by the hon. gentleman, that
have contributed to the prosperity upon which he desires us
to congratulate. gux'seh*es. Allow me, before I go further, to
correct the hon*member for West Toronto, upon a subject
on which he is a little misinformed. He was not content
with that just measure of congratulation which he
might fairly take to himself, as to the results of the late
elections, but he also claimed North Oxford. I may inform
him that there was a pleasant little family contention in that
constituency, where there is a very numerous family of
Reformers, bpt that the candidates were all out-and-out
Reformers. If he is not disposed to accept what I say in
preference to the gentleman who may have given him the
information, let me read an extract from the statement of
Mzr. Sutherland, the present member for North Oxford. Ile
says: “Upon the great questions of the day, he, as well as
myself, is an.out-and-out Reformer.” The.circumstances of
North Oxford are these: That while there were two out-
and-out Reformers contesting the seat, each of whom had a
very large measure of support among the Reformers of that
constituency, no Tory was found bold enough to go to the

ls. With reference to the hon. member’s own victory,
et me tell him, as that has becen alluded to, that it
was of the Pyrrhic order. Although the West Division of
Toronto had returned by an overwhelming majority its old
member, yet the hon. gentleman (Mr. Beaty) was returned
by only a greatly reduced majority. I1f the condition
of affairs in West Toronto continues to spread, the same
proportionate change in the relative strength of parties
which was exhibited at that election, as compared with
the preceding one, would at the next eléction give us as the
result of that change 64 seats which were taken by the
Conservatives in the elections of 1878, thus giving a majority
to the Reformers. Now, Sir, the great subject which has
been brought before us, and the necessities of which are the
justification of this unusually early Session of Parliament, is
of course, that which will be most largely discussed upon
this eccasion. The policy of this Administration since its re-

2

turn to power upon that guestion, hag been, from time to fime,
very seriously modified. In the first:Bession of -this Parlia-
ment the Government pr 0 the Honse & grand scheme
involving -substantial .Imperial ‘aid .and ceuntenance in the
construction of the Pacitic. Railway. They included, in
effect, the giving of an Imperial-charapter to. that work, it
being held that as the was in the interests f the Empire;
it should :give substantial assistanee in: ity prosecution.. In
the second Session of this Parliament we-heard .no' more of
that glorious scheme, but we were brought face to.face with
a programme for the construction of portions of the road
upon anoether basis from that which in former times had bpen.
suggested. The line was to be .degraded into a
colonization line, built with sharp curves and stestg gradients,
and in the .cheapest manner. consistent with the . safety of
passengers travelling over it. In that shape it was
to be built in detached 'portions, and & seetion in British
Columbia, and 200 miles on the prairi¢s, were at once to be
laid. - Now, we find ‘another very serious change in the
policy. Instead of that mode of prosecuting the work, the
proposal is made that our liabﬂities—-vwhigg,- 80 -long 88 the
work was to-be construeted by the Government, were limjted
by the different engagements which each Segsion we might
authorize to be made-—shall be once.and for ever defined o far
as a contract can define them, ‘and that, through the medium
of a company, the road shall be constructed from end to end,
and that we shall be placed in a.'gzsiﬁon which, whatever
this ebligation may involve, will be beyond recall.;; With
reference to the eastern connection there is also & very serious
change in the policy involved in the geropositions of today. Itis
well known that, if not from the beginning, yet at an early
date, that line on the north shore of Lake Su
in abeyance, and was- indefinitely postponed.

rior was ple
JAb digemm

‘times different suggestions have been made for obtaiming a

more or less satisfactory connection with the east. Last
Session that subject underwent: some ventilation here, and
some more in the other Chamber. - It was admitted by the
hon. Minister, who hasspecial charge of the subject of rail-
ways, that a good line valuable for Canadian p , and
extremely important in goint, not only of national but inter-
national commerce, could be found by Sault Ste. Marie, and
thatit would be for the interest of this country that that
line should be built at the speediest moment. The question
of what the Administration were doing  was alluded to by
me in this House, and it was adverted to.in the other
Chamber, and the Government were asked as to their inten-
tions. The answer at that time was that the gubject was
under consideration. ILater on, after they had that
period for anxious consideration, the question was renewed
in the third week of the month of April, and the angwer then
was on the part of the Administration,that it was their
intention to take steps to procure surveys for the line to
Sault Ste. Marie, and to aid, this Session, in its ¢onstruction.
Now, we hear that this line on. the north shore of Lake
Superior is to be built, and therefore that part of the palicy
of the Administration is seriously ehanmged. Now, Sir, for
these changes, simply as changes, I have no word of com-
plaintor rebuke to utter. In carrying out the arrangements
for a great enterprise of this kind, it is not mxerely right,
but it is the houx:gen duty of the Administration, observing
changed conditions, to mould their policy with a view of
providing what the best interests of the country may require,
and the time for action necessitates. Therefore, I say, I am
not complaining of these changes simply as changes, but
solely for a gu-pow that I will point out in a mdment, a
purpose which requires that we should observe that there are
serious changes, for we find -that though as the Speech tells
us there is a recurrence to an old policy yet there are serious
changes from the policy defined and announced and asseated
to by Parliament in the two first Sessions of this Administra-
tion. .1t is, of course, impossible for us to expressan opinion
upon the terms or upon the propriety of a bargsin which is
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not yet before us. The hon. member for West Toronto said
that he placed hiinself in that position. I plate myself in
that position ; but it seems impossible to do more than allude
to the weighty problems which are involved in the discussion
of this policy, which s to be brought before us- this Session.
There are very impertant questions upon which we are to be
informed, before it would be possible for us to ex ‘an in-
. telligent opinion as to the prepriety of the course of the
Administration. ° We know mnot, for example, what the price
is, in works ‘or in cash, for-I know no difference except a
difference of disadvantage between giving a price in works
and giving it in'cash; there is a difference of disadvantage,
because the cost of completing the work may very largely
exceed the estimate of the eost, but there ean certainly be no
very great advantage, unless we shall find some considerable
~ diminution of the cost as compared with the ‘estimate, a
thing which very rarely happens. Nor do we know what
is to be done by the country, what is to be paid for
out of the Treasury, what are to be the payments in cash to
the-company an they construct the read. We know mot the
cash price, in works or money ; we know not the amount of
subsidyin land ; we know not how the terms of payment of
c¢ash -or ef work are airanged, or what they are to be in
relation to the progress of the works themselves, or in rela-
tion to-the probable strain these ‘payments will make upon
the reseurees of the ‘conntry. ‘These questions are not solved
by anything that is before us; we require information upon
them before we can intelligently discuss the subject in its
clearest and imost obvious financial aspect. We know not
what are the terms for the gelection and the sale of the
lands. The arrangement for the alternate blocks is a ques-
_tion of the utmost importance in dealing with this branch of
the payment to the compény; we know not whether the
company is; after being handsomely paid to build the road
and run it, to own it too; we know not what the subsequent
arrangements are, or whether they are to be subject to the
consent of Parliament. - 'We know not, as to the eastern link
to which I have referred; whether the policy of the Govern-
ment last Session is wholly abandoned, whether it is intended
to substitute for the announced policy of the Government,
the road by the north shoreof Lake Superior, whether while
we gain that 660 miles of railway, we are to lose the Sault

Ste. Marie line. There are here wery important questions,

questions ‘of ‘momentous importance, with refercnce to the
eastern’ link and the ‘policy to be adopted 'in connection
therewith. Yrepesat that though the question of an eastern
link has been before the country ever since the arrangement
was made with British Columbia, it is a practical question
now first nted to our minds for immediate action, and it
is the first time that Parliament has been called upon to
undertakede finitely to make provision for the construction
of that eastern link:: We kmnow- not what the rate of pro-
gress on the work is to be, how far it is to be in advance of
the sapposed wants of settlement ; and i, as is rumored, it is
to be very far in advance of these wants, how far the
incressed rapidity of construction is ‘to involve an enhanced
cost of construction n the first place, and an enhanced reward
for wotking the lite before the population is in the country
in the second place. We know net the character of the road,
whether it i8' to ‘be of the character described by Ministers
last Session, when they ropresented that the work which they
put-under contract on the prairies and in British Columbis,
was for an inferior colonization road, or whether all these
contracts, as well as- the portion to be constructed by the
Company, are to be returned to the old notion of a first-class
trans-continental road. We know nothing of these points,
nor as tb the arrangements for équipment; we know nothing
of other msin ‘points; ‘we know mothing as to whether it is

posed to enter into any obligation, express or implied, or
to declare any course of policy which gall be taken as an
enactment with reference to other roads through the North-
‘West territory; constructed or to be constructed, and their

Mr. Braxs. ’

relations to the road that is to be constructed at
this present time—the ~Canadian Pacific Railway. We

‘know " not what provisions are ‘to be: made for securi

the means of getting into that vast territory. Short lines are
iof very little value to.a country, and it matters little’ how
ithey are constructed if they are the propeérty of a monopely;
they are merely the means of increasing the profit of that
‘monopoly. That isa subjeet upon which ‘we ought to refleet.
‘We have the knowledge that has been acquired as to the
‘gigantic powers which have beerf obtained by railway corpor-
ations in the neighboring republic, and the.difficulties which
have been found in the great West by reason of the existence,
in some parts of that country, of practical monopolies. The
‘whole conditions of railway transportation have changed
‘most remarkably in the coarse of the last ten years,
since this scheme was first projected, and there are
indicatjons of still further change in the same direction.
‘Great as have been the resulté in cheapening the ‘price of
transportation by rail, I believe that prdcess to have been
by no means fully accomplished. You find that the estimated
cost—not including profit—for hauling, under the average
‘conditions of freight, is but one-third of what it was ten
years ago. The steel rail, the enlarged car, the composite

L.:engine, and, in some cases, the multiplication of tracks have

produced this result. But there is still an enormois field for
the ingenuity of the inventor—in saving in the consumption
of fuel, the motive power, and in other ways, so that the
hoEes of cheap transportation by rail are by no means yet
exhausted. But, Sir, while that is 8o, cheap transportation
by rail does not obtain under all circumstances. It does not
obtain at all under those circumstances which have given
‘to particular corporations the whole profit which is derivable
‘from these improved facilities, and given the country none
of them. ILet me enforce these views with an illustration
which will, perhaps, bring the subject more .clearly
before the House, and is not wholly alien to the subject in
hand. The December rate per car from Montreal to Winni-
peg is $293, and from Montreal to St. Paul $120, which is at
the rate of 93 cents per mile by the car. If you assume that
the Government Railway is charging the full average rate
charged from Montreal to St. Paul, on each 67 miles, you
make the charge $6.37, which leaves for the purposes of the
road between St. Paul and Winnipeg—190 miles—$166.64,
or 42% cents per mile, instead of 9§ cents per mile, the
rate over the rest of the journey—a rate more than four times
as great as the rate charged in getting to St. Paul. The
rate at the general rate would be $37./5, making a total of
$153.41—u saving of $129.59, out of $293, or nearly half
the freight over the whole distanee from Montreal to Winnipeg.
If you apply the monopoly rates all over, you get $721 as
the freight, instead of 3293, and the result of the extra
charge on the 390 miles, alone, is this: that it practically,
for all purposes of communication involving cost, throws
Winnipeg—where ? Not seventeen hundred and thirteen or
fourteen miles from Montreal, but it throws it to the Roeky
Mountains—across the Rocky Mountains to the Pacific
ghore, without the advantage of the Pacific trade, or adds
1,360 miles, estimating by cost, to the distance from Win-
nipeg to Montreal. Now, let us consider the rates in the
summer time. Last summer the rate from Collingwood
to Duluth was $70 a car, but to Winnipeg $243, the rate
being $173 from Duluth to Winnipeg, showing that,
although some saving is effected by the route by water,
yet if you have a link of iron controlled by two corpo-
rations, you will not effest much saving in the summer
time, after all. I am told that the rate quoted for wheat
from Emerson to Chicago by the car was- 45 cents a
bushel; while I believe it to have been carried by the. big car
load for 8 cents a bushel from St Paul to Toronto—a differ-
ence that amounted, not to & compensation for carriage, but
to a proportionate interest in the profits of every farm in the
North-West. Now, Sir, that is the state of things in a'great
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‘many places in the West, and we find ourselves in that posi-

tion” from the want of some provision—whether freedom
of competition or other

prevent.these facilities from being converted into & machinery
whereby the railway company inflicts, in effect, & tax on the
farmers 6f the North-West, instead of a reasonable eompen-
sation for fhe work it does. Under these circumstances I
cannot doubt that whatever the Administration havedone,
they have taken care to provide for the most strenuous
conmpetition between the new company and the St. Paul and
Manitoba Railway Company, so tIl)mt the moment we have
the gateways of the North-West placed in the hands of a

private. ‘corporation, we &hall have the benefit of that'

triendly 'competition and rivalry which will result in the
immediate cessation of these extortionate rates and this
proportionate “interest in the farms of the North-West, and
in "d" reduction ' to reasonable and normal rates of
profit.  There are, Sir, several possible solutions of this
problem which is now presented to our consideration.
You have that of free competition, that of Govern-
mental power of regulation, that of parliamentary
power of regulation, that of arbitration, that of a reserved
interest in thecountry itself, that of giving running powers
to other companies 8o as to preserve moderation in freights,
and there may be others. 'We know not what the parti-
cular solutior of this great problem is; but that it is a great
and difficult problem, now for the first time presented to our
consideration by our being practically brought face to face
with the proposal that the road shall be owned and run by a
private railway company, I suppose no hon. gentleman will
deny. * We know not what the mode of settlement of possible
disputes bétween the Government and the Company as to the
contract “‘may be. We know not what the traffic facili-
ties for the connections with other Provinces may be.
There will be one great corporation stretching prac-
tically to the ocean steamships ; it is right and proper that
every facility should be given for trade to go through; it is
equally right and proper that every facility should be given
to such trade as may be seeking the North-West through
other channels, and on fair, equal and advantageous terms
to make use of the national highway to which all the Pro-

vinces of this Dominion are bound to contribute. We know
not what security may be given for the per-
formance of the contract In case a security s
required. A security is not required wunless the

enterprise turns out disastrous; but what the nature or the
extent of the security which )51 that event it has been ar-
ranged to give us, 80 as to”7secure that limitation of the
liability on which the hon. member for West Toronto des-
canted so eloquently, we do not know, and therefore of its
value cannot judge. All these things press on us now for
consideration—all these things, and many more. 1do not wish
to prolong the discussion of this question by a reference to
matters which, though they may be termed matters of detail,
are still of importance; but all these things, and other
matters .are “involved in the great question to which our
attention is to be addressed. So. long as the country
was doing the work, s0 long as from session to session we
could practically control it, things were different, but now
they are to be altogether changed. Now the matter is to be
regulated and arranged once for all, and regulated and
arranged by the intervention of a corporate interest, intro-
ducing these new elements of difficulty, these new conditions
.to which, practically, we have never as yet addressed our
minds. The aspect of finality and the creation of a company
-and “its rights, therefore,” impart elements of the utmost
importanée and of practical novelty into the discussion of
this subject.” The hen. the First Minister is reported to have
8aid in & 8peech. which he made shortly after his landing in
this country, on his return from the English mission, that the
contract had been'mgde “firm ;” that the contractors would go
on at once, whether Parliament met in November or in

regulation—which  shall,

DEBATES.
February; that the meeting of Parliament would make no
difference, and that they would trust to the ratification of
the act. This statement hardly coincides with the state-
ment which the First Minister has put into the lips of His
Excellency, and which we heard in the otlier Chamber the
other day. It is, of course, for the hon. gentleman to recon--
cile these statements and to ‘explain how it is that his first,
and I believe his only, public arinouncement as to the ‘char-
acter of this contract and the nature of the arrangement
with these contractors, should vary in a degree so ‘material
as I have pointed out from that which is now given to us;
and whereas it was then a miatter of no consequénce at what.
time Parliament was sumioned:and the work was fo pro-
gress, it is now sald that the public interest requires.
that we shall not wait to February, but shall proceed
immediately with the discussion and come immediately
to a conci)usion upon this question. In my opinion,
Sir, the public interest requires, above. all things, that
this tremendous business should not be too hurriedly dis-
posed of. The public interest requirss, above all things,—and
1t is the right of the public to "demand,—that there shall be
some time allowed to obtain that information which has not
ot been brought before the eountry ; thatthe country shall
Eave breathing time for consideration and reflection, for
communication amongst the people themselves, as well as
amongst the people’s representatives assembled in. Parlia-
ment, before we shall be called uponto give our verdict
upon a question so momentous as this. We' have
been told, not authoritatively, indeed, but it has been sug-
gested in Ministerial organs, that the dignity of Parliament
required that no communication should be made upon’ this
question, until the people’'s representatives were assembled -
here in Parliament.’ ‘I am not quite eertain, Sir, that
there is not more than one hon. ‘member’ of this
House who would have been: quite -disposed .to put
his dignity in his pocket for the purpose of allowing
himself in common with his - constitutents, o%purtunit:y,
of becoming acquainted with the contents of this paper,
and of having a sufficient apprebension:of the subject.
before the meeting of Parliament, particular]y if such a result:
would have also produced the, result of a meeting a little
laterthan the present meeting, Ifan unusual course was to have
been adopted, I, for one, should have preferred —in a business
like this,—as being more in accordance with the development
of popular government which has obtained in this country,
that the people should have had the Q%)onmnity of express- '
ing their opinion upon this subject at the polls. More than
this, we are told t}ixat the people shall not even know the
details until after it is disposed of. Theyare not even.to
become acquainted with the terms of this bargain until after
their representatives shall have pagsed upon them. Time is
essential in my judgment; time-s due to the people for that
consideration which they require and which they are entitled
to. I have no doubt that those of us who feel we have
responsibilities to discharge on thig occasion, haveconsidered
this question conjecturally so far as we could. I hawe no.
doubt we have thought it over with such dim and uncer-
tain lights as Ministerial bounty has vouchsafed . ps in the.

'matter. For myself I confess Lhave thought over a great

deal such scattered statements as have, from time to time,
been made to us. But I.say that this sort of discussion is
eminently unsatisfactory. One likes to know, before coming
to a conclusion on a subject, what the subject is on which we
are asked to come to a conclusion; and I'say, as to the
mass of the people, thatthey can have formed no conception’
of this matter, and that they might properly and ressonably
have expected that the papers should have been laid on
the Table, and that dgmple time should have then -elapsed
before we were called upon'to consider them and deliberate.
ugon them. Buf, on.the contrary, according to s -rumor.
which has spread about these. bpl:lﬁresﬁl ‘do not say it.is cor-
rect—if we are good boys and say our lessons well, according
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to the instructions of our masters opposite, we may get,
home on the twenty-third, but if we are mot goed boys
we shall be kept here at school until we say
our Jessons properly. 1 suppose..we .are. all. willing
to work; we are willing to meet. at any season,
however inconv%ni}ent,; if the public interest requires
it. We are willing to dispense with our Christmas
holidays and remain at work, if the public interest demands

it; But what is wanted is deliberation and consultation—and |

then 'Work after there has been opportunity for consideration
by the country, but not before. . I maintain that if it is con-
sidered necessary to force this measure through the House
before Christmas, the vast proportion of the electorate will
not have even read the terms of the bargain before we shall
have made them the law of the land. 1t was amusing to ob-
serve hew thoroughly the test of experience verified the
&sition we took with reference to the appointment of a High

ommissioner at the last meeting of Parliament. You will
remémber that the memorandum on which that appointment
wag made pointed out that— :

_%Tt;is mow. being found in practice that there are constantly questions
arising connected with the administration of affairs in Canada, requiring
discnsgions in & mode and to an extent wholl im&acﬁcable by the ordi-
n channel of -correspondence through the Governor General, and

periodical visits have to be made to London for this purpose by the im-

portant members of the Canadian Government, entailing serious incon-

venience.;” At this moment the following subjects are thus under consid-
eration't the Pacific Railway, and important collateral subjects; treaties
of compmerce with France and Spain; Esquimalt graving dock ; military
defence of Canada erally, and of British Columbia more especially ;
while the fishery and commercial ¢lauses of the Washington Treaty may,
at any moment, be re-opened by the.United States; with many other

matters. of importance connected ‘with the better organization of the mili-

ta.r%nforce of the Dominion. :

1t is manifestly impossible that the views of the Canadian Govern-
ment on such subjects can be submitted for the intelligent consideration
of Her Majesty’s Government .in any other mode than that of personal
communication ; and as the subjects themselves relate to different depart-
ments of administration, ‘the necessity arises for the absence from their
pesbtd at this moment of not less than three Ministers.”

And  to obviate all this we were

High' Commissioner, and yet we find that this

language - might ' have - been repeated this year in

London, by the bon. gentlemen themselves, although their

High Commissfoner was along with them; indeed, 1 believe

there was an extra Minister along, probably to remedy some

of the evils created by the appoiutment of a High Commis-
sionér. I do not complain that a Minister, or more than one

Minister, went over to England to negotiate, but I dg com-

plain ‘that the hon. gentlemen made it a ground for the
- appoihtment of a Commissioner, that no such results as these

would follow. - Some information has been given to us from
time to time, some small scraps of information as to these
negotiations. The hon. Minister of Railways, during the
last Session of Parliament, stated that an offer had been
received for the construction and working of a large portion
of the Canadian - Pacific Railway, at that time, by
arrangements which were within his "grasp, if the

Government, chose to ‘accept them. On the 29th

of “June last, the First Minister was reported to

have taken occagion, at a pic-nic, to state that there were two
distinet offers at that moment under the consideration of the

Government, and ‘that they were deliberating which they

to have a

would accept, or if “they would accept either. After that]

period they weft to England, and the announcement was
made, on their return, that a contract had been made ; butit
did not a]ﬁ;ear to have been made so firm as to prevent- a
considerable - amount of consideration after their return.
‘We aré promised, in the Speech, the papers connected with
the eontract, but'I think we are entitled to have, if called
upoh‘$o judge the course of the Administration, and to ratify

it, the other offers slso, and all .the papers - connected with

them. " Reason points to that, and precedent sanctions the

demand. On the ogceasion of the last Saciﬁc Railway contract,

of unkappy memory, the honorable Minister himself brought

dagx y;nouq'q)ap‘em ‘connected with other, offers and proposals,
My Brake, ” R

[for other and alien p

as to the construction of the railway. It is reasonsble, if
you demand from us our approval of the course you.are taking,
in having concluded .2 particular bargain, that we shouid
know. what bargains were open to you, what offers were
made, so that we.should judge whether you wisely chese, in
that ample choice, that embarrassment of. riches which
presented itself to you when considering to whom you should
et the work, and at how small a price, forthe building of the
Canada Pacific Railway. Now, vast as the subject of this
railway is, it by po means exhausts the share which the
North-West has in the discussion. of ‘this question. There
are large questions .connected with the land policy of the
North-West, apart from the questions connectéd with the
railway grant. Other questions have been raised, also, by
Ministerial utterances, as to the grant of very large areas of
that territory., The honorable Minister, on the occasion to
which I referred a little while ago, declared exultingly, that Mr.
Brassey was good enough to tell us he was willing to purchase
100 square miles of our lands, and settle how many persons ?
His son. So we were to get rid of 100 sqnare miles of
land, and receive young - Brassey. The hon. Minister
announced he was the bearer of thai proposal, which he
was about to lay before the Council for the acceptance of
that confiding, if not obsequious, body. I suppose it has
been accepted, and that we shall have the good fortune some
day or other, when the country becomes -habitable, and
those 100 miles are surrounded with smiling farms, to see
young Brassey along there. That proposed grant is, in my
opinion, not only contrary to sound policy but to the spirit
of the understanding on which Parliament has been. acting
and allowing the Government to act in this mattér. The
statement with reference to the general administration of
these lands was wholly different, and whether this particular
grant is beyond the area of the lands included within the
regulations or not, I maintain it would have been more in
accordance with the dignity of Parliament and the duty of
the Executive not to have proposed or acted upon any other
policy with reference to the outlying territories than that
which they had called upon Parliament to sustain ‘with
regard to the others. g‘hé regulations of the Govern-
ment were brought before us when there was an object in
so doing, whenever, as to the lands as well as the railway,
there had been changes. But those regulations indicated
the impossibility of the acquisition by purchase, and with-
out settlement, of any very large areas of territory together.
I do not say there are not two sides to this question; there
are difficultics on both sides, but what I do main-
tain is, that the  policy of granting to individuals
enormous tracts of land in the North-West, is not a policy
- which the Goveinment ought to adopt, except subject to the
rior sanction of this House. We have had experience of
rge land grants in almost all the Provinces: we have had
bitter experience of them in Ontario, and severe experience
of them in Prince Fdward Island, and also an experience in
the townships of the Province of Quebec, but I do not.
know that we need §o, beyond the limitsof the North-West
of to-day to judge of the important consequences of the land
policy. We find in the Province of Manitoba, with refer-
ence to the difficulties of settlement there, that alarge area of
territory has, from one cause or anotber, got into the hands of
speculators, and is not subject to conditions of settlement, a
circumstance which does, at this moment, and is likely also
in the future, to diminish and retard the prosperity of that
Province. Qur short experience with reference to these
consequences. in the North-West does not sanction the
policy which is now being adopted. There was last Session,
a resolution  ; to modify the land resolutions, which
was avowedly a proposal to make them harmonize with the
existing regulations, and it has been nsed in my judgment
urposes. That resolution authorised

the Administration to alienate 100,000,000 acres.of land 3t &
price of not less than $2 per acre,” The Government deter-
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mined uifonla policy of graduating the prices—a hi he;'v
price near the railway and a lower price where landgwas

remote. They took the responsibility of making regulations
of that deseription; but inasmuch as that policy involved
the selling of large tracts of land at mueh less than $2 per
acre, it was therefore in conflict with the letter, though not
perhaps with the spirit, seeing the average price exceeded $2
per acre. It being wholly in conflict with the letter of the
resolution, they brought down, last session, a resolution

amepding the prior one, and placing the minimum rate at $1-

instead of $2. But itwas dealared that this was in order to make
the resolution harmonize with the land policy formulated by
the Order-in-Council and laid on the Tagi)e. The purpose for

which those sales were to be made, was to aid in the,

construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway. It is said in
80 IAany
authority hag been used for the granting of a very large
tract, some hundreds of thousands of acres of land, at the
minimum price, and with the real design not of aiding in the

construction of the Pacific Railway, but that the price had:
been lessened with the design of giving a bonus towards the,

construction of another railway; that the purpose is to

alienate those lands at §1, they being well known to be worth:
far. more, in order that the extra profit may inure to assist~:

ing in the construction of another railway. Now, I am not
saying one word in condemnation of the policy of aiding
railways in the North-West where necessary by land grants,
Far from it. 1amin favor of such a policy; but I am saying
that a policy of that description is a policy to be decided, not
by the Exgecutive, but by Parliament; thatitis for Parliament
to decide whether large areas of these lands shall be alienated
a8 a bonus to such companies. 1t is for Parliament to decide
what railways shall be so aided. 1t was never contemplated
by any member of this louse, No suggestion was ever
made that such a nse should be made of the power

then given as to enable large land grants practically

“to be given for any particular railway. 1 think it should be the
the duty of Parliament to lay down the proposition that the
alienation of these lands, whether as the quantity or as to
the object of the alienations, is a matter of policy, that the
alienation which aids other roads, which wouﬁdo not have been
accomplished in that particufar way, except forthat purpose,
are things beyond the power of the Executive, and fall within
our domajn, at their instance, at their guidance, it may be,
but still to be decided upon by us before they are acted upon by
them. There is no doubt whatever, Mr. Speaker, many rail-
ways will be wanted in the North West, if the area, or any-
thing like the area, ofsfertile land which is said to exist there,
does exist. No doubt you might as well talk ofsettling up that
vast area with one cart road as with one railway, although
one .may be sufficient for the demands of colonization at pre-
sent. Therefore, I would be sorry for an instant to be
supposed to be throwing out any proposal at all hostile to the
buil%oing of other railways in proper directions, upon proper
terms, and, giving them proper grants of land in aid; but
what I do maintain is, that these are questions of high policy
for the decision of Parliament, and that we have not yet
entrusted the Executive with the power of disposing of
them. We had a nice little paragraph in the Speech last
year informing us that a very large immigration was
expected during the approaching session, as follows :-—

The visit-of two Members of the Royal Commission on the agricultural
distress in the Mother Country and the favorable report of the tenant
farmers * * * will, itis mﬁeVe%hrgely increase the number cf immi-

grants during the present year. Preparations must be made for their
reception, and your attention will be speedily called to this subject.

The hon. Minister. told us, not merely in general terms,
but ke gave the figures, and told us that 25,000 was the most
moderate estimate of the number of immigrants who would
be settled in the North-West during the year now closed.
There is a reference to immigration this year, too, but 1 do
not-ebserve that congratulatory information which we might

qiluarters that I must consider it to be true that that |

‘engouraging intimation,

naturally have exiected,; in view of the remarkable verifica-:
tion of these prophecies made in the Speech last year, and,
during the debates in this House, as to the settlement
of the North-West. There is a reference to further
eflorts to be made to promote, to create, that immigration
‘which, we were told, had been already amméled for last year,
and which was almost to embarrass us with the number of
immigrants that were to come amongst us. The information
I have received is, of course, not from official sources, and I
should be very glad to be corrected at the earliest moment if
it is erroneous; -but I am told that if the hon. gentleman had
divided his figures by three, he would have been found to be
an extravagant prophet. I am told that & very small
number have settled in the North-West, and that a
considerable number that went in have gone out
again; and I am told that the departure of: several
of these is due to the consummation of this same policy of
utilizing the powers which we gave for the sale of lands for
the construction of the Pacific Railway to the other and
incidental purpose of aiding another railway. Ifmy infor-
mation is correct, at an early period of the year, shortly after
the Session, settlers intending to go to one of the best sections
of the North-W est, the Turtle Mountain district, were warned
that they could not be at all assured of the prices which
would be charged for the lands. Well, that was nota very
I remember some ardent speeches
upon the subject of o similar intimation made last Session. I
remember some hon. gentlemen denouncing an intimation of
that description as calculated wholly to destroy immigration
to the particulas section to which it applied ; but so great
were the supposed advantages of this particular promised
land, that, although that notice was partly effective,
although it did a good deal of the good work
which it was destined to do, although it did turn away
a good many men from the Turtle Mountain, yét some
went on despite it and took their chance of getting lands.
I am told that that notice, being found not to be sufficiently
eflective, was followed up by another which declared,
as before, that the immigrants could not be assured what
prices they would have B:y, but that they could have no
security, that they would be allowed to remain on the lands
on any terms; and that that last notice had the desired
effect, that it turned off the most of those few who had gone
on in spite of the first order. I am told that, of these, con.
siderable numbers went straight across the line, Turtle
Mountain being not far from the boundary, and adjoining the
State of Dakotah; that they found there circumstances
which enabled them to settle in that State, and that thus
we lost a very considerable number of persons who might
otherwise have been added to the population of the North -
West. It is also alleged that these notices and arrange-
ments designed to prevent, and which resnlted in preventing
the settlement of a large extent of Turtle Mountain territory,
were made in order that the policy which the Executive in-
tended to pursue, if letting these lands be sold at a large
profit by some raiiway company or other—I do not know
the name of the company—might be carried out. I think
that very circumstance is a sufficient proof to us that it will
be well we shounld thoroughly here consider what shounld be
the principle of our land regulations, what ers we will
accord to the Executive upon these sui)jects. o learn, from
the Speech, that one Royal Commission has issued, a Com-
mission on the subject of the Civil Service. I am afraid we
are not to see this Session the Bill which was ready last Ses-
sion, according to the hon. gentleman who told us towards
the close of that Seseion, that his Civil S8ervice Bill was ready
and in print, but it being impossible to get through with it,
then had reserved it with a view to its introduction this Ses-
gion. The language of meech isno danbt:aﬁfhﬂymixed,
but mixed as it is I am afraid it means there will be no Civil
Service.Bill this Session. - However, itis satisfactory so far,
that we should be informed from the Throne of the issuances
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of this Royal Commission. There is, however, another Royal

Commission of which we do not hear anything in this -docu-

ment; aithough I venture to say that it has attracted
a larger share of  attention, and its eperations have

been r watched with very mnch greater  interest thah:
even the Royal Commission on the subject of ‘the’
Civil Service of which we know little, and, I suspect, a larger:

part: of the population care less. Now, as to this Commission

of tvhich we do not hear anything, it.is said that it was issued ;!
and it contains upon the face of it, the avefment that - it was

issued to enguive  into -allegations or charges made on the
fleor of Parliament, in reference to certain matters connected
with the Pacific Railway.
confined to. such allegations, but that it expressly embraces
in its terms, as one of the material grounds for the issue
of an enquiry and for the subject matter of an enquiry,
allegations made in this House. I take the earliest oppor-
tunity of, for my part, protesting, as I have before protested,

upon the oceasion of the issue of a Royal Commission of]
enquiry, imto other transactions connected with the Pacific
of the
I believe ‘that ‘to be in fact,:

Railway, against any such action on-the
advisers- of ‘the Crown. )
andin substance, a serious. attack, not upon "the dignity,

for which I do not care much, but-upon the -independence

of: Parliament. . I believe that charges which are made
heréare not to be taken up by the Crown unless com-
munieated by the Crown to this House. I believe that what

ses here: 18 to be known there only when we choose it
shall be known, and -1 believe -that .charges we make here
are to be enquired into either by us or by machinery by us
constituted, not by machinery constituted independent of
Parliament by the advisers of the Crown. And, so far as
we may judge from the course pursued in this investigation
it seems to me to go far beyond the legitimate objects of
such a Commission. ‘
be issued in order to inform the minds of the advisers of
the :Crown. and through them the Crown, of facts of which
they are ignorant, or in order to investigate the causes,

not, in my opinion, when they go so far as crime, but causes,

at any rate, short of crime—of the management or misman-
agement by subordinate officers of the departments—in
order;in a.word, to inform the minds of Ministers of things
of which they ought to be informed with a view to the pro-
per conduct of the business of the country; but I beleve
1t to be wholly beyond the scope of such a Commission to
entertain questions of public policy, political questions, still
less.do I believe it to be within the proper scope of such a
Commission to enter into the question of the particular
connection of Ministers of the present or past Government
with étich questions. These are beyond the domain of such
Commissions ; they are high and important matters of State
to e disposed of by Parliament, or by machinery which
Parliament shall devise. They are not departmental

matters; they are not oftentimes on questions of faet,

they-'are matters ' of policy or political -questions,
with .veference to which the confidence of the people
of this country may be given or withheld. There is yet
another objection, from my point of view, to such ques-
tions being entertained by sach a Commission. 1tis con-
trary -to the very first tErinciples of reason and justice that
men: should appoint their own judges. It is contrary to
the. very first principles of reason and justice that men
shonld appoint judges for their own adversaries. Both these
principles are violated by the :appointment of a Commission
which we see sammons before it Ministers and Ex-Ministers,
and ealls npon them to purge ‘themselves upon oath as to
whether they have been guilty of acts of corruption, or
of being:
these :accusdtions, if they are to be made here, ‘are. to
be made on the responsibility of the ‘member; and:should be
prosecuted: according to the ‘machinery which Parliament
shall ~devise, mnd that’ there is no justice, no precedent, no
Mr. BLAKE,

1t is said, indeed, that it is mot-

Such a Commission may properly’

personally interested in contracts. I believe that
' onee and forever; and that for profit or rew.
none of ug shonld be able to intetvene ‘ifr ) r
executive mattérs any more than we are able to interyene

reason or fair dealing in the arrangements which, in this
case, have been made. Who are these appointed to enquire
into these subjects, and what are their instructions?  We
know that Royal Commissioners are bound to.met-actording
to the instruetions they may veeeive from time totime; we
know that the Crown is entitled to give them instructions,
which means thé' Ministers. Whether the Ministers'gave in-
structions or not, I.do not know; but ‘there is ho positive.
rale as to the manner in which these ‘instiuctions #e’ to bé’
received, or the manner in which they may be esmmuhnicated.
We do not know whether the hon. the Minister ﬁ“lhﬂwuys
may not, by Order in Council, have up his chief Commissioner
every morning in the Department to point out what line of
enquiry he should ‘take or what questions he should ask; but,
st any rate, when he made a Junior County Court Jadge one,
an Assistant-Commissioner of Revenune, another, an'gccasiondl
employee of the Government, a third, and a defeated candi-
date for a constituency in his irterest, the secretary, he hasa’
tribunal very apt to do the work he wants it to do, and which
may be doing it, not exaetly according to his' taste, but still
fairly well.  Hon. members on this side have no reason to
complain about any Commission under any circumstgnces, but
it is our bounden duty to protest against proceedings which
might, under other circumstances, be productive ‘of wrong
and injustice, and which are based on a violation of the rules
of equity. Whatis'wanted in this-case is a full enquiry. How
is that to be secured ? It is to be secured, as we know in all
cases involving l;polit;ieéml considerations, by having - both sides
represented. That is what is done on the other side
of the water when commissions are issued, even thotugh they
do not involve questions of political enquiry. These com-
missioners are not one sided. They are, as a rule, composed
of prominent men from the ranks of both parties.
Still  more, if you are going to have a ‘political
enquiry, which is to end in the whitewashing or
condemnation of one side or the other,if it is to be an
enquiry of this transcendentimportance, should not both sides
be represented in order that all questions may be asked, all
evidence elicited in full, and that the great tribanal of public
opinion, and this House, may have the largest amount of
material from which to draw ifs own conelusions ? I have-
never cared much for the findings of such tribunals. What -
I have been always anxious for is, that they should be so
constituted that the facts should bé got out, and the facts
being got out, let us form our own judgments. Without
entering at all upon a discussion of the proceedings of that
Commission, or its revelations, and confining my observations,
as I have confined them, to the question® of policy and to the
constitutional questions involved in the question of such a
Commission, 1 may say that,in my opinion, not merely what
has there taken place, but what hastaken place and been made
ublicin other ways, and, antecedent to the appointmentof that
Commission, point to the necessity of some further action
on the part of Parliament. I believe, Sir, that the time has
arrived at which we ought to take some'steps to put an end
to the system of contract-broking. [-believe the time has
arrived at which we shall best consult our own dignity and
standing with the public by placing further restrictions on the
right of members of Parliament to act as agents of suitors
before departments and thé Government for:favors of any
kind. Iimpute no unworthy eonduct toany member on
this occasion, either expressedly or impliedly, but 1 say that
when such transactions as those stated have been made
public, when you find it obvious that an impression pre-
vails' in the minds of those who are desirgus to negotiate
with the Government that they can do better by getting the
assistance of Mr. So-and-So, because he is a member of Parlia-
méent, it is time that such a thing should be put an end to-
»ird?v at any’ rate,
departmerntal or

on matters which ‘are dependent in either' House of ‘Parlia-
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ment. We have some observations in this Speech upon the
general condition of the country. It is agreed by all of us
that an esgential element in the progress of our country, and
iculafly since the acquisition of the North-West, is the
- increase of our population. In that regard I am™ffraid we
are not able greatly to boast, I remember, during the
years of the late Administration, the feeling appeals that
were from ‘time to time made from these benches, Why,
I almost saw tears drop fram the eyes -of gentlemen
opposite when ‘thcy lamented the deplotion that the
country was %ﬁ'ering‘under the malign influence of the
hon. member for Lambton (Mr. Mackenzie). We were
told that the country was being ruined by an exodus, not
more important in its quantity than its quality-—that the
liféblood pf the country was going to the States. That was
told during those five lean years—those ycars in which thé
figures 'upon which hon. gentlemen based these statements,
and wh"xcg have never been disputed until now. The figures
presented in the United States immigration returns; were 98
tollows:— ,
In 1873-T4 ...

30,596
1874-75. 23,549
1875-76 . 22,379
1876-77 . 22,089
I8TT-8 . eveveeveerersrnsnsersesses suasansessre 21,474

a steadily decreasing quantity, and an aggregate of 120,037.
It was upon such ashowing, both as to the numbers and as to
the ratio in which these numbers were diminishing annually,
that these lamentations were poured out. Hon. gentlemen
who poured out those lamentations forgot that there were
five years in which they had held office before, and in which
they had not been so deeply moved by this depletion,
when the figures had been quite different. They had been
quite different, I'admit at once. They were as follows:—

I0 1868469 ..eeveeruereesrnnncrererrsnssnsossersaess 30,921
1B69-T0 +.cvvrevsaersensarseressrnassassanneens 53,510
1870-T1 «.verece 47,082
187172.... renversnsrereereres 80,288
1873-T3 1. covereuns cveres corssss sesns svsnsnses 37,569

an aggregate of 209,400 as against 120,000 in tho disastrons
years, or a larger amount by 89,000 or nearly 75 per cent. thon
that which excited the deép grief and woe of hon. ge.:ic-
men opposite when they occupied these benches. But Sir, they
have gone back to office and the exodus has also returned. They
have come back to Ottawa, and the people are fleeing the
country. When hon. gentlemen quoted the United States
figares they had not then found out that they were wholly
unreliable, that they were entirely exaggerated, that they were
cooked figures, prepared for a purpose, and did not represent
the truth. On the contrary,they thundered these figures at us,
and we not possessing the ‘acuteness and intelligence of hon.
gentlemen opposite, did not say that the United States
cooked the figures, Upon the same statements, the figures for
the last year amounted to 49,500, and for the quarter follow-
ing to 37,779, or a total of 137,279, in the fifteen months last
past, being 17,200 more than leftin the whole five years of
my hon. friend, 17,000 more than left in all that period
of lamentation ;  and yet I have not heard a single groan or
observed ome isolated tear from hon. gentlemen op-
wsibe over the departure of their fellow countrymen.
ell, Sir, 1 do not say myself but what we ought all to wee

together under the circumstances. We will condole wit

you if you will only weep with us. You have here a total
immigration into the United States in the last year of 450,000
people,-and of that total little Canada has contributed two-
ninths, . Her share has exceeded that of England, has
exceeded that of Ireland, has exceeded that of Germany, has
execeded that of any other- contributor. Our share for
fifteen months has been 3% per cent. of the whole population,
and had there been a similar transference of the population
of the United States to us, we would have had an addition of
1.800.000 souls to the population of Canada. No doubt the

exodus .of which the hon. gentleman complained was. largely
composed of the normal transforence, because the figures
are small, but no one can doubt, who has paid anything maro
than a passing attention to the subject, that these other
figures represont an oxodus which is wholly shnormal—a
serious and calamitous depletion of our most important re-
sources, But we are told, Sir, that we ought not te complain
of these things. The hon. Minister of Finance admitted. that
this oxodus was a thing to be deplored, but he said it was
not well to exaggerate the thing. o said ho found that
matters were quite différent from what they weve.repre-
sented to be, and he found this by making 8 careful com-
patison between & year which ended on the 31st December,
and one which ended on the 30th of June ; at least, if he did
not do so, it is a remarkable and an extraordinary fact that
the figures that he gave arc those for the, year: ending on tho
31st of Docomber instead of on the 30th June, .1 say wo
ought not to keop silence ; I say we ought to enquire, and.if
ossible, ascertain what the causes a.r,eré this large removai,;
or even if there are great mistakes in these figures, even if
the United. States census-takers and statisticians are gotting
less and less correct everiy. year, no one_can gainsay tie fact
that there has been a large, an unusual depletion .of our
ropulation. I say, Sir, that wo ought not to kecp silence,

id hon. gentlemen opposite keop silence? What we say
here, in  this country and in this llouse, concorning
this affair, with a view to ascertain = what the
difficulties ave, and if possible to remove themn, is one thing,
but it is quite another thing when the First Minister, with
all the authority of his position, standing in the most conspic-
uous position in which a First Minister could stand, addressing
in London a deputation of Manchester merchants, expresses
himself thus: o

“The consequence is that all the ingenuity, all the ambition, all the

mechanical skill and enterprise of such of our young men as have a dis-
taste for agricultural pursuits, or prefer industrial employment, go to the
United States. The men who thus leave our country are of the brightest,
wisest, ablest, most ingenious. All go away because they can get em-
ployment in the United States, where therc are manufuctures. They
won’t be farmers and we lose them.'’ )
You will notice, Sir, that the hon. gentleman speaks in the pre-
sent tense. The figures told usthe gquantity, the hon. gentle-
man tells us the quality of the emigration. Wehave, first, the
thousands which are rollod up by those who count the heads,
and then we have their vualue in the bon.. gentloman’s
estimation. Such an emigration, and of such & character, is
surely deserving of an allusion, even in the Spoech' from the
Throne. But it is my belief that the hen.  gontleman
was in error in describing the cause and the character of
that emigration. 1 believe that a large number of farmers
leave this country in order to farm elsewhere ; and that,
besides losing some of our young men, who want to do other
things, we lose large numbers of those who, under other
eircumstances, would remain on the farms. of the older pro-
vinoes or settle on the farms of the newer districts. -

It being six o'clock the Speaker left the Chair.

AFTER RECESS.

Mr. BLAKE, resuming, said: There is one statenient in
the Speech which is a repetition of the statement of last
year, and which, T am sure, we have all read with very great
regret—that the condition of the Indian population’ has been
such that very largo sums have once more been required to
save them from starvation. I always dreaded, from the
moment at which it was thought and determined. to be ne-
cessary to engage in a very large system of aid to the Tndiiis,
that we should have a permanent charge of that kind on the
finances of the Dominion. We know  that once you let a
population of that kind believe they are to be fed, they will
want food, and although on this occasion this demand may
have been, to a great extent, justified by the failure of the
food supply, yet I fear that, since in two successive years it
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has been necessary to feed the Indians of the North-West, it
will ‘be necessary to feed them a good many years in succes-
sion. Rumors thatreach us from some of the officers of that
Department” are not very encouraging. I have received
letters which inform me that avery greatdegree of extrava-
gance and folly has been practised with regard to Indian sup-
?lies ; that, independently of the food supplies there have gone
orward large supplies of ginger-bread and ribbons and some
. hundredweights of wax candles,for what purpose,in connection
with Indian supplies, I do not know. Igelieve that one of the
officers, guilty of some of those follies, has been very properly
removed from his position ; but I am afraid that some portion
of the extra vote, which we shall be called upon to sanction,
will be found to have been needless in the sense to
which I have referred. The Speech from the Throne
attributes our increased prosperity largely to the Tariff, and
gives the interesting information that the Tariff has “not only
promoted the manufactures and other products of the commu-
nity,”&c. Iam very glad to learn that the other products of the
country have been promoted by the Tariff. It is, certainly, a
very sweeping tariff. It covers almost everything, and it
is wery satisfactory to the country that all the products of
the country have been really promoted by its operation.
However, it would be convenient, before adopting that clause,
to have some information in detail, giving the classes of pro-
ducts, other than manufactures, so largely promoted by the
Tariff. The First Minister, in the coure of the speech to which
I have reforred, dealt also with that subject, and his remarks,
may, perhaps, answer the member for West Toronto (Mr.
Beaty) with regard to some of his economic.arguments on the
subject of the Tariff. The language of the First Minister, so
%r 28 it goes, expresses very clearly the views I also hold.
e said :

¢ Of course, if the question of the accumulation of wealth, if buying in
the cheapest, and selling in the dearest market were the only: principles to
be regarded in the life of a nation, then I would say that our tariff is a
mistake, but there are other considerations. There are such things as
natural strength and natural development.”’

The right hon. gentleman proceeded to give his reasons,
convincing or not convincing, why national strength and
national development can be promoted by a tariff not calcu-
lated to facilitate the accumulation of wealth, and which does
not give the cheapest market to the buyer and the dearest to
the seller. With those reasons we ‘may not entirely agree.
We may be disposed to differ with him in the view that
national strength and national development are likely to be
promoted by fiscal regulations which make us not richer but
poorer, and do not give us facilities for buying and selling in
the most profitable markets. But it is satisfactory to know
that, upon economic grounds, we find that while in England,
in that free trade atmosphere, the First Minister, who is largely
respongible for the Tariff, as for all other things emanating
from the Government, plainly acknowledged that, regarded
from those economic considerations, the Tariff was not what
the hon. gentleman stated it was to be before the electors of
1878, but was regarded from this economic standpoint as a
mistake. On the same occasion the hon. gentleman (3ir
John A. Macdonald) took the opportunity of stating the
mode in which the farmers of the country were to be bene-

fitted by the Tariff. We did not hear, when the hon. gentleman |

elucidated his views on this subject in England, some of the
wild and extraordinary statements which, upon this subject,
were very frequently made before the elections of 1878. 1
believe there has been a little more caution in putting them
forward of late, than was observable in. former days. On
that occasion he spoke thus:

‘It was thought, wisely or unwigely, that it (the Tariff ) could be so
‘adjusted a8 to assist the infant manufactures of Canada; and as regards
the farmers to prevent the great occasional local disturbance in values of
:_.gricultnml products in Canada, by the interdiction at particular points
or
Seroms !
other people.
- Mr, BLAKE,

ds for the purpose of the disturbance of the trade of

icalar pu s of the great American capitalists, who form rings -
otP s.lg kin;

There is‘the extent to which the hon., gentleman, ‘offered a
tariff to assist the farmers. "'We.do not hear now of the great
g‘ﬁnciples so loudly declared in the speeches in the Eastern
'ownships and other parts of the couixtgr,' in which it was
pointed out that positive .advantages in the dispesal of the
products of the farmers, that must seek a foreign market,
were to be obtained from the new Tariff. But the farmer is
now to be simplfy protected from loss by the interdiction of
the products of those shocking American capitalists who
invade our markets. We differ as to the remedy for that
trouble. But the case of the farmer, under this fiscal system,
is stated very much more modestly and ‘moderately than at
any former time. The First Minister has declared, like other
Ministers during the recess, that the Tariff was ¢ a revenue
Tariff” in substance for the purpose of mesting our obligations
that it was “ essentially a revenune Tarifl,” | quite admit that
in some of its provisions it is a revenue Tariff; in others, the
%reater part, it is essentially protective; and some,-designed
or protective Jpurposes, have not quite fully accomplished
their object. They are, in the meantime, productive of a
considerable -amount of revenue. But I believe the Tariff
may be more properly described as esgentially a protective
tariff, and incidentally one for revenué, than essentially a
revenue Tariff, and incidentally one for protection; and such
it was described in the days when the virtue of such Ta ariff
was lauded to the electors of the country before they had had
experience of its operation. Speaking generally,it is expressly
designed to check importations in favor of home industries,
A tariff expressly chosen to check importations in favor of
home industries, cannot be properly described as a revenue,
but must be described as a protective, Tariff. But it was not
the First Minister alone who, during the late recess, illus-
trated the beauties of the Tariff. The Minister of Finance
id several visits to several points in Ontario, in which he
iscussed these subjects. 1 very well recollect that, during
the peregrinations of the Finance Minister the season before
last Session, when he visited some twenty different manufac-
turing points with a view to seeing how his Tariff was work-
ing, and how the manufacturers felt, and so forth, he
announced, on more than one ocecasion, it was his intention
this past season to take ‘the farmers under his protec-
tionist wing, and visit the rural constituencies, and. see
how the Tariff was working with them. We expected
this year his visits would be devoted to that community ;
but, with one exception, the County of Prince Edward,
I am not aware that the hon. gentleman carried out
his intention. - For electoral purposes he visited North
Ontario and came back again; but for the purpose of
investigation, which animated him in his other visits, &s far.
as I know, it was only in Prince Edward that he visited the
farmers. Now, why lose such an admirable opportunity of
discussing the Tariff with the farmers? Vy y lose ‘the
opportunity of verifying by the facts which have eccurred
since 1878, the promises made to the farmers prior to the
General Elections of that year? Why should he have
avoided the delightful duty of explaining to them how the
prices of their products had been enhanced : how the price

 of barley, for example, had been raised by the duty;and

how other grains had been equally satisfactorily affeeted ?
I am sure I do not wunderstand why, when the thon.
the Finance Minister had proclaimed his Mténtion
to fulfil this duty, he should have so ill-performed it on this

- occasion. Perhaps he was waiting for a still more convenient

season, when the times might be more propitious, and the
arguments he miﬁl;t advance to the farmers be more plausjble
than they could be under the circumstances. I am glad he
visited manufacturing points in the Province. The visits
were extremely gratifying to the manufacturers, and acted ns
advertisements of the widest possible kind, of the. establish-
ments visited. I am extremely delighted to knaw that, in
the constituency in which I am interested, two important
industries have been visited by him, and through the
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advertisement thus given them their business has, I hope, been
inereased. I hope the hon. gentleman will visitall the towns
and give these gratuitous advertisements to all the manufac-
turing establishments everywhere ; but 1 would beg him to
remember that all constituencies are not composed of towns,
that thereare a few farms in the country and a little portion of
his time had better be directed to examining and enquiring
into the condition of that class of the community which he
promised go long, but which he has not yet found leisure, to
visit. The hon. gentleman began his operations by the

ublication in the Gazelte, after a reasonable interval, of his
g&hn’cb sheet for the year, and I must say, I was surprised
that he ghould have set his hand to such a statement. My
hon. friend beside me (Sir Richard J. Cartwright) has
demolished, and I suppose will again demolish, here in
presence of the- hon. gentleman, the calculations which
Justified, in his view, the proposition that $1,300,000 of
revenue had been anticipated by his operations. But,
assuming all ‘that, assuming it to be an aceurate
caloulation that $1,300,000 had been anticipated, I am not
aware of any precedent whatever for any Finance Minister
making or suthorizing any statement of revenue of any
country which would include so large a portion of the whole
as that already received, which was not really received in
the year, but added for the purpose of forcing a less un-
favorable balance than the real statement would have brought
down. There are many points in which the hon. gen-
tleman strove to satisfy the electors of Ontario that the Tariff
was & blessing to them. I do not intend to follow him
through all his fallacies. I wish to advert, however, to one
or two in particular, because the speech brings up the sub-
ject in & prominent manner, and the honorable gentleman
from West Toronto, in general terms, asserted a feeling of the
country in regard to the Tariff which, in my opinion,
is wholly incorrect. The Finance Minister referred to the duty
on coal on several occasions, and he declared that that
duty was imposed in pursuance of the policy of ereating good
feeling and inter-provineial trade,that all parts were benefitted
by it. Well, we desire to create good feeling as much as he
can. We desire to foster legitimate inter-provincial trade as
much as he can, but we altogether deny that either a good
feeling or legitimate inter-provincial trade can be created by
the process by which he seeks to accomplish these objects.
Now, it was very amusingto hear, in the very next breath,
the hon. gentleman topple down his house of cards when he
said

‘1 may say, as a member of the Government, that if the American

ople will take off their duty on coal and admit, free, the product of our

ova Scotia mines, which lie convenient to their hand, we will take off
our duty on coal; and let the West have theirs free as before.”

Well, what about the kindly fecling and inter-provincial
trade ? Is kindly feeling to be restored and legitimate inter-
grovincial trade to be created by the imposition of the coal

uty which forces Nova Scotia coal to the West; and yet is
the Finance Minister prepared to forego these advanta%es in
order to recure the free admission of their coal into the United
States ? But the hon. gentleman ventures to defend the tax on
another and wholly inconsistent ground. Ile defended it as a
revenue tax, in which case it could not produce, of course, that
kindly feeling by creating inter-provincial trade ; and he said,
as & revenue tax, if we do not get the revenue out of you this
way we must take it some way else. Asa revenue tax it fails
in its object of promoting inter-provincial trade and is besides
wholly indefensible, because the hon. gentleman is not entitled
to take revenue out of one seetion of the country and leave
the other untaxed. Itis a local, sectional, partial tax, not
merely upon the whole country, nor upon a whole province,
butupon a particular portion of the population of that province,
and therefore, as a revenue tax in that particular, and also
becaunse it- is a tax on-a first necessity of life, and a raw
material in effect, it is wholly indefensible. The hon.
gentleman said the coal tax was not “a patch” to

3

the coal oil duty. He declared that the imposition
of the coal oil duty was necessary to the building up of a
great industry, and that the industry was entitled to some
consideration. Why was it entitled to consideration? Let
me give you the answer in the member’s own words:  Fnas-
muc%\ as wo have not the free flowing oil wells that they have
in the United States, but are obliged to produce it at a great
expense of unprofitable labor,” we are compelled to itnpose a
duty of 200 per cent. on the raw material and some-
thing like G0 per cent. on the manufactured article.
Well, upon this coal oil guestion I think another observation
has to be made. In the first Session of this Parliament, in
the very last days of the Scssion, a bill was passed, read
through its three stages, I think, in a day, perhaps in
a moment, without any time for its consideration. It was
known that what mig%t be expected to happen did happen,
that the bill was a mistake in many material parts, that it
was ill considered, that the proper opportunity for consider-
ation by all parties interested had not boen given, and the
natural result followed. Last Session, In just the same way—
not in all particulars, because in some respects the ques-
tion was under debate for a long while on the motion of the
hon. member for Stanstead (Mr. Colby)—the Government
brought in a bill at the cnd of the Session, and it was run
through without any opportunty being given for enquiry or
investigation; and 1t has turned out that, in one particular,
some of the unfortunate results of that legislation have been
due to that eircumstance. Irefer to the change in the specific
gravity, which a letter written in the name of an oil producer,
states was known only to one party interested in the trade, and
the others were not able to discuss, and which has had the
effect of very largely increasing the price. I suppose, in this
Session, we shall have a third coal oil bill. I hope it will
be brought down in such time that information on a subject
somewhat abstruse and technical, and on which it is im-
portant that the views ofthose intercsted should be known,
may be obtained. The hon. gentleman also adverted to tho
sugar dutics, and more than once brought forward an isolated
fact in a manner which [ regretted to observe, and which
was not intended no doubt, to produce a false impression, but
which did produce an impression wholly at variance with
the facts. The hon. gentleman used, at Stratford and at other
places, language like this:

“‘Let me point out another fact: It is this—that refined sugar has sold
at our refincries in Montreal for less than it could have been imported at
that time if the old tariff had becn in existence. There may also at times
have been a slight increase in the price ; but thou%h there was that slight

increase, you must remember that that increase has been amply covered
by the lower duty collected on the lower grades of sugar.”’

Now, 8ir, what I complain of is that his statement indicated
that sugar was, as a rule, and upon the whole, not sold at
prices higher in Montreal under the new Tariff. The hon.
gentleman adverted to some occasions on which, owing to
the state of the market, there were no differences in price,
and he used that statement as indicative of the general result.
Well, Sir, that surprised me at the time, because those of us
who had looked at the discussions as they had been going on
from time to time, and had been observing the quotations,
were led to the conclusion that this would not be a fair in-
ference from the course of trade. I have not verified the
figures, but I have observed the figures which have been

ublished in a newspaper in the hon. gentleman’s own city.
They show that the average' New York price was $6.13,
which with the duty added would be $8.66, while the ave-
rage Montreal price was $1.70, making on the average a
difference of $1.04, or $1,114,000 on our average imports,
and a much Ilarger sum on our imports of 1880.
I believe, if you take all periods of the year, you will
find a general current of prices which would produce this, or
something like this, result. The general tone of the speech
has been to attribute the- improvement in business largely
to the Tariff. We aver that that improvement is
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not due to, but in spite of, the Tarifft. It is quite
true that good harvests, a long continuance of econ-
omy, the circumstance that the export of lumber is
at very much better prices, as well as in increased demand,
and the circumstance that our good harvests are paying us
by reason of a fair price for grain, have produced a revival
in the business of the country. But it is te these circum-
stances that such a revival as has taken place is due; and that
revival, I believe, would have been much more marked if
our people, during the last few years, had been freer to trade
where they would have liked to trade, and to buy where
they would have wished to buy. I believe that the
restrictive, or so-called protective, influence of the Tariff
has been to delay and to diminish the advancing tide
of prosperity, instead of promoting it. If jt be true, as
I hope it is, that we are entering upon a period of prosperity,
it is ‘our duty to be wise in time, to remember that we have
had periods of prospérity before, and that they have been
followed, ard will, according to all past experience and to
obvious reason, be followed by a period of reaction. Itis
our duty as a Parliament, particularly, to be cautious with
reference to our permanent commitments. We must re-
member that at a former period, while the tide was on the
flow, hon. gentlemen opposite calculated upon its permanent
advance, and that they made lasting commitments which it
was found difficult, or impossible, to meet or to break,
when the tide began to ebb. Our permanent commitments
ought to be based, not upon the progressive increase of
revenue during a time of prosperity, but upon the reasonable
average progress which we may expect, taking the flows of
prosperity and the recurrent ebbs of depression altogether.
And if we neglect that consideration, and if we impose
burdens upon this country incommensurate with its average
rate of progress, a temporary period of prosperity will have
injured more than it will have improved our situation. This
applies to us all. Every man of us in his private affairs
would act upon these views, and as a nation we must act
upon them or suffer the consequencés. The first duty of the
Administration, in my opinion, is, if the revenue does
show a surplus, to diminish the excessive burdens of taxation.
Those burdens of taxation have been imposed contrary to
pledges made by the hon. gentlemen before the elections,
because they said that the financial condition of the country
required them, because they said they found its financial
condition was 8o much worse than they had expected, that
it was necessary to impose burdens which they regretted.
Those burdens are onerous in the extreme, and if the
imposition of those burdens has produced a surplus, it is
contrary to the duty of the hon.-gentlemen to pretend to a
fictitious prosperity based only on receipts from excessive
burdens, and it is their duty to relieve the country from
some portion of that taxation the moment it has been found
unnecessary. And, in relieving the country from that
taxation, it is our duty first of all to consider which are the
most odious, the most partial, the most sectional, the least
productive taxes, to take away those taxes and to leave our
people unburdened by them, the freer to promote their
individual, and by promoting their individual, to promote
the national prosperity. The hon. member for West Toronto
(Mr. Beaty) took, in my opinion, a somewhat questionable
view of the political situation. He said that we were all
perfectly contented, that there was no sectional difficulty,
no feeling of annoyance, that the Tariff was no longer the
Tariff of a party, but of the whole country. Did the hon,
gentleman read the resolutions passed the other day at a
large meeting in British Columbia, which is going to have
its railway, it seems, but which nevertheless declares that
the Tariff has been very injurious to that country, that it is
a burden and not a benefit? Will the hon. gentleman invite,
I do not say upon the floor of this House, but to a private
conference, such of his colleagues as come from Nova Scotia,
New Brunswick, and Prince Edward Island, and discuss with
Mr, Braxe.

them the effect and operation of this Tariff, and find what
they have got to say about it,—about the feeling of their
people, its effect upon their provinces, and its proximate
effect upon the future of this whole Confederation, if some of
its iniquities be not removed? After the hon. gentleman
has had those opportunities which he may open to him
during this Session, I venture to say he will not find himself
able to revel any longer in that dream of universal happiness
and contentment produced from one end of the country to
the other by the Tariff which he adores. I hardly dare to
hope—iyet hope I will—that our discussions may be charac-
terized by the spirit of caution and moderation which I have
suggested, that it may net be proposed to-day, as some
years ago it was proposed, to take advantage of. this
temporary tide of prosperity to plunge the country into
permanent commitments which its average rate of progress
will not permit. I hope, I say, that moderation may
characterize our counsels, and that our decisions may be
such as will redound to the honor and conduce to the advan-
tage of the country whose interests are committed to our
hands. :
Sir JOON A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, I must begin
by congratulating my two hon. friends, the mover and
seconder of this resolution, upon the able manner in which
they have addressed this House--a manner which must have
been pleasing to the House. I must also congratulate my
hon. friend who has just taken, his seat upon the vigorous
manner in which he performed the duties of the rather
forlorn position of leader of the Opposition in this House.
He has spoken well and vigorously, but while we receive
him-and listen to him with pleasure as the leader of the
great Liberal party, I must say that his practice, as
shown by his conduct to-night, has mnot Been that
of a Reformer. Why he should return to the old fashioned
way of talking de omnibus rebus, and attempting to
introduce into the Speech from the Throne a discussion
upon every possible subject that can engage the atten- -
tion of the Mouse, I do not know. We have had ecoal
and coal oil, the sugar duties, my Manchester speech, my
hon. friend the Finance Minister’s visit to Bowmanville, in -
fact every possible subject, with all sorts of suppositions and
rumours, introduced into the debate. It is rumored here;”
‘it is stated in the organ of gentlemen opposite, there;”’ and
“we have heard so-and-so so frequently that it must be true.”
These rumours have formed the bases of the speech of the
hon. gentleman, who, in consequence of his having accepted
such rumours, has built up a series of card castles, which. he
will find 'ere the Session 1s closed, will fall to pieces. Sir,
the hon. gentleman, though he had taken this course, cannot
expect, and I am sure the House cannot expect, that we will
follow him by taking up the several points to which he has
addressed himself. The hon. gentleman has, however,
attained his object. Ile has pleased the House on both sides.
He has given us the opportunity of listening to an admirable
and eloquent discussion of public affairs; and he has given
great satisfaction, no doubt, to the gentlemen behind him.
But I decline, for one, to be drawn into a debate wpon any
specific matter, until a bill, measure or resolution dealing
with that subject is before the House. The practice in Eng-
land, and in this country, which was adopted with the
approbation of both sides of the House, is that in -the formal
acceptance of the Address in reply to the SFeech from the
Throne such remarks as may occur to the leaders on both
sides may be made, and the Address be then passed in order
that we may place ourselves in a position to go on asearly as
possible with the work of the Session. What good can the
dragging in of a discussion on the Tariff question, to-night,
do? We have discussed it for two Sessions. Whether it is
to be ultimately satisfactory to the country,is for the future
to say. Its discussion to-night can answer no good object;

‘and if we do not conclude its discussion to-night, we wilt in

fact lose a day, and be prevented from entering as early as
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we should upon the consideration of the great question, for
the discussion of which this House has been summoned. I
thank the hon. gentleman for the remarks he has made with
respect to every possible contingency which may arise out
of the giving of the construction of the Pacitic Rail-
way to s private company. While we thank him very
much for the suggestions he has made, and for the
doubts he has raised, we cannot say we have little doubt
whether the measure, whon submitted to the House, will
meet with the hon. gentleman’s objections or his approbation ;
-but that it will be accepted, not only by this House but by
the whole country as a satisfactory solution of the great
question which overhung the destinies of this country and
which, in some degree, from the apprchension that the
country was going to be plunged by it into an nnlimited ex-
pense, has retarded the progress of the country and prevented
people from having in jts future that confidence which it
deserves. I am satsified that this Housc and the whole
country will receive a measure of relief from the responsi-
bility which has been thrown upon us in respect to tho
construction of the railway. The hon. gentleman has said
—and this is the only other remark I shall make, in connec-
tion with the Pacific Railway—that the Government onght
to have laid their arrangements before the country before
Parliament was called. I do not think he could have meant
to go so far as that, because he is 100 good a Parliamentarian
not to know that such a course is contrary to Parliamentary

ractice and principle. No measures of Parliament are to

e submitted, in the manner at which he hints, to the people
for their approbation. All measures are to be carcfully
prepared and considered by the representatives of the people
specially elected for the purpose. The members of Parlia-
ment are to sit ‘down together to consider the wvarious

quesiions before them, to listen to the views and opinions of

their brother reg)resentatives, and to bring to bear upon
every question, all the knowledge they can acquire regarding
it. 1t is for them, according to the British Constitution, to
deal with questions of this kind ; and it is contrary to the
British Constitution to submit any complicated measure for
the discussion of the whole people. The hon. gentleman, who
is a good parliamentarian, knows perfectly well, that we
would not have been carrying out the principles of the
Constitution, had we taken the conrse which he suggests, 1t
is not a question of whether it would be an affront to Parlia-
ment or mnot, to lay these papers before the
public 'in the first place rather than -before Parliament,
it i8 a question of principle involved in the difference
between tho American and the British systems, Tt is a
matter of principle that, of all such subjects, Parliament
should have the tirst knowledge. Parliament should listen
to the proposals, and Farliament should be the tribunal to
judge of their wisdom, because its members are appointed
by the people to apply their best judgment to the decision
of all such questions. There can be no more imperfect
tribunal, for the decision of any specific question involving
details, than the whole country, no matter how well educated
and intelligent the people may be. The hon. gentleman
almost went as far as to say that we should have a plebiscite.
He says that a question of this kind should have been sub-
mitted to the people in the first place. Sir, we know what
a plebiscite means. A plebiscite means the machinery by
which a tyrant forces a question upon the people. We know
what that is in other countries. We are not going to intro-
duce the French system, the Imperial system here. We are
going to adhere to the grand old rule of the British Consti-
tution. But, Sir, if it was right, or obligatory, or expedient
that we should have submitted the measure to the people,
involving, as it ‘does, questions of great import, as to the
expenditure of money and the development of the country,
why did not the late Ministry, of which the hon. gentleman
was for a considerable time a member, and for some time a
supporter, though occasionally not a very strong one, submit

to the people their new railway measures in 1874, which
effected & complete change with respect to the railway
system and especially with reference to the construction of
the Canadian Pacific Railway ¢ Why was not there then a
dissolution and a measure submitted for the decision of tho
people? The hon. gentlemen came into office in 1873,
They had prepared their measures béfore 1874. According
to the doctrine laid down by the present leader of the
Opposition, I do not believe the late leader of the Opposition
can, as a British parliamentarian, support the doctrine, the
late Premier wou}d have had, on account of the largeness of
the scheme, to have submitted his proposals to the people
before laying them before Parliament. But we had &
mensure in the ordinary way just as if’ it was to incorporato
an srphan asylum. A bill was introduced, the ordinary
parliamentary practico was followed, the bill becamo law,
and enormous expenditures wore incurred withoata previous
announcement of the measure tothe people, and without
asking them for their decision or their opinion upon i

However, £ir, I shall say no more about the Canadian Pacific
Railway except in this relation: the hon. gentleman alluded
1o & remark of mine when I was caught on the wing at
Hochoelaga, when coming home here to Ottawa, by a depu-
tation from some of my ypolitical friends in Montreal ; and
when I raid that contractors were ready to go on with the
road and build it, whether the Parliament metin November or
February, 1 stated what was the fact. The contractors are in
carnest, Mr. Speaker. The Syndicate are resolved to build
this road and they are able to do so; and they had sach con-
fidence, in fact, in the arrangement being a fair one, both for
themselves and for Canada, that they were confident it would
meot with the sanction of Parliament whenever it was sub-
mitted, and, therefore, if Government had told them “go on
at once and we are satisfied that Parliament will confirm our
action, and sustain you in whatever expenditure you have
gone into,” they would have been quite ready to have gono
on with the undertaking. And, Sir, notwithstanding sneers
that have been thrown out on the subject, I believe, the gen-
tlemen who have undertaken this great and responsible work
will complete it successfully, that they will run and work it
successfully, and that they will open up that country to the
utmost extent which such a great enterprise is calculated to
canse ; and in doing ro,they will relieve this country of imme-
diate responsibility of expenditure in building the road in a
gteat degree and from apprehension that a great railway like
this would be used as a political engine, and that, run as a Gov-
crnment work, it would not be o satisfactory an institution,
or means of opening up that country. While this would be tho
means of enabling parties who had gone into that work to
receive reasonable compensation for their expenditure, it was
felt that they would accomplish the work -infinitely better
than Government could possibly do. The hon.gentleman,
in his remarks, then went on to speak about the land policy
of the Government. I think, 8ir, that this is a question
which the hon. gentleman ought to have well considered
before he threw broad cast insinuations, not charges, with
respect to the land policy. He says he had read that certain
people had been driven away from Turtle Mountain, and
that notices had been issued, stating that people’s claims
would not be recognized. WhatI can tell the-hon. gentleman
1s this: that the law of the land is there, and that the Govern-
ment thought it well the people should get mnotice
of exactly what the law of the land was. ' ‘Yhey were
told, lest they were mistaken, lest, lying under mieap-
prehension, they ghould feel themselves . wronged. -here-
after. People got full notice of what the lawof theland was;
and therefore if they acted in contravention of these laws,
they should do it at their own peril. Their attention was
merely called to the character of the law and .this was the
extent of any notice which was given. The hon. gentleman

says, in speaking of the influx of immigration into that
country, that the statement, or calculations rather, which I
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made last year were altogether inconsistent with facts. . I
regret very much to say, Mr.Speaker, the estimate which
was formed by officers of the Government, under the best
evidence that could be well obtained at that time, has not
been realised. T regret to say the extent of the immigration
has not been 8o large as we had every reason to sup

would be the case. There aresome reasons for it; but, in the
first place, I may say that the hon. gentleman has, in his
statement, far underrated, 1 believe, the amount of the immi-
gration into the country this year. The hon. gentleman
said that instead of 25,000, not one third of this number had
arrived ; but I believe the hon. gentleman is entirely wrong.

Mr. MACKENZIE. No.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman says
“No.” One of the disadvantages connected with a discussion of
this kind with reference to the Speech from the Throne is,
that a rumor or statement is made, and documents are not yet
before the House to shew the utter fallacy and erroneousness

_of the statement so recklessly made—so recklessly made, I
repeat, I have no hesitation in using that word. The hon.
gentleman spoke with a degree of glee and enthusiasm, and
of enthusiastic joy, regarding the fact that the country was
disappointed in its reasonable expectations that there would be
a large addition last year to the immigration. The hon.
gentleman sgid that be remembered how, when we were in
Opposition, we used to weep at the depletion of the country
owing to the malign influences of the late Government and
of free trade. Mr. Speaker, I do not know whether we
dropped any briny tears in Opposition, but I am quite
certain, we regretted it. We saw the consequences, the
continuing, the inevitable consequences attending the conti-
nued depletion of the country, if this country had remained
under their guidance. We regretted it, Mr. Speaker, but
certainly did not rejoice on account of it at the time.
On the other hand, my hon. friend seems to think he has
made a great point in being able to state that this country

. was not so prosperous as we hoped it might be. He is one

of those men who, rather than have his own opinion contro-
verted would submit to any sacrifice.
has stated, and has elaborated the statement with great
ability and zeal, that by no possibility could 4his country
progress in the manner we had hoped and stated was within
the range of oure tions; and the hon. gentleman would
have been graver his calculations been overborne by
contrary facts. There was a very good sketch of one of the
gentlemen who acted with my hon. friend,in a late number of

G'rip, in 'which the.gentleman is represented as weeping, and

when he was, asked what he was weeping for said: ¢ Oh,
have you not heard the bad news: that barley has risen?”

The hon. gentleman gloats over the fact that the immigra-

tion into the country has not come up to our expectations,
and though he may suffer from it himself as an owner .of
property, and though the country may suffer by its more

y prosperity, yet he would make a sacrifice of himself and
the prosperity of the country for the sake of verifying his pre-
dictions. He is in the position of the man who laid a bet
with his co-laborer that he could not carry him to the top of
the house in his hod. The bet wasmade and the man jumped
into the hod. By slow degrees the better was landed on the
roof. - “ Now,” he said, “you have landed me safely.”

“Well,” said the other, “I have got to pay you, but I am

sorry. You nearly made a stumble once.”

Mr. BLAKE. I thoughtI had achance about the_third
storey.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. With regard to the im-
migration, it has not, as we have been obliged to admit, been
equal to our expeetations, but it has been composed of a very
respectable and a very wealthy class. The exact numbers I
could not state until we lay the return before the House, but
1 may say that the hon. gentleman has greatly under-
estimated the amount of emigration into this country. I

Sir Jorn A, MacpoNaLD.

The hon. gentleman

can state this, that during my late visit to England with my
two hon. friends—Who will corroborate what 1 say—I found
that Canada is creating great attention in England., There
was a rush of people of means and fortune wishing to ¢ :
their destiny by leaving the Mother Country for Manitoe
and the North-West. The hon. géntleman will say we have
no right to predict, because my predictions were not carried
out last year; bat I will venture to say that he will find
that in 1881—unless it is dwarfed to some degree by the un-
patriotic exertions of some hon. gentlemen in Canada—
we will have a very large and a very satisfactory emigration
from the Mother Country. I hope also that the additional
aid of this railway company, which, like all other railway
companies having a grant of land has a- distinet and great
immediate object and advantage in helping forward immigra-
tion, will have a very decided effect in that direction, and that
unless something unforeseen occurs, unless hon. gentlemen
opposite redouble their exertions to keep people out, we will
have a very large immigration into this country from this
time forward. There is no doubt that the speeches of the
hon. gentlemen opposite have been quoted in England against
this country. They were thrown up in our faces and quoted
ag reasons why we could not ask Englishmento enter into
Canadian enterprises. I refer to the speeches of the hon.
member for Wést Durham and of the hon. member for
Lambton last year, but we have, besides the silent speech,
the likeness of the former hon. gentlemen which appears in
the pamphlet I bold in my hand. We have here the expres-
sive face of my hon. friend—a very good likeness, but not
quite so handsome as the original. And we have too,
“ Extracts from the Hon. Edward Blake’s famous speech
delivered in the Canadian House of Commons.” When, in
addition to the hon. gentleman’s speeches, in addition to his
vast influence, we have the handsome, intellectual and
expressive contenance of my hon. friend along with these
speeches going among people who do not know him so well
as we do—and we can scarcely resist him—I say is it any
wonder that some should be found who are not proof
against his wiles, and who believe his statement that Canada
is the great recruiting ground for the United States, that
some have been led away by the exertions of the hon.
gentleman and his friends, who otherwise would have
made their homes in our own territories. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Blake) alluded to the Civil Service Com-
mission mentioned in the Speech. Well, the Government,
as the hon. gentleman truly states,-was prepared to bring
down & measure on the subject last Session, and the more
we looked at the question the larger it appeared, and the
point the Government wished to arrive at more satisfactorily
than any other connected with the Civil Service was that
respecting the outside service, which has never been really
studied in any systematic way with & view or desire to arrive
at any organic change or improvement: This, I need not
say, is not a party question. It is a question in which hon.
gentlemen opposite are equally interested with the Govern-
ment of the day. Should the time ever come—I am sorry
to say, for the future of this country that their time may
come some day—that they-will be on this side of the House,
I have no doubt they will gladly profit by any changes
this Commission may suggest, if they be amendments; and
1 think they will assist the Government in carrying out such
changes. This is a matter, as has been said, in which there
is no immediate, earnest, burning necessity, and this question
can, therefore, be fairly and fully examined, and the
result of this examination, which, I think, will be thorough
and exhaustive, will be laid betore the House. While the hon.

.gentlemsm (Mr. Blake) rather taunted us with our want of

energy and zeal in this matter, [ am not aware that hon.
gentlemen opposite took up the subject with any energy. I
think it was left to the solitary -exertions of my hon. friend
opposite, from West Elgin, (Mr. Casey), who has follewed it
up zealously, eagerly and with a sincere dosire tp effect what
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wotlld be a pleasure to us all, the improvement of the effici-
ency of the Civil Service. -The hon. gentleman (Mr. Blake)
alluded to another Commission, which he said was of much
more importance. In the first place, he protested against
such a Commission at all. He said, 1 protest against this as
in 1873 L protested against the other Commission on the
Pacific Railway Scandal question. He protested it was un-
constitutional, improper, altogether contrary to the principles
which should actuate any Government, or should be sanctioned
by any Parliament. Among other things, he said the
Government should not choose their own judges. Woll, this
is not .2 matter of judgment. There isa special Statute on
the Statute book providing that, whenever any enquiry is
neceseary for the good government of Canada, the Govern-
ment of the day shall have power to issue a Commission and
demand an account. So tho power of the Government, under
the Act, is beyond a doubt. If they have that power, they
must, of course, have power to selectthe Commission. 1 will
venture 10 say that in this case the choice of the Commis-
sioners will do no discredit to the Government in the eyes of
the llouse or of the country. It was announced in the
House, press and country that there had been gross impro-
prietics—this had been made the battle-ground of both parties
—there were charges and counter charges of misconduct of
official subordinates, and eveninsinuations as well as assertions
withregard to membersof the Government. It is absurd to sup-
pose that a Committee of the House could by any possibility
satisfactorily examine into matters of that kind. It would
be a farce, a most perfunctory enquiry if* made here, in
Ottawa, dragging witnesses from British Columlia and the
Georgian Bay, for the purpose of a full enquiry. The only
consequence of this enquiry will be this: if the Commis-
sioners will carry out their commission honestly and im-
partially, they will enquire into all the proceedings connected
with the railway. They will report without fear, favor or
affection, what they consides has been wrong, what extrava-
gant, what well done—what parties are liable to censure,
who are worthy of praise. Ican only say this—and if my
word be doubted, we can prove to the House~—that not one
single word of instruction, not a single word of insinuation,
not one hint has been given to the Commissioners or any of
them as to the manner in which they should perform their
duty. The Commission itself tells them what the object of
the enquiry is. They are told,-there are your instructions,
and there are to be no other. The Government sent no
officer with them to guide them, no legal man to push a
charge against one man or withdraw a charge against another.
They left the t‘ommissioners completely unbound in the
fature, to go where they might, to do what they chose, to
call such witnesses as they pleased. I believe it will be
satisfactory to the House and country to have a thorongh
onquiry, the more especially beforc one of the measures of the
Government—that of transferring to a railway company the
construction of the road—is adopted; that the exact posi-
tion of the road, the exact truth or falsity of the
charges, insinuations or suggestions that have
been made may be ascertained the exact state of the case at
the time the road is handed over by the Government
to the company be fully known. The enquiry
should elicit the facts as to the circumstances under which
the Government and Parliament of Canada handed over this
great work to this great company. In the meantime, no
man is condemned by that enquiry, no one convicted by it.
As the hon. gentleman said, it is a Commission of Enquiry,
and therefore must, in one sense, be a one-sided tribunal. 1t
must be appointed by the Government of the day, and there-
fore it may be supposed the Government ought to have
some influence or interest in the selection of the Commis-
gioners. But, that enquiry is not binding or conclusive
upon any man. Every man, the moment the report is
submitted to the House, can come before Parliament, and
claim 8 Committee of the House, and protection from

Parliament, if he thinks that, either by act of the Com-
missjoners, or by the slurring of his case—by the avoidance
or bringing up of any testimony, for the acquitting or
clearing of any man, any injustico has been done. This
House will readily protect any man or any number of
individuals who can make out any case of injury or prejudice
to their standing by the evidence taken before, or the report
of, the Commission. But thoe most extraordinary feature
is this, that the hon. gentleman, while in the first place he
protests against the Commission as being improper, illegal
and unconstitutional, states it is a one-sided tribunal, that we
ought to have men on it from both sides. But the hon.
gentleman would not sit on it himself. ~When the
last Commission was issued in 1573, the hon, gentleman and
his hon. friends protested against it as being unconstitu-
tional ; they woulcf not sit on it; and they would not sit on it
now. 1t would be absurd to ask those hon. gentlemen to-sit
on a Commission which they declared to be unconstitational
and improper. The hon. gentleman to-day took up the same
points as at Toronto, in his successful campaign there, and
might have thevefore spared us the repetition, which had
rather the air of a twice-told tale. But with respect to this
same Manchester matter, it arose thus: 1 was in London,
not as Mr. Bethune said, because 1 was afraid to meet the
clectors of West Toronto, but I was in Bngland on the
purpose, which you all know, thatof forming the syndicate.
Kifteen members of Parlinment connected with the Man-
chester interest asked to sec me. At first I thought it would
be no good, but on the whole concluded it would be dis-
courteous not to mect them. I was told it was for the
purpose of these gentlemen attempting to impress upon me
the injury that the trade of Lancaster and Manchester
especially were suffering from our tariff, and I met them for
that purpose. Instoad, however, of their pressing upon me
as a member of the Canadian Government, the great hard-
ships that- they complained our fellow-countrymen in
Manchester and Lancashire were suffering from; instead of
making an appeal to Canada to alter the taviff in order to
assist their trade, these gentlemen got up and delivered me »
Cobdenite lecture, telling me the people of Canada were fools,
that our tariff was nonsense, that we were ruining Canada,
and for the salvation of Canada it was absolutely necessary
we should alter our tariff. I was inclined to say, the people
of Canada knew their own business as well g the people of
Manchester. The hon. gentleman ought not to have taken
that verbal criticism on my remarks, when he said I spoke in
the present tense. 1 was giving them the reason why Canadu
ought to alter the tariff, and was showing that under the
influence of free trade when our markets were open to
the American manufacturers and theirs closed to us, we
had no hope of manufacturing in Canada, and that all the
ability, constructive skill, skilled labor, everybody in fact
but those who were engaged in agricultural labor, was
drawn to the United States. In order to prevent this, this
tariff was introduced, and I believe the tariff was and would
bé successful in one of the objects for which it was got up.
The hon. gentleman says | stated it was a revenue tariff, It
is a revenue tariff and an incidental protective tariff at the
same time. The hon. gentleman may remember for years
and years the Conservative party adhered to the one state-
ment that the tariff should be so readjusted that while it
would meet the revenue requirements of the country, and
equalize the revenne and expenditure, it would incidentally,
at the same time, develop and foster the varied interests of
the country. That is the resolution which I moved
years ago. It was carried out after the present Government
came to power, and 1 say it here, and the country knows it,
that both objects have been gained, that we have changed a
deficiency into a surplus, equalized revenue and expenditure,
restored confidence at home and abroad in the resources
and credit of Canada. At the same. time honorable
gentlemon opposite ¢annot but fail to eee that in
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every part of the country new manufacturing indus-
trieg are being established and old ones extended, lifted
out of the slough of despond, and now becoming centres of
industry, employing a population, which otherwise, in
my languagle to the Manchester people, must have gone off
in sheer despair to the United States. The hon. gentleman
has spoken about the Indian supplies, and I regret that he
should speak about rumors of extravagance, rumors of dis-
tributions of silks and wax candles. 'That is going a little
too far. The hon. gentleman must see that such rumors must
be founded on a very weak basis. That there have been large
cxpenditures, owing to very inadequate means of transport,
and very inadequate means of checks on subordinates, as
hon. gentlemen opposite have found, I am free to admit.
There has been one case, certainly, of wanton extravagance
in the conduet of an officer, which was most unexpected in
one of his standing and experience, and he has been removed
from office. With that exception, I am not aware that the
distributing officers have not performed their duty. It
is unwise to allnde to rumors unless the allusion is
followed by a distinet statement of facts, with the
evidence connected with those facts. I may have, perhaps,

trespassed on the rule I laid down that we should get]

through as soon as possible with the Speech from the Throne
in order that we should get at work. I will again con-
gratulate my hon. friend on his very able speech, but I will
say however, that I think he ought to take rather s ~caf out
of the hon. the Finance Minister’s book. My hon. friend has
stated he was very much obliged to the Finance Minister for
having visited his constituency, for having visited its
factories and made speeches which proved good advertise-
ments. Could not the hon. gentleman also make some
speeches which would be an advertisement for the good of
the country, instead of making speeches for the purpose of
keeping people out of the country, or sending people away
who are in the ‘country by showing them the superior
advantages of every other country but his own. Let him
follow the example that he praises in his hon. friend. If it
is good for my hon. friend the Finance Minister, it is
zood for the hon. gentleman to give the same assist-
ance to the country of his nativity which is proud of
him and in which he has not displayed the -confidence
which I think he ought to have done as a public man.
The hon. gentleman. in his opening remarks, spoke about the
election in North Oxford. He said he was happy to tell us
that Mr. Sutherland isa Reformer, and read a statement of
Mr. Sutherland’s that he is a Reformer and that his father
was a Reformer before him. That may be true. T have no
doubt it is true; but I say that in this Houre and this coun-
try there are many men who can say that they are Reform-
ers and that their fathers were Reformers before them, and
who have confidence in the policy of the present Government.-
But, Mr. Speaker, 1 have noreason to doubt, that, in the mere
party sense of the word, Mr. Sutherland is an opponent of the
Government and a supporter of the hon. gentleman opposite.
But there are Reformers and Reformers, and it is asignificant
circumstance that such an old Grit constituency as the North
Riding is, should throw over the candidate selected and ordered
by the organ of hon. gentlemen opposite, the man of all work,
Mr. Patullo, the agent of the Reform party and its organizer—
in order to choose a man who had less previous connection with
the official leaders of the party. But the hon. gentleman not
only asserts that Mr. Sutherland is as good as Mr.Patullo, and I
have no doubta little better, but he says that there was a moral
victory or something of thatkind in WestToronto, that my hon.
friend (Mr. Beaty) has no cause to boast of his triumph there.
1 think he has a great deal to boast of. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Blake) and the other leaders of the Opposition went there in
order to defeat him. All the guns of the Opposition were there
to aid in defeating the hon. member for West Toronto, while I
like a coward,and some other members of the Government, went
off to Kngland. He was elected, notwithstanding the able
Sir Jorx A. MAcDONALD, ’

speech of my hon. friend. The hon. gentleman thought he
was going to have more than a moral vietory, and 1 think
he told the people of Toronto that he had travelled over 80v
miles in order to join with them in the great victory they
were going to achieve. I.am sorry my hon. friend’s retire-
ment at the seaside was interrupted so needlessly. It was a .’
great sacrifice on his part, and all'l can say is, that Tcondone

with my hon. friend that he made the sacrifice and did not

get the victory. N ,

Mr. MACKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, I wish 1o ®ay a word
before you put the motion. I have no intention of extending
the discussion, because I am quite certain that hon. gentle-
men opposite and we on this side are satisfied that it should
stop where it is. But the hon. leader of the Government
accused the hon. member for Durham (Mr. Blake) of vie-
lating the practice that was established many years ago in
this country of allowing the-Address to pass pro forma,
leaving the matters of which it treated to be discussed after-
wards when specific subjects were brought up. Now, Sir,
during the last year of my incumbence Parliament met on
the 11th of February, and the hon. gentleman himself (Sir
John A. Macdonald) led an opposition of eight days to that
Address. There are 346 pages of Hansard taken up almost
entirely by hon. gentlemen then in Opposition, now on the
Ministerial side, and yet the hon. gentﬁeman, with that forget-
fulness which characterizes him sometimes, now reproaches
the leader on this side of the House with violating the
practice which he says was established many years ago.
Why, Sir, I was quite astonished when [ heard the hon.
gentleman’s speech. I appealed to him on that occasion,
but his answer was that though the speech itself was as
innocuous in its wording and neutral in its character as any
speech could be, yet the member for Norfolk had intro-
duced some subjects in his speech, and therefore we must go -
on with the discussion. Now, Sir, I think the speech of the
hon. member for Durham did not touch in detail any subject
which is likely to be discussed before us. It dealt with
general principles, and although the hon. gentleman
may object to it, a8 a speech on the Address it was
})erfectly legitimate. ~Nay, Sir, it. would have been
egitimate if we had gone into a discussion for days,
because the Speech challenges contradiction, the Speech
affirms what it ought not to affirm—that ‘it will be
satisfactory to know that the existing tariff has not
only promoted the manufactures and -other products of the
country,” and so on. Now, I maintain that it did nothing
of the kind, &nd I maintain that it would have been the privi-
lege of the leader of the Opposition to enter into a deiailed
argument to show that this was a misstatement of the facts=-

‘to go iuto a formal and. exhaustive discussion to show: the

injury the tariff has done to the manufactures of the country
as well as the great industry of farming. Farming is an” in-
dustry as much as making shoes or any other industry, and
the farmers are entitled to protection from the tariff of hon.
gentlemen opposite. We do not propose to go into. that, but
1 merely call attention to this to show that the Speech is
not worded so as to invite that form of discussion which the
hon. gentleman thinks should have been adopted, and which,
I think, was adopted. The hon. First Minister complaing
because a2 ministerial paper printed some garbled extracts
from the speech of the hon. member for Durham, and placed
a portrait of the hon. member at the head of the Speech to

revent emigrants from coming into the country. The

irst Minister should get out a counter fly-sheet, and put
his portrait at the head of 1t so as to dttract emigrants
into the country. That would be a just method of retaliation,
and no one who had seen the pertraits side by side could
hesitate for a moment. The hon. gentleman says that
my hon. friend from' Durham wished to have a soft of
plebiscite or vote of the people before some great coup d'état
which be expected. Nothing of the sort was said or implieds;
but it was implied that the public out of doors, of whom we
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are the representatives, ought to know something of such a
great scheme as this. The hon. gentleman says that I, while
at the head of the late Administration, gave no premonitory
indications of the measure I was about to introduce. If the
“hon. gentleman looks at my address to the electors of Lambton,
he will find that the scheme -is laid down there in great
detail, and he will find, if he looks at the votes, that he himself
pratically approved of that scheme when it was brought here.
We made no delay in bringing in our measure, but we only
brought it in after it had been discussed for weeks by the
press of the country. 1 listened with a great deal of interest
to the hon. gentleman to learn whether he would confirm or
reject the rumor that I heard in a very influential quarter
that we were expected to decide this matter before Christmas.
The hon. gentleman did not choose to do so. If he has
forgotten it, I will be glad to give way to him now to tell
us whether it is his deliberate purpose to give this House
but ten days in which to agree to a measure upon pain of
being punished by not having a holiday.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will tell the hon. gen-
tleman that, with the assistance of the majority of this
House, such isthe intention of the Government, for the reason
given in the Speech. It is important that'if this policy is to
be carried out, it should ve carried out at once. Immigration
very much depends upon it. The company cannot organize,
nor take any step to bring out emigrants before the contract
is ratified. They have only got January, February and
March to prepare the work in. Kmigrants will be here in
May, and it is of very great importance, if Parliament is
going to adopt the arrangement, that it should do so with all
convenient speed. We consider it of so much importance
_that we shall ask the House to take it into early and earnest
consideration; and to remain here with as short a Christmas
interval as possible until it is passed.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Of course I can tell the hon. gen-
tleman at once that, so far as I am concerned, if his measure
is a right one, a just one, I shallnot only offer no opposition,
but I will help him through with it. But if
his measure, as 1 fear it will, be what it
ought not to be, then I want time to discuss it, and
I shall probably oceupy some little time in doing so, because
I considemit is my duty as a representative of the people to
discuss a measure fraught with such great consequences to
the country as this is. But, Sir, if these gentlemen who are
now in such a desperate hurry to bring out emigrants,
had so much confidence two months ago that everything
was right and that they could go ahead safely upon the
assurance that the hon. gentleman opposite could give them,
how is it that they are in such a hurry now?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They have confidence
enough to spend their own money, but not confidence enough
to make statements to the whole of the population of Europe.

Mr. MACKENZIE. The hon. gentleman is always a little
too sanguine about his immigration schemes. We have
had two statements from him during the last two Sessions,
and both of them were so very inaccurate as predictions
that I am afraid we cannot pay much attention to mere
speculative opinions advanced at the present time. These
opinions are valuable only m so far as we see ground for
hoping that they may be realized. What is wanted in the
North-West I will not enter upon to-night, because 1 mean to
discuss that pretty fully from information I have. I have
merely to say that no immigration scheme that can be devised
in connection with the railroad, or otherwise, can be success-
ful 80 long as the present system is carried on by the
Departmentof which the hon. gentleman is the head ; I do not
say who is to blame for the matter; that I will discuss on
another occasion, The hon. gentleman says it is preposterous

" and ridiculous to have witnesses dragged before a Committee
of this House in order to give information, such as it is now
sought to obtain, I presume, by the commission appointed by

the hon. gentleman opposite to investigate the Pacific
Railway contracts. Well, it is very late to discuss that
now, because the hon. gentleman and his immediate
friends behind him have been promoting arrange
ments of this kind every year for the last five years,
and Frosecuting inquiries in the Senate, where they had an
absolue majority the whole time, in the most exhaustive—I
will not say unfair, because the reports will show that—in
the most exhaustive manner. So it was in regard to this
House, both before the honorable gentleman took office, and
since, and it is, surely, a most extraordinary position to take,
that the Government is not to allow this House to e 8
an opinion, or to attempt to collate facts. That must be gone,
it seems, after this, by a Royal Commission, and we may
express our opinion upon it, if we like, after that is all done.
Now, I have only to say that if that is the honorable gentle-
man’s idea of a Commission, it is wholly different from mine.
T admit that the Government may appoint a Commission to
do certain things. The scope of such Commission is laid
down pretty fullyand fairly in May’s Parliamentary Practice,
and there it is oconfined to a certain line. But this
Commission has been examining Ministers, and other parties
upon the policy of Government, upon the route of the Pacific
Railway, even upon matters which they can have no know-
ledge of, and no business to inquire into.’ Now, what we
wanted to know was where the Commission obtained any
instructions to de this, or if there were instructions apart
from the commission which seems toauthorize those gentlemen
to do what Parliament, I presume, will never sanction. I
can hardly believe that gentlemen on the other side of the
House will set aside their own dignity, to use their present
phrase, and the independence and privileges of Parliament
in order to have certain friends of the Government appointed
upon a Commission to do things which they have no right to
do. That is the position the matter is in. I merely mention
these few things as matters that seem to come prominently
before the House since the hon. gentleman spoke. I also had
some expectation that the hon. gentleman would have
answered the statement of my hon. friend respecting emigra-
tion from Canada. 'The hon. the Finance Minister denied the
statement published from official documents in the United
States. The hon. gentleman was horrified, to use his own
words, while in Eastern Townships two years ago to find that
80 many Canadians went to the United States. The hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) gave s list of figures
for the last ten years, including the last season, and the hon.
gentleman opposite did not venture to challenge the accuracy
of any of those statements. ’

Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALI. Yes, Idid; I stated that
the hon. gentleman was altogether wrong, and I instanced it
asone of the inconveniences of discussing these things now.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Tam speaking of the emigration from
Canada.

Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD.
exactly.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Oh, no, it is not the same thing pre-
cisely, one was going and the other coming. That matter
will no doubt be brought up again, because the honorable
gentleman must have an opportunity to verify his statements,
and show how it was that he was horrified a few years ago
when we were in power at a thing that ought to terrify him
now if he was horrified then.

Mr. POPE (Compton). I rise to correct a wrong impre. =
sion which may go to the country and may be drawn from
the speech of the hon. member for Durham, in respect to
emigration. Undoubtedly it has done a great injury to the
cause of emigration, on the other side of the water, to publish
such reports as that there were 17,000 who went away from
Canada. If the hon. member will, for one moment, think
of the number of people he will see that these pesple have

It is the same thing
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arrived at Port Huron. Now, then, 1 have seen it stated
that the number who passed there was 99,000. How many
would have to pass there every day? 'Lhere would have to
be 300 emigrants pass there every week-day of the year,
and something over. As a matter of fact, I have investigated
the matter, and I may now state, for the information of my
friend, the member for Lambton, I find that all the tickets
that have been so'd and that have been given do not amount
to two-thirds of that number. 1find that the number of those
who proceeded to the west did not amount to anything like
that number; not more than two-thirds. I find that the
whole number of people who went that way and bought
tickets to come back was less by 15,000 than that number.
I will be able to lay these figures before my hon. friends, and
I will be able to show them what is the state of things ; but
I would ask, is this putriotic, is it right to send statements
like these broadeast and have them published on the
other side of the water. As to the number of emigrants
we have had in this country, let me tell them that the
emigration this year is very much larger, it is more than
double that of last year. They are men of means who have
come into the country, and a large amount of capital has
been brought in. -When we speak of the emigration to the

North-West, it is true that in the summer the
number that has gone there has been less than
expected, but it is equally true that we have

had a very wet season, and my hon. friend, the late
Finance Minister, knows that is one of the causes why pee-
. ple could not get there. Then, again we hoped to have been
able to have had a railroad in the interior of the country,
that the emigrants might have gone on, but. unfortunately,
the wet weather came and the people could not get into the
country, and the emigration fell off. I should be sorry to
have these remarks of the hon. gentleman go forth in the
country, and I am sure they would be sorry themselves that
a false impression should be caused by their being circulated
on the other side of the water. )

Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT. I regret exceedingly
to be obliged to go into this question to-night, but as I took
it upon myself, after full consideration and examination of
this matter, to make certain statements with respect to
emigeation from Canada to the United States, I feel that
I cannot possibly permit the assertions of the hon. the
Minister of Agriculture to pass without comment. I regret
‘as muchas, and probably more than the hon. gentlemen
opposite, the enormous exodus which has gone on, and is
still going on every day, from Canada to the United States.
But 1 say this, that no greater act of folly, no greater act of
unpatriotism could be perpetrated than for the Opposition to
shut their eyes, or to allow the Government to shut their
eyes, to this extremely unhappy and unfortunate state of
things. 1t is the duty of this House, and especially of those
members who are on the Committee of Emigration, to probe
this matter to the bottom. When I made the statement at the
Town of Godefich that a certain number of Canadians had gone
from this country to the United States, I had taken all the
paing that could be taken to ascertain the manner in which
the United States authorities estimated these people. 1 say
here, on the authority of Mr. Nimmo, the head of the Bureaun
of Statistics in the United States, that this 99,000 odd who
left Canada for the United States in the year ending 30th
June, 1880, were persons who had declared their intention
of becoming settlers in the United States. I say that the
United States Customs authorities do not take cognizance of

. stray and casual passengers. I have crossed the fromtier
twonty times myself, and I suppose hon. gentlemen here
have crossed it a hundred times, and were they counted in
that number? At the proper time and place 1 will produce
statistics from the United States which contain two distinct
columns, in one of which are entered all the
the other including those who formally declare their-inten-
tion of becoming settlers in the United States, and the
Mr. Pore (Compton), -

engers, and.

Customs authorities pass their goods free of duty in conse-
quence. I much fear that when that matter comes up it
will be found that the figures of the United States authorities
are indeed inaccurate, but most unhappily in this, that they
seriously under-estimate the number of those who are leaving
the country. Hon. gentlemen, as usual, choose to -get up
here and make random and reckless assertions; as th%y did

nited

_before, without taking the trouble to examine the

States authorities. 1 venture to say the hon. Minister of
Agriculture has not taken the trouble to examine the recent
United States returns, and if he has examined them he must
know that one of two things is the case, either those returns
are falsified, or else those facts I stated on the authority of
the United States Customs returns are literally true.

Mr. POPE (Compton). I wwould inform the hon. gentle-
man that I sent a man to that very port, and he asked the
Collector how he got at the figures. “ Why,” says he, “I
can tell pretty well by looking at the train; I never coum

them.”

Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Nimmo, over
his own signature, expressly denies that, and Mr. Sanborn,
the Collector at Port Huron, over his signature, expressly
states that that is a falsehood. 1 will not say whether Mr.
Sanborn is at fault or whether the agentof the hon. Minister
is, but I say this, that this matter has been brought to the
attention of the Collector at Port Huron, and he has, in the
most formal faghion; over his own signature, denied the state-
ments of the hon. the Minister of Agriculture on the authority
of his subordinate, Iet us look into this matter, let us:as-
certain from what causes this tremendous exodus from Canada
is taking place, and if it appears, as I believe to be the
case, that, to a large extent, it is due to the enormous tax-
ation under which sections of this country are laboring, then
I say, on their own evidence, out of their own mouths, these
hon. gentlemen are convicted of having attained power under
false pretences, of having utterly failed of redeeming any
and every one of the pledges they made.” They told us their
dearest desire was that Canada should be for the Canadians,
that their hearts were breaking by reason of the enormous
depletion of our people, and during the first year their Tariff
has been in operation, as my hon. friend has said, the
emigration has been five-fold greater than it was the last year
my hon. friend conducted the affairs of this country. 1 am
not disposed to protract the discussion on the Address, but 1
will say that if the hon. the First Minister had designed and
invited discussion on the Tariff, he could not have done better
than to allude to it in the way he has done in the Speech.
What is that paragraph? That -

‘1t will be satisfactory to us to find that the existing tariff has not only
promoted the manufactures and other products of the country.”

Now, Iwould like to have the First Minister explain] how he
promotes other products than manufactures by a tariff—how
he promotes wheat, beef, lumber. The hon. gentleman arro-
gates to himself a particular blessing of Providence on him-
self. 1 think he will find it difficult to show that the tariff
he has specially designed to cause certain lines of goods to -
be manufactured in this country, can have any particular
effect on the production of those leading articles to the addi-
tional production of which this prosperity has been due.
Now, my impression is, that the improvement which has
taken place is clear enough, and that it is due to canses en-
tirely beyond the control of the hon. gentleman. It was not
due to the hon. gentleman that there has been a revival of -
trade in the United States, owing to which we have been
able to sell them a larger quantity of lumber than before; it
is not due to his policy that there have been two good
harvests on this side of the Atlantic, and two bad or indifferent
harvests on the other side. I ‘do not think the First
Minister would assert that the National Policy can have
effected the growth of cereals or our eapacity. to sell lumber
to other countries, When we are told that the effect of the
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TPaiiff has been, by - ing manufactures, largely to
increase the revesnmay otl the ]Shzgninion, T would likg fg call
attention to the fact that the whole policy of those hon.
getrﬂemeinm to stop the importation of dutiable goods.
'hey alleged that -the emormous importation of dutiable
‘'was a great evil, that - we imported far too much.
They were to institute manufactures here, which were to
take the place of a large portion of the goods then imported.
Now, just by so much as the hon. gentleman’s policy has
been euccessful, in causing our own manufacturers to
maké those 8 we formerly imported, just by so much
miust’ they be ex necessitate, unsuccessful in helping the
revenue. You may give employment to 10,000 persons
producing goods to the value of a million and a quarter,
which you formerly imported and on which you formerly
received duties, but you cannot at the same time stimulate
the manufacture of such goods and yet increase the
revenue received on the same class of imported goods.
I think it will be better, as the First Minister
has stated, to reserve, until the Trade and Navigation
Returns are in our hands, a discussion of how far the manu-
factures of this country have been promoted by the Tariff. As
far as my observation goes the effect has been that certain of
our leading manufactures have been largely discouraged by
the operation of theTariff, while certain others have becn
benefitted. You have not added one penny to the wealth of
the country, but have taken out of the pockets of the large
- mass of consumers considerable sums of money, and, instead
of putting it into the Treasury, have put it into the pockets
of a favored few. The effect has been, as correctly stated by
the hon. member for Lambton, that you have discouraged
those leading industries for which Canada has special
advantages, and which have hitherto flourished, and that it
is in no small measure to this cause that we may attribute
‘the exodus which we deplore.

Mr. MILLS. T wish to make an observation on a state-
ment of the right hon. gentleman as to the un-British char-
acter of the proposal of the leader of the Opposition about
acquainting the country with the contents of the measure
about to be submitted upon the Pacific Railway. The posi-
tion taken by the right hon. gentleman seems to me a very
extraordinary one. He says that the proposition of my
hon. friend—that the Government should have disclosed the
contract made with the Syndicate—is incompatible with
our system of government. Well, that is not the general
opinion of statesmen on the other side of the Atlantic, nor
was that the opinion of the hon. gentleman himself when
he made known the terms of the Washington Treaty, some
months before Parliament met. He will find, upon enquiry,
that Lord Beaconsfield made known to the people of Eng-
land the fact of the purchase of shares of the Suez Canal, and
also, that when Lord Beaconsfield refurned froin Germany,
although Parliament was in session, he did not hesitate to
declare, in general terms, What had been done at the Confer-
ence of Berlin. Moreover, the position taken by the right hon.
geentlema.n is wholly inconsistent with his accepting office in

ptember, 1878. He thought, at that time, that the
hon. member for Lambton and ‘his colleagues held
office longer after the elections than they ought to have
done, but if the views the hon. gentleman entertains now
are sound, the Government ought.to have continued- in office
until Parliament was convened and until an adverse vote was
pronounced in this House. The position taken by the Gov-
ernment of England in 1868 when Disraeli resigned office was,
that the opinion expressed by the country was a sufficient
notification to the Government that they did not enjoy the
confidence of Parliament. And why? =~ Because it was sup-
posed that in appealing to the country upon a particular line

of policy adopted by the Government, the votes of the people.

_formed a sufficient indication to the Government as to
‘whether they enjoyed the confidence of the country
or not. I know that some years ago views were put

4

forward by Lord Brougham and others somewhat in the line
of those expressed by the First Minister to-night. But what
were the facts upon which these opinions were founded ? At
that time there were many close boroughs sending members
to Parliament. Some members had not a score of constitu-
ents, althongh representing populous cities, and Lord
Brougham, in his * Political Philoso;;hy, " resses the
opinion that the views of the electors, looking at
the smallness of their numbers, and at the fact that

'that a large portion of the people were excluded from the

franchise, ought not to be taken as the opinion of the
people. And why ? Because those constituents were recog-
nized simply as trustees for the whole population. But when
the f‘ranegise is extended to the mass of the population,
then the condition of things is entirely changed, and the
population have a right to know what line Parliament will
take upon certain important public questions. Let me read,
for the information of the House, a passage from Mr. May's
work on the constitutional history of England. 1In referring
to this very question, he says :

‘‘The political education of the people, the publicity of all Parlia-
mentary proceedings, and the free discussions of the press, have com-
bined to force upon constituencies the estimation of measures as well as of
men. Hence candidates have sought to recommend themselves by the ad-
vocacy of popular measures; and constituents have expected explicit
declarations of the political faith of candidates. And how can it be con-
tended that npon such measures as Catholic Emancipation, Parliamentary
Reform and the Repeal of the Cord Laws, constituencies were not entitled
to know the opinions of their members. Unlegs the electors are to be
deprived of their voice in legislation, such occasions as these were surely
fit for their peculiar vigilance. At a dissolution the Crown has often ap-
pealed directly to the sense of thé people, on the policy of great public
measures ; and how could they respond to that appeal without satisfying
themselyes regarding the opinions and intentions of the candidates 7’

If that principle holds good with regard to those measures
then before the people of England, it holds equally good with
regard to an important measure like this. In Great Britain
theré have been many appeals from the adverse vote of Par-
liament, because it was recognized that in the end public
opinion must govern. In 1831, when the King was advised
by Earl Grey's government to dissolve Parliament and
appeal to the country, the King informed the House that he
was about to prorogue them with a view to a dissolution for
the purpose of ascertaining whether the policy of the
Government, or the other Chamber, was that of the nation.
He appealed to the mnation for the purpose of ascertaining
whether the Reform Bill which had been submitted by
his advisers was one of which the nation approved. If it
was not hig intention to consult the people, then there was
no object in dissolution. If the hon. gentleman is right, then
no government ought to have the power of advising a disso-
lution. The right to dissolve ought to be taken away from
the Crown, for an adverse vote in Parliament should be con-
clusive, even if the Administration think the country
entertain a different opinion. It is perfectly obvious
that this House, if the opinion of the people can
be known upon a public question, has no right
whatever to pursuc a policy in contravention to the
opinions of the majority of the nation. This was held, too,
by all the Whigs and Reformers in the old Irish Parliament ;
and if the hon. gentleman will look at the discussion which
took place on the Act of Union in the Parliament of Great
Britain, he will find that Lord Howick, Fox, and all the
eminent men on the Whig side of politics, opposed the Union
without a vote of the Irish people. When Pitt objected to
such a position, he did not base his objection upon the argu-
ment presented by the First Minister here to-night. His
objection was that there presentation in the Irish Parliament
was 8o imperfect that the opinion of the nation would not be
expressed by the election; that there was a large number of
seats in the hands of a few parties who filled the
House with placemen; and that, although the majority
of the nation might entertain one view, the majority
of ‘Parliament might entertain a wholly different view.
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Let me refer to afew cases here in Canada. Sir Francis
Hincks, many years ago, when he was at the head of the
Government of this country, was found fault with by some
of his friends because he did not, at an earlier day than he did,
submita measure for the secularization of the Clergy Reserves.
‘When the hon. gentleman appeared before his constitnents
he defended himself from the accusation, and informed them
that a certain measure—1I think it was the extension of the
_ franchise, or an increase in the number of the members of
Parliament—had been carried previously to this, and the
Governor informed the First Minister, that he was not will-
ing that so important a measure as the secularization of the
Clergy Reserves should be carried through by that House,
although it had been-elected ially for that purpose, for,
he said, until an election had been held with special reference
to those important measures, under the new law, Government
was not warranted in carrying them through to completion.
Lord Elgin, it is generally supposed, was sufficiently convers-
ant with the English system of government not to advise a
line of policy at variance with its’ prineiple or spirit. We
find that, in 1868, when the Bill for the separation
of Church and State in Ireland was about to be submitted,
Mr., Disraeli, then leader of the Conservative
party, laid down the general doctrine that no
1mportant measure on which the public verdict had not been
pronounced ought to be carried through Parliament—that
no important change in the constitution of the country
should be carried out without the peoEIe having had an op-

ortunity of pronouncing upon it. This same doctrine was
laid down by Mr. Plunket at the time that the Irish Union
was under discussion. He was an eminent member of the
Irish Parliament, and was also a distinguished member of
the Parliament of the United Kingdom subsequently, and he
may certainly be considered as fairly understanding the
system of Government under which he.lived and which he
agsisted in administering. He says with regard to the pro-
fosition to bring about a union between Great Britain and

reland without reference to the people:

¢Sir, I, in the most express terms, deny the competency of this Par.
liament so to act. I warn you, do not dare to lay your hands on the
Constitution. 1 tell you that, if, circumstanced as you are, you pass thig
Act, it will be a nullity and no man in Ireland will be bound to obey it.”’
I know that hon. gentlemen pressed forward Confederation
to completion without giving the people any opportunity of
pronouncing upon it. But, while they adopted that course,
1 do not think it is desirable that it should be persisted in.
The course suggested by the hon. member for West Dur-
ham was not that there should be a formal dissolution and
election had upon this measure, Hedid not go sofar. Hesaid
that this agreement between the Syndicate and the Govern-
ment ought to have been disclosed, and that the people ought
to bave had an opportunity of informing themselves
in: regard to it; if the people are competent to pro-
nounce on any question, they are competent to pronounce on
this. The hon. gentleman sits here asleader of the House
in virtue of having announced a certain platform with re-
gard to the tariff, and of having gone to the country upon
that platform. He took the opinion of the people upon it
in every part of Canada, and having done so, he would have
betrayed his trust if he had not adopted it. If the
people are competent to pronounce on a question of

that sort they are equally competent to pronounce on-

this; and there is no more impropriety in making
known the terms and conditions of this agreement than
there was in asking them to say whether they approved
or disapproved of a protective tariff. The hon. gentle-
man has himself, over and over again, when he has intro-
duced measares into this House, or when measures were
submitted by others, asked for delay in order that persons
specially affected by them might have an opportunity of ex-
pressing their opinion upon them. The hon. gentleman did
that with regard to the Insolveney Act which was formerly
Mr. MiLLs,

wpon e Semes Book, 4 B tearann, s e gt

said this measure or that affegte-a particular class of the popu-
lation, and we are anxious to know their views: with respect
to it. The measure now proposed by him affects the entire
population of this country, and my hon. friend insists that
the entire population should have an opportunity of know-
ing its terms and conditions, in order that the repre-
sentatives of the people in this Mouse may be in-
formed of their views upon this question. I say there
is nothing inconsistent with a Parliamentary Government
or with the representative character of this House in the
people being informed upon guestions of this character ; and
it is of the utmost consequence to this country, seeing that
the measure adopted will be a contract binding not merely.
upon this Government and Parliament, but on future Govern-
ments and future Parliaments, that the utmost consideration
should be given to the question, and that the whole country
should have an opportunity of knowing its exact character.
Mr. ANGLIN. I feel very fully the force of the . position
of the leader of the Government when he says it has been a
wise custom in years past, both in the Imperial Parliament
and the Dominion Parliament, to abstain from long discus-
sions upon the motion for an Address in answer to. the
Speech from the Throne. But, I think, I would be wanting
in my duty to my constituents if I did not join in a protest
against the manner in which the people of this country have
been treated by the present Administration. I
have the highest regard, the most profound re-
spect, for the rights and privileges and dignity
of Parliament, but I have also a deep respect and profound
regard for the rights and liberties of the people of this
country; and I do believe that in the manner and way in
which they have been treated with regard to this question,
their rights have been disregarded. I do not think it would
derogate from our position as representatives of the
people, enjoying all the rights of members of Parliament, if
we had had an opportunity of consulting with our consti-
tuents for the purpose of ascertaining their views upon a
measure of this kind. As has been stated by the hon. gen-
tleman who has just preceded me, the instapnces are almost
innumerable in Great Britain in which the Mimnisters of the
Crown have chosen to take the people into their confidence
when Parliament wasnot assembled. But a few days ago the
resent Prime Minister of Great Britain told the people at the
gruildhall banquet how his Government intended to deal
with the Irish question and the great Eastern question—not
very plainly, perhaps, with regard to the latter, but distinctly
with regard to the former. And so, from time to time, the
Premiers of Great Britain have found it expedient and desir-
able to put themselves, in communication with the

"people ; and it has never been asserted that, in doing so,

they have offended the dignity of Parliamentin the slightest
degree. We donot know the terms of this agreement. ltmay
be that when they are submitted we may approve of them, and
it may be that we will have to take exception to some of
the terms. I think that the people of this whole country
will hold that the terms of the bargain should bave
been submitted long before this for their consideration.
Various statements have appeared in organs which are
supposed to enjoy the entire confidence of hon. gentlemen
opposite with regard to the character and conditions of this
bargain. We have been told that the Government are to
hand over to the Syndicate all the sections of the road now
under contract, after they have been completed at the expense
of the country. We are told that they areto get $25,000,000
in cash and 25,000,000 acres of land, to be selected where
they please, of the best lands in the North-West. = If these
statements are correct, they must have been made at the
instance of hon. gentlemen opposite. Some of the Ministers
themselves have from time to time given us some hints
as to some of the features of this bargain, - They
have told us some things with regard to the project.
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Why, if the dignity of Parliament would be offended by pub-
lishing a plain statement. of the terms made, surely that dig-
nity was hurt by the partial statements from time to time. I do
not think the position taken by the leader of the Govern-
ment with regard to this matter will meet with the approval
of the people of the country; nor do I think it will satisfy
the people that they have not been unfairly dealt with. I
meorely wish to join in the protest against the manner in
which the public have been treated in this respect, and
against our treatment in being compelled to come here with-
. out having been afforded the slightest opportunity of consult-
ing with those whose opinions we are bound tfo respect.
There would be mno objection to the passing of
‘this address immediately but that there is wmuch
in it apparently introduced to provoke- discussion, and
for the purpose of placing this side of the House in a
false position before the country. ‘I remember well, some
years ago, what a desperate opposition was made to the
passing of the Address by the present Minister
of Railways, because the Address was not perfectly
colorless. The Premier of that day,ithe member for
Lambton, assured the hon. gentleman he had done all in his

'wer to avoid giving canse for the slighest opposition
to the Address. But that did not satisfy the hon. gentle-
man, who insisted that there were words offensive to
him and those acting with him, and he stated that
unless they “were expunged, he would insist on discussing
all the guestions mentioned in the Address at full length,
The late Premier replied in effect, ¢ we have no intention of
protracting the discussion on the Address. A general
discussion of public affairs on occasions of this kind has fallen
into disuse, and if there is now any real objection to certain
expressions, I have no objection to strike them ous,”’—and he
did strike out some words, substituting others for them. 1
think it would not be too much’ to ask the right hon. gentle-
man to confer with the leaders on this side with regard to
some very objectionable passages in this Address, that it may
pass without farther discussion. We have no desire on this
side to occupy time unnecessarily; no disposition to discuss

uestions at improper times, or under improper circumstances.

ut 50 much has been done by the Government to provoke
discussion, and the circumstances under which we were
called together are so peculiar, that it was absolutely necessary
to say all that has been said on this side. I think we can
claim from the House and the country, and that the people
will accord us, entire credit for the most extraordinary
moderation in allowing the Address to pass under the circum-
stances. I, therefore, propose that hon. gentlemen on the
other side consent that the words to which we object may be
struck out, or altered, so that the Address may be as colorless
ag an Address ought to be, if we are to act on the principle
that on the Address there should be no protracted discussion,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the hon. gentle
man asked that the Address be read clause by clause. Let
that be done, and if any objections made by hon. gentlemen
opposite be reasonable, we will try to meet their views,

"Mr. CHARLTON. 1 do not rise to impede the passage of
the Resolutions. The First Minister in his speech, depre-
cated the discussion of specific propositions on occasions of
this kind. 1 feel called upon, however, to answer one specific
proposition advanced by the hon. gentleman who moved the
Address. - In the course of his admirable maiden speech, he
told the House that the Natjonal Policy did not injure the
farmer; that in consequence of it, his barley, oats and other
careals bore a higher price, I wish to take issue on that
assertion—to assert that, on the contrary, the National Policy
bas had no effect whatever on the price of cereals, with the
exception, perhaps, of Indian corn, and to say that, in my
opinion, it is time that that well-worn humbug by which-the
farmers of the Dominion were deceived in 1878 was disposed
of in the discussion of this question before the House and

country., I wish to adduce some facts that may effectusHy
dispose of that assertion to-night. On turning to the market
quotations of the day, for Canada and the United States, I find
they refute that assertion most effectually. Yesterday No..
2 wheat in Toronto was quoted at$1,14 and in Oswego, at $1.22
to $1.24. The hon. member for West Toronto asserted that
the duty of 15 cents is necessary to prevent the importation
of wheat from & market where it coste $1.24 to where it
would be sold at $1.14, a loss of 10 cents in addition to the
freight. These two quotations show the preposterousness of
the assertion that a duty is necessary to keep American
wheat from the Canadian market. The price of wheat in
Canada and the United States is regulated by the comwmon
markets of the world; these productions seek markets in
Europe, where the prices received regulate the prices paid
in this country and the United States. I find that the quo-
tation of oats in Toronto is 34 cents a bushel of 34 1bs,, the
price in Chicago being 32 cents for 32 1bs.; oats in Chicago
are therefore worth half a cent per bushel of 341bs. more than
in Toronto. Will the hon. gentleman tell the farmers of the
Dominion that a duty of 10 cents a bushel is necessary to
prevent the importation of oats from Chicago under those
circumstances. The market quotation of oats in New York
is 464 cents a bushel, or 124 cents more than in Toronto;
that is & much larger sum than the cost of carriage between
those points. These figures cannot but demonstrate the utter
absurdity of the position taken by the hon. gentleman in assert-
ing that cereals are higher here in consequence of the N. P.
At present, I find, Sir, that the quotations of rye are, in the
city of Toronto, 8 cents; in Chicago, 87 cents; and in
Oswego, 95 cents. Does the hon. gentleman wigh the ver-
dant farmers of this Dominion to believe that a duty of ten
cents on rye is necessary to kee;t)) out 95 cent rye from a
market where it would have to be sold at 88 cents. The
price of barley is in Toronto 97 cents for No, 1, and 93 cents
for No. 2 ; in Oswego, $1.25 for No. 1, and $1.20 for No. 2;
or 28 cents for No. 1,and 27 cents for No. 2, higher
in Oswego than in Toronto. Does the hon. gentleman wish
the country to believe that a duty of 15 cents a bushel is
necessary to keep Oswego barley out of our market. These
are the absurd propositions made by the hon. gentleman
when he stands before the House and country, and gravely
gives utterance to the assertion that the National Policy has
raised the price of barley, oats, peas and other cereals, I find
also that the priee of peasin Toronto is from 6810 T0 cents, in
New York 87 cents in bond, to which must be added the
duty when the consumer takes it out of bond ; and are we to
be told it is necessary to impose a duty of 10 cents to keep
out American peas from our market when they can be sold
at a higher rate on their own market. I find that butter is
worth in New-York, common to choice, 19 to 38 cents, and"
the same grades in Montreal 14 to 27 cents. Does the hon.
gentleman suppose that a duty of four cents per pound has
any influence on the market for butter in Csnada.
Cheese in New York of the best grade is worth 12§ cents,
and in Montreal, same quality, the same price. The prices
of cheese in both markets are regulated by the Liverpool
market. Does the .hon. gentleman suppoce that.a duty of
3 cents per pound on American cheese has any effect
on the market quotations provided that the prices
are regulated by the common market of the world.
The farmers of this Dominion are beginning to tho-
roughly understand that the promises made to them,
in order to induce them to comsent to taxation, in-
tended to. swell largely the profits of rings who wish to
charge enhanced prices for their own benefit, cannot be car-
ried out becanse tgeywere fallacious in their nature. I do not
wish to enter into any lengthy discussion on this question. I
took occasion, last session, to make a lengthy compari-
son of the prices at different periods both before and after
the adoption of the National Policy, and I shall probably
during the course of this session go more fully into the ques-
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tion. I merely thought proper on this occasion to
present these few facts which dispose effectually of the
fallacies promulgated by the hon. member for West
Toronto (Mr. Beaty). Before taking miy seat 1 wish
to say & word in relation to.the great question on
which Parliament has been called together, and which is the
" most important probably ever bronght up before a delibera-
tive body in this Dominion. I wish to say in the most
dispassionate spirit that in my belief it is highly desirable
that ample time should be taken for the consideration and the
digcussion of this question ; and 1 wish to say to the First
Minister, assuming as he naturally will the responsibility of
this great measure, that his reputation for future genera-
tions will be inseparably connected with it. I wish to
impress on him the great gravity of the position he occupies
and to ask him to bear in mind the Epostolic injunction,
“To do all things decently and in order,” and my firm con-
viction that to- hurry this important measure through,
without giving ample time for deliberation, without allowing
the people of this country time to express their opinions on
this matter, without allowing time for public discuassion,
discussion in the press, and the influence that may be
exerted by public sentiment being brought to bear on this
House, he will not be held to have done these things
decently and in order; and il possibly a mistake be made
through over-hasty legislation, the hon. gentleman
may regret he did not allow the time that was properly
asked for ample discussion of this great question.

Mr. ANGLIN said that the hon. the Frst Minister had
been kind enough to show his good-will by accepting his
(Mr. Anglin’s) suggestion, but he (Mr. Anglin) might be
permitted to say that on reading over the Address be found
50 many improvements required, it would be necessary to
reconstruct the whole of it. He thought, therefore, it would
be better to allow it to pass on division, S

On paragraph 10,

Mr. MILLS said that he did not feel how it could be
defended ; it required reconstruction His Excelleney was
made to regret the entire failure of the food supply. There
had not been an entire failure nor anything like it; there
had, no doubt, been a partial failure.

Mr. ANGLIN said that was put there to encourage
emigration to the North-West.

Mr. MACKENZIE. To avoid showing-the bad featares
in the country.

Paragraphs 1 to 15 of the said proposed Address being
severally read a second time, were agreed to on a division.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
‘ That the said Resolution be referred to a Seléct Committee, composed

of 8ir Leonard Tilley, Sir Charles Tupper, Mr. Langevin, and Messrs.-

Beaty and Vanasse to draft an Address pursuant thereto.”’
Motion agreed to.

8ir JOHN A. MACDONALD, from the Committee, re-
ported the draft of an address, which was read the second
time and agreed to. (To be presented by Privy Councillors.)

PACIFIC RAILWAY CONTRACT.

_Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD delivered a Message from
iis Excellency the Governor-General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as follows :—

Lorne.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, a contract
entered into for the construction. of the Canadian Pacific Railway, and
accompanying schedule, and recommends the same for the favorable con-
sideration of your Honorable House. .

GoverxuENT Housg,
Orrawa, 10th December, 1880,

Mr. CHARLTON.

'and such referees shall decide as to the

" And the said Schedule is as folloms: -

Tais CONTRACT AND AGREEMENT MADE BETWEEN Hrm
MaJEsTY THE QUEEN, acting in respect of the Dominion
of Canada, and herein represented and acting by the
Honorable Sig CrarRLEs Torrer, K.C.M.G., Minister of
Railways and Canals, and George Stephen and Duncan
MclIntyre, of Montreal, in Canada; John S. Kennedy,
of New York, in the State of New York; Richard B.
Angus and James J. Hill, of St. Paul, in the State of
Minnesota; Morton, Rose & Co., of London, England,
and Konh Reinach & Co., of Paris, France.

Witnesses: That the parties hereto have contracted and
agreed with each other as follows, namely : — : -

1. For the better interpretation of this contract, it is
hereby declared that the portion of Railway hereinafter
called the Eastern section, shall comprise that part of the
Canadian Pacific Railway to be constructed, extending from
the Western terminus of the Canada Central Railway, noéar
the East end of Lake Nipissing, known as Callander Station,
to a point of junetion with that portion of thesaid Canadian
Pacific Railway now in course of construction extendin
from Lake Superior to Selkirk on the East side of R
River; which latter portion is hereinafter called the Lake
Superior section. That the portion of said Railway, now
f{artially in course of construction, extending from Selkirk to

amloops, is hereinafter called the Central section ; and the
portion of said Railway now in courseof construction, extend-
ing from Kamloops to Port Moody, is hereinafter called the
Western section. And that the words ¢ the Canadian Pacific
Railway,” are intended to mean the entire Railway, as
described in the Act 37th Victoria, cap. 14. The individual
parties hereto, are hereinafter described as the Company ;
and the Government of Canada is hereinafter called the
Government. '

2. The contractors immediately after the organization of
the said Company, shall deposit with the Government
$1,000,000 in cash or approved securities, as a security for
the construction of the Railway hereby contracted for. The
Government shall pay to the Company interest on the cash
deposited at the rate of four per cent. per annum, half-yearly,
and shall pay over to the Company the interest: received
upon securities deposited, the whole until default in the per-
formance of the conditions hereof, or until the repayment of
the deposit, and shall return the deposit to the Company on
the completion of the railway, according to the terms hereof,
with any interest accrued thereon. :

3. The Company shall lay out, construct and equip the
said Eastern section, and the said Central scction, of a
uniform gauge of 4 feet 8} inches, and in order to establish an
approximate standard whereby the quality and the character
of the Railway and of the materials used in the construction
thereof, and of the equipment thereof may be regulated, the
Union Pacific Railway of the United States as the same was
when first constructed, is hereby selected and fixed as such
standard. And if the Government and the Company should
be unable to agree as to whether. or not any work done or
materials furnished under this contract are in fair conformity
with such standard, or as to any other question of faet,
excluding questions of law, the subject of disagreement shall
be from time to time referred to the- determination of three
referees, one of whom shall be chosen by the Government,
one by the Company, and one by the two referees so chosen,
by whom the
expense of such reference shall be defrayed. And if such two
referees should be unable to agree mpon a third referee, he
shall be appointed at the instance of either hersto,
after notice to the other, by the Chief Justice of the Supreme
Court of Canada. And the decision of sach referees, or of
the majority of them, shall be final,
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4. The work of construction shall be commenced at the
eastern extremity of the Eastern section not later than the
first day of July next, and the work upon tho Central section
shall be commenced by the Company at such point towards
the eastern end thereof on the portion of the line now under
construction as shall be found convenient and as shall be
approved by the Government, at a date not later than the
1st May next. And the work upon the Eastern and Central
sections, shall be vigorously and continuously carried on at
such rate of annual progress on each section as shall enable
the Company to complete and equip the same and each of
them, in running order, on or before the first day of May,
1891, by which date the Company hercby agree to complete
-and equip the said sections in conformity with this contract,
unless prevented by the act of God, the Queen’s enemies,
intestine disturbances, epidemics, floods, or other causes
beyond the control -of the Company. And in case of the
interruption of the work of construction from any of the said
causes, the time fixed for the completion of the railway shall
be extended for a corresponding period.

5. The Company shall pay to the Government the cost,
according to tge contract of the portion of railway, 100
miles in length, extending from the city of Winnipeg west-
ward up t5 the time at which the work was taken out of the
bands of the contractor and the expenses since incurred by
the Government in the work of construction, but shall have
the right to assume the said work at any time and complete
the same, paying the cost of construetion as aforesaid so far
a8 the same shall then have been incurred by the Govern-
ment. .

6. Unless prevented by the act of God, the Queen’s enemies,
intestine . disturbances, epidemies, floods or other causes
beyond the control of the Government, the Government shall
cause to be completed the said Iiake Superior section, by the
dates fixed by the existing contracts for the construction
thereof ; and shall also cause to be completed the portion of
the said Western section now under contract, namely, from
Kamloops to Yale, within the period fixed by the contracts
therefor, namely, by the thirtieth day of June, 1885; and
shall also cause to be completed, on or before the first dav of
May, 1891, the remaining portion of the said Western scciion,
lying between Yale and Port Moody, which shall be cons-
tructed of equally good quality in every respect with the
standard hereby created for the portion hereby contracted
for. And the said Lake Superior section, and the portions of
the said Western section now under contract, shall be com-
pleted as nearly as practicable according to the specifications
and conditions of the contracts therefor except in so far as
the same have been modified by the. Government prior to
this contract.

7. The Railway constructed under the terms hereof shall
be the property of the Company: and pending the comple-
tion of the Eastern and Central sections, the Government
shall transfer to the Campany the possession and ri}ght to
work and run the several portions of the Canadian Pacific
Railway already constructed or as the same shall be com-
pleted. And upon the completion of the Eastern and Central
sections, the Government shall convey to the Company, with
a suitable number of station buildings and with water service
(but without equipment), those portions of the Canadian
Pacific Railway constructed or to be constructed by the
Government which shall then be completed ; and upon com-
pletion of the remainder of the portion of railway to be con-
structed by the Government, that portien shall also be
conveyed to the Company, and the Canadian Pacific Railway
shall become, and be thereafter the absolute property of the
Company. And the Company shall thereafter and forever
efficiently maintain, work and run the Canadian Facific
Railway. .

8. Upon the reception from the Government of the
session of each of the respective portions of the Canadian

Pacific Railway, the Company shall equip the same in con-
formity with the standard herein established for the equip-
ment of the sections hereby contracted for, and shall there-
after maintain and efficiently operate the same.

9. In consideration of the premises, the Government
to grant to the Company a subsidy in money of $25,000,000,
and in land of 25,000,000 acres, for which subsidies the con-
struction of the Canadian Pacific Railway shall be completed
and the same shall be equif , maintained and operated,
the said subsidies respectively to be paid and granted as the
work of construction shall proceed, in manner and upon the
conditions following, that is to say : :

a. The said subsidy in money is hereby divided and appro-
priated as follows, namely :— ’

CENTRAL SECTION.

Assumed at 1,350 miles—

15t.—800 miles, at $10,000 per mile
2nd-450 ¢ 13,333 ¢

wormneeresessass seares $9,000,000
eees 6,000,000
e §$15, 000, 000

Wevses snceee tevne

EASTERN SECTION.

Assumed at 630 miles, subsidy equal to $15,384.61
PEL MilBureses insses vuss coss woses sosensss s snnses sevese rasss- 10,000,000

e $25, 000,000

And the said subsidy in land is hereby divided and appropriated as
follows, subject to the reserve hereafter provided for.

CENTRAL SECTION.

18t.—900 miles, at 12,500 acres per mile .ocecees. .
2nd.—450 ¢ 16,668.68 T eeestms sesens

11,250,000
7,500,000
e 18,750,000

EASTERN SECTION.

Assumed at 650 miles, subsidy equal to 9,615.33

acres per mile. 6,250,000

e swesen

25,000,000

b. Upon the construction of any portion of the railway
hereby contracted for, not less than 20 miles in length and
the completion thereof 8o as to admit of the running of regu-
lar trains thereon, together with such equipment thereof as
shall be required for the traffic thereon, the Government
shall pay and grant to the Company the money, and land
subsidies applicable thereto, according to the division and
appropriation thereof made, as hereinbefore provided ; the
Company having the option of receiving in lieu of cash, ter-
minable bonds of the Government, bearing such rate of
interest for such period and nominal amount a8 may be
arranged, and which may be equivalent according to
actuarial calculation tothe corresponding cash payment, the
Government allowing four per cent. interest on monies
deposited with them.

¢. If at any time the Company shall cause to be delivered
on or near the line of thesaid railway, at a place satisfactory
to the Government, steel rails and fastenings to be used in
the construction of the railway, butin advance of the require-
ments for such construction, the Government, on the requi-
sition of the Company, shall, uﬁon such terms and conditions
as shall be determined by the Government, advance thereon
three-fourths of the value thereof at the place of delivery.
And a proportion of the amount so advanced shall be deducted
according to such terms and conditions from the subsidy to
be thereafter paid, upon the settlement for each section of
20 miles of railway, which progortion shall correspond with
the proportion of such rails and fastenings which have been
used in the construction of such sections.

d. Until the first day of January, 1882, the Company shall
have the option, instead of issuing land grant bonds as here-
inafter provided, of substituting the payment by the Govern-
ment of the interest (or part of the interest) on bonds of
the Company, mortgaging the railway and the land to be
granted by the Government, running over such term of years
as may be approved by the Governor in Council in lieu of

the cash subsidy hereby agreed to be granted to the Com-
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pany or any part thereof; such payments of interest to be
equivalent according to actuarial calculation to the corres-
ponding cash payment, the Government allowing four per
cent. interest on monies deposited with them; and the cou-
pons representing the interest on such bonds shall be guar-
anteed by the Government to the extent of such equivalent.
And the proceeds of the.sale of such bonds to the extent of
not more than $25,000,000 shall be deposited with the
Government, and the balance of such proceeds shall be
placed eclsewhere by tho Company, to the satisfaction, and
under the exclusive control of the Government; failing
which last condition the bonds in excess of those sold shall
remain in the hands of the Government. And from time to
time as the work proceeds, the Government shall pay ever
to the Company : tirstly, outof the amount so to be placed by
the Government,—and, after the expenditure of that amount,
out of the amount deposited with the Government,—sums of
money bearing the same proportion to the mileage cash sub-
sidy hereby agreed upon, which the net proceeds of such
sale (if the whole of such bonds are sold upon the issue
thereof) or, if such bonds be not all then sold, the met
proceeds of the issue, calculated at the rate at which the
sale of part them- shall have been made, shall bear to the
sum of $25,000,000. But if only a portion of the issue be
sold, the amount earned by the Company according to the
proportion aforesaid, shall be paid to the Company, partly
outof the bonds in the hands of the Government, and partly
out of the cash deposited with the Government, in similar
proportions to the amount of such bonds sold and remaining
unsold respectively; and the Company shall receive the
bonds so paid as cash at the rate at which the said partial
sale thereof shall have been made. And the Government
will receive and hold such sum of money towards the crea-
tion of a sinking fund for the redemption of such bonds and
upon such terms and conditions, as shall be agreed upon
between the Government and the Company.

e. If the Company avail themselves of the option granted
by clause d, the sum of $2,000 per mile for the first eight
hundred miles of the Central section shall be deducted pro
rata from the amount payable to the Company in respect of
the said eight hundred miles, and shall be appropriateted to
increase the mileage cash subsidy appropriated to the
remainder of the said Central section.

10. In farther consideration of the premises the Govern-
ment shall also grant to the Company the lauds required for
the roadbed of the railway, and for its stations, station
grounds, workshops, dock ground and water frontage at the
termini on navigable waters, buildings, yards, and other
appurtenances required for the convenient and effectual
construction and working of the railway, in so far as such
land shall be vested in the Government. And the Government
shall also permit the admission free of duty, of all steel rails,
fish plates and other fastenings, spikes, bolts and nuts, wire,
timber and all material for bridges, to be used in the original
construction of the railway, and of a telegraph line in connec-
tion therewith, and all telegraphic apparatus required for the
first equipment of such telegraph line. And will convey to
the Company, at cost price, with interest, all rails and fasten-
ings bought in or since the year 1879, and other matenals for
construction in the possession of or purchased by the Govern-
ment at a valuation; such rails, fastenings and materials not
being required by it for the construction of the said Lake
Superior and Western sections.

11. The grant of land hereby agreed to be made to the
Company, shall be so made in alternate sections of 640 acres
each, extending back 24 miles deep, on each side of the rail-
way, from Winnipez to Jasper House, in so far as such lands
shall be vested in the Government, the Company receiving
the sections bearing uneven numbers.. Butshould any ofsuch
sections consist in a material degree of land not fairly fit for

settlement, the Company shall not be obliged to receive them

Mr. SPEAKER.

as part of such grant, and the deficiency thereby caused and
any further deficiency which may arise from the insufcient
quantity of land along the said portion of railway, to complete
the said 25,000,000 acres, or from-the prevalence of lakes and
water stretches in the sections granted (which lakes and
water stretches shall not be computed in the acreage of sach
sections), shall be made up from other portions to be selected
by the Company in the tract known as the Fertile Belt, that is
to say the land lying between parallels 49 and 57 degrees of
north latitude or elsewhere at the option of the Company by
the grant therein of similar alternate sections extending back
24 miles deep on each side of any branch line or lines.of rail-
way to be located by the Company, and to be shown on a map
or plan thereof deposited with the Minister of Railways; or
of any common front line or lines agreed upon between the
Government and: the Company, the conditions hereinbefore
stated as to lands not fairly fit for settlement to be appli-
cable to such additional grants. And the Company -may,
with the consent of the Government, select in the North-
West Territories any tract or tracts of land not taken up
a8 a means of supplying or partially supplying such defi-
ciency. Butsuch grants shall be made only from lands
remaining vested in the Government.

12. The Government shall extinguish the Indian title
affecting the lands herein appropriated, and to be hereafter
granted in aid of the railway. ‘ :

13. The Company shall have the right subject to the
approval of the Governor in Council to lay out and locate the
line of the railway hereby contracted for, as they may see
fit, preserving the following terminal points, namely: from
Callander station to the point of junction with the Lake
Superior section; and from Selkirk to the junction with
the Western section at Kamloops by way of the Yellow Head
Pass.

14. The Company shall have the right, from time to time,
to lay out, construct, equip, maintain and work branch lines
of railway from any point or points along their main line of
railway, to any point or points within the territory of the
Dominion. Provided always that before commencing an,
branch they shall first deposit a map and plan of such branc
in the Department of Railways. And the Government shall
grant to the Company the lands required for the roadbed of
such branches, and for the stations, station grounds, buiid-
ings, workshops, yards and Gther appurtenances reguisite
for the efficient construction and working of such branches in
so far as such lands are vested in the Government.

15. For 20 years from the date hereof, no line of railway
shall be authorised by the Dominion Parliament to be cons-
tructed South of the Canadian Pacific Railway, from any
point at or near the Canadian Pacific Railway except such
line as shall run South West, or to the Westward of South
West : nor to within fifteen miles of Latitude 49. And in the
establishment of any new Province in the North West Terri-
tories, provision shall be made for continuing such prohibition
after such establishment until the expiration of the said
period. )

16. The Canadian Pacific Railway, and all stations ‘and
station grounds, workshops, buildings, yards and other
proparty, rolling stock and appurtenances required and used
for the construction and working thereof, and the capital
stock of the Company shall be forever free from taxation by
the Dominion, or by any Province hereafter to bé established
or by any Municipal Corporation therein, and the lands of
the Company, in the North-West Territories, untill they are
either sold or occupied, shall also be free from such taxation
for 20 years after the grant thereof from the Crown.

17. The Compahy shall be\authorized by their Aet of
incorporation to issue bonds, secured upon the land granted
and to be ted tothe Company, containing provisions for
the use of such bonds in the acquisition -of lands, and sach
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other conditions as the Company shall see fit, such issue to
be for $25,000,000. And should the Company make such
issue of land grant bonds, then they shall deposit them
in the hands of the Government; and the Government
shall retain and hold. onefifth of such bonds as secu-
rity for the due performance of the present contract in
Tespect of the maintenance and continuous working of the
railway by the Company, as herein agreed, for ten years
after the completion thereof, and the remaining $20,00v,000
of such bonds shall be dealt with as hereinafter provided.
And as to the said onefifth of the said bonds, so long as no

default shall occur in the maintenance and working of the |

said Canadian Pacific Railway, the Government shall not
present or demand payment of the coupons of such bonds,
nor require payment of any interest thereon. And if any
of such bonds so to be retained by the Government shall be
paid off in the manner to be provided for the extinction of
the whole issue thereof, the Government shall hold the
amount received in payment thereof as sdeurity for the
same purposes as the bonds so paid off, paying interest
thereon at four per cent. per annum go long as default is not
made by the Company in the performance of the conditions
hereof. And at the end of the said period of ten years from
the completion of the said railway, if no default shall then
have occurred in such maintenance and working thereof, the
gaid bonds, or if any of them shall then have been paid off,
the remainder of said bonds and the money received for
those paid off, with accrued interest shall be delivered back
by the Government to the Company with all the coupons
attached to such bonds. Butif such default should occur,
the Government may thereafter require payment of interest
on the bonds so held, and shall not be obliged to continue to
“pay interest on the money representing bonds paid oft; and
while the Government shall retain the right to hold the said
portion of the said land grant bonds, other securities satic-
factory to the Government may be substituted for them by
the Company by agreement with the Government.

18. If the Company shall find it necessary or expedient
~ tosell the remaining $20,000,100 of the land grant bonds

or a larger portion thereof than in the proportion of one}

dollar for each acre of land then earned by the Company,
they shall be allowed to do so, but the proceeds thereof,
over and above the amount to which the Company shall be
-entitled as herein provided, shall be deposited with the
Government. And the Government shall pay interest upon
such deposit half-yearly, at the rate of four per cent. per
annum, and shall pay over the amount of such deposit to
the Company from time to time as the work proceeds, in
the same proportions, and at the same times and upon the
same conditions as the land grant—that is to say : the Com-
pany shall be entitled to receive from the Government out
of the proceeds of the said land grant bonds, the same num-
ber of dollars as the number of acres of the land “subsidy
which shall then have been earned by them, less one fifth
thereof, that is to say, if the bonds are sold at par, butif
they are sold at less than par, then a deduction shall be
made therefrom corresponding to the discount at which
such bonds are sold. And such land grant shall be con-
veyed to them by the Government, subject to the charge
created as security for'the said land grant bonds, and shall
‘remain subject to such charge till relieved thereof in such
manner as shall be provided for at the time of the issue of
- such boods,

19. The company shall pay any expenses which shall be
incarred by the Government in carrying out the provisions
of the twa last preceding clauses of this coniract.

20, If the Company should not issie sugh land grant
bonds, then the Government shall retain from out of each
grant to be made from time to time, every fifth section of

_the lands hereby agreed to be granted, such lands to be so
retained as security for the purposes, and for the length

of time, mentioned in section eighteen hereof. And such
lands may be sold in such manner and at such
‘be agreed upon between the Govermment and t

rioes.as shall

Comy s
and in that case the price thereof shall be paid to, mﬂzu
by the Government for the same period, and for the same
purposes as the land itself, the Government paying four per
cent. per anaum interest theregn. And other securities
satisfactory to the Government may be substituted for such
lands or money by agreement with the Government.

21. The company to be incérporated, with sufficient
powers to enable them to carry out the foregoing contract,
and this contract shall only be binding in the event ofan
Act of incorporation being granted to the Company in the
form hereby appended as Schedule A.

22. The Railway Act of 1879, in so far as the provisions
of the same are appliable to the undertaking referred to in
this contract, and in so far as they are not inconsistent here-
with or inconsistent with or contrary to the provisions of
the Act of incorporation to be granted to the Company,
shall apply to the Canadian Pacific Railway.

In witness whereof the parties hereto have exocuted these

presents at the City of Otlawa, this twenty-first day of

October, 1880,

(Signed)  CHARLES TUPPER, n

Minister of Railways and Canals,

“ GEO. STEPHEN,
5 DUNCAN McINTYRE,
« J. 8. KENNEDY,
“ R. B. ANGUS,
“ J. J. HILL,
Per pro. Geo. Stephen.
“ MORTON, ROSE & Co,
“ KOHN, REINACH & Co,,
By P. Du P. Grenfell,
Signed in presence of F. Braux,
and Seal of the Department
hereto affixed by Sir CrARLES
TUPPER, in presence of

(Signed)

SCHEDULE A, REFERRED TO IN THE FOREGOING
CONTRACT.

———

INCORPORATION.

1. George Stephen, of Montreal, in Canada, Esquire ;
Duncan Mclntyre, of Montreal, aforesaid, Merchant ; John
8. Kennedy, of New York, in the State of New York, Banker
the firm of Morton, Rose and Company of London, in En‘g:
land, Merchants ; the firm of Kohn, Reinach and Company,
of Paris, in France, Bankers; Richard B. Angus and James
J. Hill, both of St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota, Esquires;
with all such other persons and corporations as shall become
shareholders in the Company hereby incorporated, shall be
and they are hereby constituted a body corporate and politic
by the name of the * Canadian Pacific Railway Company_f;

2. The capital stock of the Company shall be ‘twenty-five
million dollars, divided into shares of one hundred dollars
each, which shares shall be transferable in such manner and
upon such conditions as shall be provided by the by-laws of
the Company ; and such shares, or any part thereof, may be
granted and issued as paid-up shares for value bond" fide
received by the Company, either in money at par or at sueh
price and upon such conditions as the board of directors may
fix ; or as part of the consideration of any contract made by
the Company. - : '

3. As s00n as five million dollars of the stock of the Com-
pany have been subscribed, and thirty per centum thercof
paid up, and upon the deposit with the Minister of Finance

F. Bravunw.
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of the Dominion of one million dollars in money, or in secu-
rities approved by the Governor in Council, for the purpose
and upon the conditionsin the foregoing Contract provided,
the said contract shall become and be tranmsferred to the
Company, without the execution of any deed or instrument
in that behalf; and the Company shall, thereupon, become
and be vested with all the rights of the contractors named
‘in the said contract, and shall be subject to, and liable for,
all their duties and obligations, to the same extent and in the
same manner as if the said contract had been executed by
the said Company instead of by the said contractors ; and
theroupon the said contractors, as individuals, shall cease to
have any right or interest in the said contract, and shall not
be subject to any liability or responsibility under the terms
thereof otherwise than as members of the corporation hereby
created. And upon the performance of the_said conditions
respecting the subscription of stock, the partial payment
thereof, and the deposit of one million dollars to the satisfac-
tion of the Governor in Council, the publication by the
Secretary of State in the Canada Gozette, of a notice that
the transfer of the contract to the Company has been effected
and completed shall be conclusive proof of the fact. And
the Company shall cause to be paid up, on or before the
first day of May next, a further instalment of twenty per
centum upon the said first snbscrigtion of five million dollars,
of which call thirty days notice by circular mailed to each
shareholder shall be sufficient. And the Company shall eall
in, and cause to be paid up, on or before the 3lst day of
December, 1882, the remainder of the said first subscription
of five million dollars.

4. All the franchises and powers necessary or useful to the
Company to enable them to carry out, perform, enforce, use,
and avail themselves of every condition, stipulation, obliga-
tion, duty, right, remedy, privilege, and advantage agreed
upon, contained or described in the said contract, are hereby
conferred upon the Company. And the enactment of the
special provisions hereinafter contained shall not be held to
impair or dero%)ate from the generality of the franchisesand
powers so hereby conferred upon them. |

DIRECTORS.

6. The said George Stephen, Duncan McIntyre, John S.
Kennedy, Richard B. Angus, James J. Hill, Henry Staf:
ford Northeote, of London, aforesaid, Esquires ; Pascoe du P.
Grenfel], of London, aforesaid, Merchant, Charles Day
Rose, of London, aforesaid, Merchant, and Baron J. de
Reinach, of Paris, aforesaid, Banker; are hereby constituted
the first directors of the Company, with power to add to
their number ; but 8o that the directors shall not in all exceed
fifteen in number; and the majority of the directors, of
whom the President shall be one, shall be British subjects.
And the Board of Directors so constituted shall have all the
powers hereby conferred upon the directors of the Company,
and they shall hold office until the first:annual meeting of
the shareholders of the Company.

6. Each of the directors of the Company, hereby appointed,.
or hereafter appointed or elected, shall hold at least two
hundred and fifty shares of the stock of the Company. But
the number of directors to be hereafter elected by the share-
holders shall be such, not exceeding fifteen, as shall be fixed
by by-law, and subject to the same conditions as the dirvec-
tors appointed by, or under the authority of, the last preced-

- ing section ; the number thereof may be hereafter altered
from time to time in like.manner. The votes for their elec-
tion shall be by ballot. ,

7. A majority of the directors shall form & quorum of the

board, and until otherwise provided by By-law, directors rma.y'1

vote and act by proxy, such proxy to be held by a director

only; but no director shall hold more than two proxies, and

no meeti;g of directors shall be competent to trapsact

business unless at least three directors are present thereat in
Mr. SpEAKER,

person, the remaining number of directors required to form a
gquorum being represented by proxies.~ o

8. The board of directors may appoint from out of their
number an Executive Committee, com of a least three
directors, for the transaction of the ordinary business-of the
Company, with such powers and duties as shall be fixed by
the by-laws; and the President shall be ex gfficio a member
of such committee.

9. The chief place of business of the Company shall be at
the City of Montreal, but the Company may from time to
time, by by-law, appoint and fix other places within or
beyond the limits of Canada at which the business of the Com-
pany may be transacted; and at which the directors or
shareholders may meet, when called as shall be determined
by the by-laws. And the Company shall appoint and fix by
By-law, at least one place in each Province or Territory
through which the Ig{)ailway shall pass, where service of
process may be made upon the Company, in respect of any
cause of action arising within such Provinceor Territory ;
and may afterwards, from time to time, change such place
by By-law. And a copy of any By-law fixing or changing
any such place, duly authenticated as herein provided, shall
be deposited by the Company in the office, at the seat of
Government of the Province or Territory to which such By-
law shall apply, of the Clerk or Prothonotary of the highest,
or one of the highest, Courts of civil jurisdiction of such
Prevince or Territory. And if any cause of action shall arise
against the Company within any Province or Territory, and
any writ or process be issued against the Company thereon
out of .any Court in such Province or Territory, service of
such process may be validly made upon the Company at the
place within such Province or Territory so appointed and
fixed ; but if the Company fail to appoint and fix such place,
or to deposit as hereinbefore provided, the By-law made in that
behalf, any such process may be validly served upon the
Company, at any of the stations of the said Railway within
such Province or Territory.

SHAREHOLDERS.

10. The first annual meeting of the shareholders of the
Company, for the appointment of directors, shall be held on
the second Wednesday in May, 1882, at the principal Office
of the Company, in Montreal ; "and the annual general
meeting of shareholders, for the election of directors and the
transaction of business generally, shall be held on the same
day in each year thereafter at the same place unless other-
wise provided by the By-laws. ‘And notice of each of such
meetings shall be given by the publication thereof in the
Canada Gazette for four weeks, and by such further means
as shall from time to time be directed by the By-laws.

11. Special general meétings of the shareholders may be
convened in such manner as shall be provided by the by-
laws. And except as hereinafter provided, notice of such
meetings shull be given in the same manner as notices of
annual general meetings, the purpose for which such
meeting is called being mentioned in the notices thereof;
and, except as hereinafter provided, all such meetings shall
be held at the chief place of business of the Company.

12. If at any time before the first annual meeting of the
shareholders of the Company, it should become expedient
that & meeting of the directors of the Company, or a s;;eeia[
general meeting of the shareholders of the Company, shonld
be held, before such meeting can conveniently be called, and
notice thereof given in the manner provided by this Act, or
by the by-laws; or before by-laws in that behalf have been
| passed; and at a place other than at the chief place of busi-
ness of the Company in Montreal before the énactment of a
by-law authorising the holding of such meeting elsewhere;
it shall be lawful for the President or for any three of the
directors of the Company to call special meetings either of

directors or of shareholders, or of both, to be held at the
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city: of Lionden in England, at times and places respectively,
to be ftated inthe motices to be given of such meeti
respectively. ~And notices of such meetings may be validly
given by a dircular mailed to the ordinary address of each
director ershareholder as the case may be, in time to enable
hint.4e attend such meeting, stating in general terms the
purpese of the-intended meeting. And in the case of a
meeting -of shareholders, the proceedings of such meeting
shall be held to be “valid and sufficient, and to be binding on
the ‘Company in all respects, if every shareholder of the
Company be present thereat in person or by proxy: not-
withstanding that notice of such meeting shall not have
been-given in the manner required by this Aet.

13. No shareholder holding shares upon which any call is
overdue and unpaid shall vote at any meeting of share-
holders. And unless otherwise provided by the by-laws, the
person holding the proxy of a sharcholder shall be himself a
shareholder.

14..No call upon unpaid shares- shall be made for more
than twenty per centum upon the amount theroof.

RAILWAY AND TELEGRAPH LINE.

15. The company may lay out, construct, acquire, equip,
maintain and work a continuous line of railway of the gauge
of four feet eight and one-half inches; which railway shall
extend from the terminus of the Canada Central Railway near
Lake Nipissing, known as Callander Station, to Port

- Moody in the Province of British Columbia; and also, a
branch line of railway from some point on the main line of
railway to Fort William on Thunder Bay; and also the ex-
isting branch line of railway from Selkirk in the Province of
Manitoba to Pembina in the said Province; and also other
branches to be located by the Company from time to time as
provided by the said contract ; the said branches to be of
the gatige aforesaid; and the said main line of railway, and
the said branch lines of railway, shall be commenced and
completed as provided by the said contract; and together
with such other branch lines ag shall be hereafter constructed
by the said Company, and any extension of the said
main line of railway that shall hereafter be constructed or
acquired by the Company, shall constitute theline of railway
hereinafter called THE CANADIAN Paciric Rarnway.

16. The Company may construct, maintain and work a
continuous telegraph line and telephone lines throughout
and along the whole line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, or
any part thereof, and may also construct or acquire by
purchase; lease or otherwise, any other line or lines of tele-
graph connecting with the line so to be constructed along
the line of the said railway, and may undertake the trans-
_ mission of messages for the public by any such line or lines
of telegraph or telephone, and collect tolls for so doing; or
may lease such line or lines of telegraph or telephone, or any
portion thereof; and, if they think proper to undertake the
transmission of messages for hire, they shall be subject to
the provisions of the fourteenth, fifteenth and sixteenth sec-
tions of chapter sixty-seven of the Consolidated Statutes OfT
Canada. And they may use any improvement that may
hereafter be invented (subjeet to the rights of patentees) for
telegraphing or telephoning, and any other means of com-
munication that may be deemed expedient by the Company
at any time hereafter. .

POWERS.

18. “ The Consolidated Railway Act, 1879,” in so far as
the provisions of the same are applicable to the undertaking
authorized by this charter, and in so far as they are not in-
congistent with or contrary to the provisions hereof, and
save and except as hereinafter provided, is hereby incor-
porated herewith. :

18. As respects the said railway, the seventh section of
“Tﬁcs(;'onaolidated Railway Act,1879,” relating to Poweérs, and

the eighth section thercof relating to Plans and Surveys, shall |
be subject to the following provisions:— ,

a. The Company shall- have the right to take, use and hold
the beach and land below high water mark, in any stieam,
lake, navigable water, gulf or sea, in so far as the same shall
be vested in the Crown and shall not be required by the
Crown; to such extent as shall be required by the Company
for its railway and other works, and as shall be exhibited by
a map or plan thereof deposited in the office of the Minister
of Railways. But the provisions of this sub-section shall
not apply to any beach or land lying East of Liake Nipissing
except with the approval of the Governor in Council.

4. Tt shall be sufficient that the map or plan and book of
roference for any portion of the line of the railway, not being
within any district or county for which there is a Clerk of the
Poace, be deposited in the offico of the Minister of Railways
of Canada, and any omission, mis-statement or erroneous des-
cription-of any lands therein may be corrected by the Compa-
ny, with the consent of the Minister and certified by him ; and
the Company may then make the railway in accordance with
such certified correction.

¢. The eleventh sub-section of the said eighth section of the
Railway Act shall not apply to any portion of the railway
passing over ungranted lands of the Crown, or lands not
within any surveyed township in any Province; and in such
places, deviations not exceeding five miles from the line shown
on the map or plan as aforesaid, deposited by the Company,
shall be allowed, without any formal correction or certificate ;
and any further deviation that may be found expedient may
be authorized by order of the Governor in Council, and the
Company may then make their railway in accordance with
such authorized deviation.

d. The map or plan and book of reference of any ({mrt of the
main line of the Canadian Pacific Railway made and deposited
in accordance with this section, after approval by the Gov-
ernor in Council, and of any branch of such railway hereafter
to be located by the said Company in respect of which the ap-
proval of the Governor in Council shall not be necessary,
shall avail as if made and deposited as required by the said
“ Consolidated Railway Act, 1079,” for all the purposes of
the said Act, and of this Act; and any copy of, or extract
therefrom, certified by the said Minister or his Deputy, shall
be received as evidence in any court of law in Canada,

e. It shall bo sufficient that a map or profile of any part of
the completed railway, which shall not lie within any county
or district having a registry office, be filed in the office of the
Minister of Railways. :

19. It shall be lawful for the Company to take from any
public lands adjacent to or near the line of the said railway,
all stone, timber, gravel and other materials which may .Ze’
necessary or useful for the construction of the railway ; and
also to lay out and appropriate to the use of the Company, a
greater extent of lands, whether {public or private, for
stations, depots, workshops, buildings, side-tracks, wharves,
harbors and roadway, and for establishing screens against
snow, than the breadth and quantity mentioned in * The
Consolidated Railway Act, 1879,” such greater extent thken,
in any case, being allowed by the Government, and shown on
the maps or plans deposited with the Minister of Railways.

20. The limit to the reduction of tolls by the Parliament
of Canada provided for by the eleventh sub-section of the
17th section of the Consolidated Railway Act, 1879, respecting
TOLLS, is hereby extended, so that such reduction may be to
such an extent that such tolls when reduced shall not
produce less than ten per cent. per annum Proﬁt on the
capital actually expended in the construction of the Railway,
instead of not less than fifteen per cent. per annum profit, as
provided by the said sub-section; and so also that such
redaction shall not be made unless the net income of the
Company, ascertained as described in said sub-section, shall
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have exceeded ten per cent. per annum instead of fifteen per
cent. per annum as provided by the said sub-section. And
the exercise by the Gowvernor in Council of the power of
reducing the tolls of the Company as provided by
sub-section of said section seventeen is hereby limited to the
same extent with relation to the profit of the Company, and
to its net revenne, as that to which the power of Parliament
to reduce tolls is limited by said sub-section eleven as hereby
amended. : :

21. The first and second sub-sections of section 22, of the
Consolidated Ralway Act, 1879, shall not apply to the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company; and it is hereby
enacted that the transfer of shares in the undertaking shall
be made only ugon the books of the Company in person or
by attorney, and shall not be valid unless so made; and the
form and mode of transfer shall be such as shall be from
time to time regulated by the By-laws of the Company.
And the funds of the Company shall not be used in any
advance upen the security of any of the shares or stock of
the Company.

22. The third and fourth sub-sections of said section 22 of
the Consolidated Railway Act, of 1879 shall be subject to the
following provisions, namely, that if before the completion
of the Railway and works under the said contract, any
transfer should purport to be made of any stock or share in
the Company, or any transmission of any share should be
effected under the provisions of said sub-section four; to a
person not already a shareholder in she Company; and if in
the opinion of the Board it should not be expedient that the
person (not being already a shareholder) to whom such
transfer or transmission shall be made or effected should be
accepted as a shareholder; the Directors may, by resolution,
veto such transfer or transmission; and thereafter, and until
after the completion of the said Railway and works under
the said contract, such person shall not be, or be recognized
as a shareholder in the Company; and the original share-
holder, or his estate, as the case may be, shall remain
subject to all the obligations of -a shareholder in the Com-
pany, with all the rights conferred upon ashareholder under
this Act. But any firm holding paid-up shares in the Com-
pany may transfer the whole or any of such shares to any
partner in such firm having already an interest as such
partner in such shares, without being subject to such veto.
And in the event of such veto being exercised, a note shall
be taken of the transfer or transmission so vetoed in order
that it may be recorded in the books of the Company after-
the completion of the Railway and works as aforesaid : But
-until such completion, the transfer or transmission so vetoed
shall not confer any rights, nor have any effect of any nature
or kind whatever as respects the Company.

23. Sub-section sixteen of seetion nineteen, relating to
PRERIDENT AND DIREOTORS, THEIR ELECTION AND DUTIES;
sub-section two of section twenty-four, rélating to By-Laws,
Norices, &c., sub-sections five and six of section iwenty-
eight, relating to GENERAL PROVISIONS, and section ninety-
seven, relating to RaiLway Funp, of the Consolidated Rail
way Act, 1879, shall not, nor shall any of them apply to the
Canadian Pacific Railway or to the Company hereby "incor-
porated. ‘

24. The said Company shall afford all reasonable facilities
to the Ontavio. Pacific Junction Railway Company when
their railway shall be completed to a point of junction with
the Canadian Paeifio  Railway ; and to the Canada Central
Railway Company, for the receiving, forwarding and deliver-
ing of trafic upon and from the railways of the said Com-
panies, respectively ; and -for the return of carriages, trucks
and other vehicles; and no one of the said Companies shall
give or continue any preference or advantage to, or in favor
of either of the others, or of any particular description of
traffic; in any respect whatsoever; nor shall any one of the
said Companies subject any other thereof, or any particular
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deseription of traffic, to any prejudice erdisadvan many
respect whatsoever ; and any one of the said Companies which
shall bave any terminus or station near .any terminus or
station of either of the others, shall afford all reascpable..
facilities for receiving and forwarding all the traffic arriving
by either of the others, without any unreasonable delay, and:
without any preference or advantage, or prejudice or - disad:
vantage ; and so that no obstruction may be offered in the:

| using of such railway as a continuous line of communica-

tion ; and so that all reasonable accommodation may at all
times, by the means aforesaid, be mutually afforded by and.
to the said several railway companies; and the said Cana-
dian Pacific Railway Company shall receive and carry all
freight and passenger traftic shipped to or from™ any - point:
on the railway of either of the said above named railway
companies passing over the Canadian Pacific Railway or any
part thereof, at the same mileage rate and subject to the
same charges for similar services: without granting or
allowing any preference or advantage to the traffic coming
from or going upon one of such railways over such traffic’
coming from or going upon the other of them, reserving,
however, to the said Canadian Pacific Railway Company the
right of making special rates for purchasers of land, or for
emigrants or intending emigrants, which special rates shall-
not govern or affect the rates of passenger traffic as between
the said Company and the said two above named Companies
or either of them. And any agreement made between anmy
two of the said companies contrary to the foregoing provi-
sions, shall be unlawful, null and void.

25. The Company, under the authority of a special general
meeting of the shareholders thereof; and as an extension of
the railway hereby authorized to be constructed; may
purchase or acquire by lease or otherwise, and hold and
operate, the Canada Central Railway, or may amalgamate
therewith, and may purchase or acquire by lease or other-
wise and hold and operate a line or lines of railway from
the City of Ottawa to any point at navigable water on the
Atlantic seaboard or to any intermediate point, or may
acquire running powers over any railway now constructed .
between Ottawa and any such point or intermediate point.
And the Company may purchase or acquire any such rail-
way subject to such existing mortgages, charges or. liens
thereon as shall be agreed upon; and shall possess with
regard to any lines of ralway so purchased, or acquired,
and becoming the pr(())?erty of the Company, the same
powers as to the issue of bonds thereon, or on any of them,
to an amount not exceeding twenty thousand dollars per
mile; and as to the security for such bonds, as are conferred -
upon the Company by the twenty-seventh section hereof, in
respect of bonds to be issued upon the Canadian Pacific
Railway. But such issue of bonds shall not affect the right
of any holder of mortgages or other charges alrpady existing
upon any line of railway so purchased or acquired; and the
amount of bonds hereby authorized to be issued upon such
line of railway shall be diminished by the amouny of ruch
existing mortgages or charges thereon. :

26. The Company shall have power and -authority to erec}
and maintain docks, dockyards, wharves, slips and piers at
any point on or in connection with the said Canadian Pacific -
Railway, and at all the termini thereof on navigable water,
for the convenience and accommodation of vessels and eleva-
tors; and also to acquire, and work elevators, and to acquire,
own, hold, charter, work, and run, steam gaal;)?d other ve;sel;;
for cargo and passengers upon any navigable water, whic
-the Ca.ng:dian mlﬁ!ég.[{mlwlgy may reach or commect with.

BY-LAWE.

27. The by-laws of the Company may provide for the
remuneration of the president and directors of the Cempany,
and of any executive committée of such directors; apd for

the transfer of stock and shares; the registration and inserip-
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~taom of stock, shares, and bonds, and the transfer of registered
“bonds; and the pa; t of dividends and interest; at any
‘place or g within er beyond the limits of Canada; and
for 8 matters requaired by the said contraet or by this
“Aet:to be regnlated by bylaws. But the by-laws of the
‘Uompany made as provided by law shall in no case have any
foree jor effect after the next general mesting of shareholders,
‘which-shall be held after the passage of such by-laws, unless
they are approved by such meeting.

. BONDS.
28, The Company; under the authority ofa special general

© savebimg of the shareholders called for the purpose, may
isste mortgage bonds to the extent of ten thousand dollars
- per -miile -of the Canadian Pacific Railway for the purposes
of the wndertaking authorized by the present Act; which
~imsue - shall copstitue a first mortgage and privilege upon
-the uaid: raitway, eonstructed or scquired, and to be there-
" #fer constracted, or aoquired, and wpon its property, real
- and: pereonal, acquired and to be thereafter acquired includ-
: iﬁmﬂh stock, and plant; and upon its tolls and revenues
‘(after dedaction from such tolls and revenues of working
~expendes) ;-and upon the franchises of the Company; the
‘whole ‘as shall be declared and described as so mortgaged
in any deed of mortgage as hereinafter provided. Provided
always, however, that if the Company shall have issued, or
shall intend to issue land grant bonds under the provisions
of the thirtieth section hereof, the lands granted and to
be granted by the Government to the Company may be ex-
cluded from the operation of such mortgage and privilege;
and V%rovidéd also that such mortgage and privilege shall not
attach upon any property which the Company are hereby,
or by the said contract, anthorized to acquire or receive from
the Govermment of Canada until the same shall have been
conveyed by the Government to the Company; but shall
attach upen such property, if so declared in such deed, as
soon as the same shall be cenveyed to the Company. And
such mortgage and privilege may be evidenced by a deed or
‘deeds of mortgage executed by the Company, with the
authority of its shareholders expressed by a resolution passed
atsuch special general meeting; and any such deeé) ma
Gontain such description of the property mortgaged by suc
deed, and such conditions respecting the payment of the
bonds secured thereby and of tﬁe interest thereon, and the
remedies which shall be enjoyed by the holders of such bonds
or by any trustee or trustees for them in default of such
payment ; and the enforcement of such remedies; and ma
provide for such forfeitures and penalties, in default of suc
payment; as may be approved by such meeting; and may
‘also contain, with the approval aforesaid, authority to the
trustee or trustees, upon such default, as one of such reme-
dies, to take possession of the railway and property mort-
ed, and to hold and run the same for the benefit of the
ndholders thereof for a time to be limited by such deed ;
or to sell the said railway and property, after such delay,
and _mpon such terms and conditions as may be stated in
such deed ; and with like approval any spch deed may con-
tain provisions to the effect that upon such default aud
upon such other conditions as shall be described in such
.deed, the right of voting possessed by the shareholders
of the Company, and by the holders of preferred stock
-therein, or by either of them, shall cease and deter-
mine, and shall thereafler appertain to the Bondholders, or
to them and to the holders of the whole or of any part of
the preferred stock of the Company, as shall be declared by
‘such deed; and such deed may also provide for the condi-
-tional or absolute cancellation-after such sale of any or all
‘of the shhres so deprived of voting power; or of any or all
-of the preferred stock of the Company, or both ; and may also,
either directly by its berms, or indirectly by reference to the
‘By-laws of the Company, provide for the mode of enforcing
and exercising the powers and authority to be conferred and

defined by such deed, under the provisions hereof. And such
deed, and the provisions thereof made under the aythority
hereof ; and such other provisions thereof as shal purport
(with like approval) to grant such further and other powers
and privileges to such trastee or trustees and to :such
‘bondholders, as are not contrary to law or to the providions
of this. Act, shall be valid and binding. But if any :change
in the ownership or possession of the said Railway and pro-

rty shall at any time take plmee under the.provisions
Ezreof, or of any such deed, or in any other manner, thesaid
Railway and property shall continue to be held and ted
under the provisions hereof, and of the Consolidated :Railway
Act of 1879 as hereby modified. And if the Compeny
does not avail itself of the power of issuing bends secured
HFOD the land grant alone as hereinafter provided, the issue
of bonds hereby authorized may be increased to any amount
not exceeding twenty thousand dollars per miile of the said
Canadian Pacific Railway. -

29. If any bond issue be made by the Company under -the
last preceding section before tho said railway is cempleted
according to the said Contract, a proportion of the proceeds .
of such bonds, or a pmgortion of sach bonds if they be not
sold, corresponding to the proportion of the work contracted
Mor then remaining incomplete, shall be received by the
Government, and shall be held, dealt with and, from time to
time, paid over by the Government tothe Company upon the
same conditions, in the same manner and -aceording to the
same Pproportions as the proceeds-of the bonds, the issue of
which is contemplated by sub-section d of Clause 9, ef the
said Contract, and by the thirty-first section horeof.

0. The Company may also issue mortgage bonds to the
extent of twenty-five million dollars upon the lands granted’
in aid of the said railway and of the undertaking authorized
by this Act; such issue to be made only upon similar
authority to that required by this Act for the issue of bonds
upon the railway : and when so made such bonds shall con-
stitute a first mortgage upon such lands, and shall attach
upon - them when they shall be granted, if* they are not
actually granted at the time of the issue of such bonds. And
such mortgage may be evidenced by a deed or deeds of mort-
gage to be executed under like authority to the-deed securing
the issue of bonds on the railway; and such deed or-deeds
#nder like authority may contain similar conditions.and may
confer upon the trustee or trustees named thereunder and upon
the holders of the bonds secured thereby, remedies, authority,
power and privileges and may provide for forfeitures and
penalties, similar to those which may be inserted and pro-
vided for under the provisions‘of this Act in anydeed secur-
ing the issue of bonds on the railway, together with such
other provisions and couditions not inconsistent with. law. or
with this Act as shall be so authorized. And such bonds
may be styled Land Grant Bonds, and they and the proceeds
thereof shall be dealt with in the manner provided in the
said contract.

31. The Company may in the place and stead of the said
land grant bonds, issue bonds under the twenty:eighth
section hereof, to such amount as they shall -agree with the
Government to issue, with the interest guaranteed by the
Government as provided for in the said contract ;- such bonds
to constitute a mortgage upon the g;operty of the Company
and its franchises acquired and to be thereafter acquired—
including the main line of the Canadian Pacific -Railway,
and the %ranches’ thereof hereinbefore desc¢ribed, with the
plant and rolling stock thereof acquired and to be thereafter
acquired, but exclusive of such other branches thereof and
of such personal property as shall be excluded by the deed
of mortgage to be executed as security for such issue. And
the provisions of the said twenty-eighth section shall apply
to such issue of bonds, and to the security whieh may be
given for the payment thereof, and they and the proceeds
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thereof shall be dealt with as hereby and by ‘the said con-
tract provided.

32, It shall not be necessary to affix the seal of the Com-
pany to any mortgage bond issued under the authority of
this Act; and every such bond issued without such seal
shall have the same force and effect; and be held, treated
and dealt with by all courts of law and of equity, as if it
were sealed with the seal of the company. And if it is
provided by the mortgage deed executed to secure the issue
of any bonds, that any of the signatures to such bonds or to
the coupons thereto appended, may be engraved, stamped
or lithographed thereon, such engraved, stamped or litho-
gmphef signatures shall be valid and binding on the
Company. -

33. The phrase “ working expenses”’ shall mean and in-
clude all expenses of maintenance of the railway, and of the
stations, buildings, works and conveniencies belonging
thereto, and of the rolling and other stock and moveable
plant used in the working thereof, and also all such tolls,
rents or annual sums as may be paid in respect of the hire
of engines, carriages or waggons let to the company; also
all rent, charges, or interest on the purchase money 6f lands
belonging to the Company, purchased but not paid for, or.
not fully paid for; and also all expenses of and incidental to,
working the railway and the traffic thereon, including stores
and consumable articles; also rates, taxes, insurance and
‘compensation for accidents or losses; also all salaries and
wages of persons employed in and about the working of the
railway and traffic, and all office and management expenses,
including directors’ fees, agency, legal and otherlike expenses.

34, The bonds authorized by this Act to be issued upon the
railway or upon the lands to be granted to the Company,
or both, may be so issued in whole or in part in the denomi-
nation of dollars, pounds sterling, or francs, or in any or ali of
them, and the coupons may be for payment in denominations
similar to those of the bond to which they are attached.
And the whole or any of such bonds, may be pledged, nego-
tinted or sold upon such conditions and at such price as the
Board of Directors shall from time to time determine. And
provision mey be made by the By-laws of the Company, that
after the issue of any bond, the same may be surrendered to
the Company by the holder thereof, and the Company may,
in exchange therefor, issue to such holder inscribed stock of
‘the Company, which inscribed stock may be registered or
inscribed at the chief place of business of the Company or
elsewhere, in such manner, with such- rights, liens, priv-
ileges and preferences ; at such place; and upon such con-
ditions ; as shall be provided by the By-laws of the Com-
pany. : 4

35. It shall not be necessary, in order to preserve] the
priority, lien, charge, mortgage or privilege, purporting to
appertain to or be created by any bond issued or mortgage
deed executed under the provisions of this Act; that such
bond or deed should be enregistered in any manner, or in an
place whatever. But every such mortgage deed shall be
deposited in the office of the Secretary of State: of which

deposit notice shall be given in the Canada Gazette. Andin '

like manner any agreement entered into by the Company,
under section thirty-four of this Act, shall also be deposited
in the said office. And a copy of any such mortgage deed,
or agreement, certified to be a true copy by the Secretary of
State or his Deputy, shall be received as primd facie evidence
of the original in all courts of justice, without proof of the
signatures or seal upon such original,

36. If, at any time, any ngreement be made by the
Company with any persons intending to become bomd-
holders of the Company ; or be contained in any mortgage
deed executed under the authority of this Act; restricting
the issue of bonds by the Company, under the powers con-

Mr. SpeAKER,
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ferred by this Act; or -defining or. limiting the mede of
exercising such powers ; the-Company, after-the deposit
thereof with the Secretary of State as - hereinbefore pro-
vided, shall not act upon such powers otherwise :than as.
defined, restricted and limited by such agreement. -:And no
bond thereafter issued by the Company, and no order, reso-
lution or proceeding. thereafter made, passed orhad by the
Company, or by the board of directors, eontrary to the
terms of such agreement, shall be valid or effectual. :

37. The Company may, from time to time, issue guar-
anteed or preferred stock at such- price,. to such, ameunt,
not exceeding ten thousand dollars per anile, and upen such
conditions as to the preferences and privileges appertaining
thereto, or. to different issues or classes thereof, and
otherwise as shall be authorized by the majority. in value of
the shareholders present in person or represented by proxy
at any annual meeting or at any special general meeting
thereof called for the purpose,~notice of the intention to pro-
pose such issue at such meeting being given in the notice
calling sach meeting, But the guarantee or- preference
accorded to such stock shall not interfere with_the: lien,
mortgage and privilege attaching to bonds issued under the
authority of this Act. And the holders of such -preferred
stock shall have such power of voting at meetings of share-
holders, as shall be conferred upon them by the By-laws of
the Company. E

- EXECUTION OF AGREEMENTS,

38. Every contract, agreement, engagement, scrip certifi-
cate or bargain made, and every bill of exthange drawn,
accepted or endorsed, and every promissory note and cheque
made, drawn or endorsed on behalf of the Company, by any
agent, officer or servant of the Company, in general accord-
ance with his powers as such under the by-laws of the Com-
pany, shall be binding upon the Company; and in no case
shall it be negessary to have the seal of the Company affixed
to any such bill, note, cheque, contract, agreement, engage-
ment, bargain, or serip certificate, or to prove that the same
was made, drawn, accepted or endorsed, as the case may be,
in pursuance of any by-law or special vote or order ; nor shall
the party so acting as agent, officer or servant of the Com-
pany be subjected individually to any liability, whatsoever, to
any third party therefor; Provided always, that nothing in
this Act shall be construéd to authorize the Company to issue
any note payable to the bearer thereof, or any promissory
note intended to be circulated as money, or as the note of a
bandk, or to engage in the business of banking or insurance.

L ]

GENERAL PROVISIONS.

39. The Company shall, from time to time, furnish such
reports of the progress of the work, with such -details and
plans of the work, as the Government may require,

40. As respects places not within any Province, .any
b*y the Consolidated - Railway Act, 1879, to
be given in the ¥ Official Gazette ” of a Province, may.be
given in the Canada Gazetie. :

41. Deeds and conveyances of lands to the Company for
the purposes of this Act, (not being letters patent from the
Crown) may, in so far as circumstances will admit, be in
the form following, that is o say :— ’ N

“Know all mén by these presents, that I, A. B.;in ¢on-
sideration of paid to me by the Canadian Pasific
Railway Company, the receipt whereof is hereby acknow-
ledged, grant, barganin, sell and convey unto the said The
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, their successors and
assigns, all that tract or 1 of land (describe the land) to
have and to hold the said land and premises unto ‘the said
Company, their successors and assigns for ever.
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* “ Witness my hand and seal, this day of
one thousand eight hundred and
“Signed, sealed and delivered
~ in presence of } AB [LS]
“C. D.
“E.F.

or in any other form to the like effect. And every deed made
in accordance herewith shall be held and construed to impose
upon the vendor executing the same the obligation of gua-
ranteeing the Company and its assigns against all dower and
" claim for dower and against all hypothecs and mortgagesand
against all liens and charges whatsoever, and also that he has
& good, valid and transferable title thereto.

COMMISSION OF INTERNAL ECONOMY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD delivered a Message
from His Excellency the Governor Generall

Mr, SPEAKER read the Message, as follows :—
Lorne.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, two
approved Minutes in Council, appointing the Right Henorable Sir John
A. Macdonald, Minister of the Interior; the Honorable Sir Leonard
Tilley, Minister of Finance ; the Honorable Sir Charles Tupper, Minister
of Railways and Canals, and the Honorable Hector L. Langevin, C.B.,
Minister of Public Works, to act with the Speaker of the House of
Commons, a8 Commissioners for the purposes and under the provisions of
the Act 31 Victoria, Chapter 27, intituled: ‘‘An Act respecting the
¢ Internal Economy of the House of Commong, and for other purposes.”’

GoveERNMENT HoUsE,

OTTAWA, 10th December, 1880.

- SUPPLY.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved:

““That this House will, on Friday next, resolye itself into a Committee
to consider a Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.”

Motion agreed to. .
: WAYS AND MEANR,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved :

“That this House will, on Friday next, resolve itsell into a Com-
mittee to consider the Ways and Means for raising the Supply to be
granted to Her Majesty.”’

Motion agreed to.
. ADJOURNMENT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House. , .

Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT asked when the
Public Accounts would be laid on the Table.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I hope they may be ready by
Christmas, but I am not quite certain. We are making an
effort to have them ready then.

Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT. May I farther
enquire whether, if they are ready by Christmas, the hon.
Minister can distribute them to the Members of the House?
It would possibly save some trouble and inconvenience if
he did.

Mr. BLAKE. Are the papers just laid on the Table all
the papers that are to be supplied, in accordance with the
terms of the Speech.

“Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is a motion on the
paper.
p’al{r. BLAKE. Iam aware. But the Speech declared that
‘we were to receive some papers; 1 simply enquire whether
these are all the papers. ) ]

" Bir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.

Mr. BLAKE. And, may I ask, are they in print ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, they will be distri-

buted in the Votes in the morning.

| eonnected therewith, ete.

Mr. ANGLIN stated that last session he had moved: for a
return relating to the lands of the North-West—the quanti-
ties sold, the prices at which they were sold, the expenses
The hon. Minister had stated that
the Government intended to lay before the House a Return
of & somewhat similar character. If that.general return
were brought down, it would, of course, render unnegesear,
the one for which he had moved. It was information whic
he thought the House should be put in possession of beforo
they discussed the Pacific Railway bargain, so that they
might form a closer estimate of the value of the lands in the
North-West than they could by means of the conjectures in
which hon. members were forced to indulge. He would like
to ask the hon. the First Minister if he knew anything of
:.lhat return, or whether the generdl return would be brought

own. . ;

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I domnot know anything
about the special retwrn the hon. gentleman speaks - of, but
the general return is almost ready, if it is not already in the
hands of the printers—a very full statemeont.

House adjourned at 10:30 o’clock, p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
‘ Monpay, 13th December, 1880,
The SpeakeR took the Chair at Three o’clock. -
PRAYERS.

EXPLORATIONS ON ST. LAWRENCE.

Mr. LANTIER enquired, Whether the Engineer-in-Chicef
of Canals has received instructions to make a report on the
explorations made on the north side of the St. Lawrence,
from Coteau Landing to the Bay of Cascades, for the con-
struction of a canal; and, if so, whether his, report is ready
and the Goverhment prepared to give a decision on that
question ? '

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1begloave tosay, in answer to
the question of the hon. member, that the Chiet Engineer. of
Canals has been requested and received instructions, to make
a report on the subject referred to in this question; that he
has stated the matter is one of very great importance
indeed, and that the pressure upon his time was:such that it
had prevented him being able to give it that attention which
its importance demanded, but that so soon as possible he
would make a full examination into the subject and report
upon it. The subject is now receiving the fullest attention
of the Department. »

Mr. MACKENZIE. Some time next year,

STORM WARNINGS ON INLAND WATERS.

Mr. FLEMING enquired, Whether, in view of therecent
loss of life and property on the inland waters of the Do-
minion, it ig the intention of the Government to increase the
number of storm signal stations, and also, whether steps
will be taken to fnsure greater promptness and accuracy in
giving storm warnings ? »

Mr. POPE (Queen's). The matter has not yet received
the attention of the Government. As the question has been
asked by the hon. member, the subject will be considered,

MINISTERIAL EXPLANATIONS.

- Mr, BLAKE., . Before motions are called, I invite the
right hon. gentleman at the head of the Government to give
to the House the usual explanations with respeet to the
changes that have occurred in the Ministry since last
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Session, in regard to the persomnel of the Administration
and the distribution of the offices. oot

Sir JOHN A. MACDUNALD. With respect to the
chaniges in the personnel, it is well known to the House that
the health of the hon. member for Terrebonme (Mr. Masson),
who was in the Government since its formation in 1878, un-
fortanately for us, and, I think, for the House and the
. eountry, broke down to a certain extent. My hon. friend, in
his anxi6us desire to assist us, remained in office as long as
possible, at our urgent solicitation, notwithstanding 'the
‘preéssure of his medical adviser. At last, however, we
- found ‘we could not properly press him further. My hon.
friedd wds in great danger of injuring his health permanently
if he ‘refmaineéd longer with us, and to our unanimous regret
and sorrow we Wwere obliged to say we could no longer press
him to remain in the Government. He was succeeded
- by an hon. gentleman from his section of the country.
Mr. Baby, the late member for Joliette, was promoted to
the Bench, which, I believe, he will adorn, and his place
was filled by a gentleman from his section of the country.
The redistribution of offices was made in the manner we
‘thought most conducive to the public service.

Mr. BLAKE. With respect to the arrangement made
for the distribution = of offices;, I think a word or two
requires to be said. So far a8 1 know, this is the
first occagion on which a department, connected with
one of the two ‘great branches of taxation, has been trans-
ferred from this Hoube to the Senate. While there are but
two members of that body who are Ministers, I quite agree
that it is not at all unreasonable they should hold some
important departments; but I think that it is contrary to
precedent, and to the general understanding as to the mode
of mansaging {mblic business, that the great taxing de-
partments should be represented by their Ministers otherwise
than here. As to the other change in the distribution of
offices, although that inivolves the loss to this House of the
Epormnity of representing to the chief of the Post Office

partment our needs,—and it is certainly a very great ad-
vantage ordinarily,—yet I can heartily congratulate hon.
gentlemen opposite on that Y‘articular change, believing, with
them, that the interests of the country have been very much
consulted in giving that important department to its present

t, as compared with its late administrator, who, no

doubt, will be able to discharge the less onerous duties at-
‘taching to the ition of Secretary of State, while Sir
. Alexander Campbell will; no doubt, discharge better than the
late administrator could have discharged, the duties of the
Post:Office. Withregard to the changes that have taken place,
to which the hon. gentleman (Sir John A. Macdonald) has
reforred, we are glad to know that our late colleague and
triend, Mr. Baby, has exchanged a somewhat precarious
position as a Minister for the honorable and permanent
position of & member of the judicial bench. The hon.s
gentleman has stated that Mr. Baby was promoted to
the Bench, and that created a vacancy. [ had sup:
the vacancy was required, and therefore Mr. Baby

was promoted to the Benc¢h; ‘but I now understand the cir-
cumstances to be different. As to the other cause of change, I
‘am guré all hon. members on this side of the House will
agree in thé regrét which the hon. gentleman has expressed
as to the circumstances which occasioned the resignation of
the hon. member for Terrebonne. My hon. friend has been
- amember of Parliament ever since Confederation, and while
we ‘on this' side ‘have been unable to agree in his general
views on ’politics, we have all admired the honesty of his
course, the sacrifice to convictions which on occasions he has
made, and the integrity of principle which has marked his
public career. "It wasa source of deepregret to myself person-

. ally, and I .am sure to those with whom 1 act, that his health
‘should have so far failed as to require his leaving the Ad-

hon. gentlemen to whom -the 'hon. -leader : éf - the
Government has referreéd :as gentlemen: from the same

sections of the country on -their ~having -succeeded
the outgoing Ministers.  The Minister of Militia
swallowed the gnat last year, and, of cofirse, makes no diffi-

culty about the camel this time. 'The President of the
Council strained at the gnat last year, but he looks to me as
if he was disposed to swallow the camel ;this year. -

Bir JOHN A-MACDONALD, T think it was the other
House that swallowed the camel. "With respect to the offices :
the Inland Revenue is not one of the paying departments,
but it is one of the revenue departments of the Govern-
ment ; and it is quite true, ag a general rule, it is weéll that
it should be represented in this House; but, as perhaps the
hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) has already as-
certained—I do not kpow where, in hif time, but, at any
rate, in our time—there is a feeling in the Senaté that the
co-ordinate branch of the Legislature ought to have a cer-
tain amount of representation in the Government in their
body. With regard to the selection of the present incum-
bent of the office of Minister of Inland Revenue, Mr.
Aikins, he was appointed for this reason : the position
is one that requires a good deal eof knowledge of
commercial business and of the ways of -dealers and
traders. Mr. Baby had not that advantage; but still,
I am happy to say, I am proud to say in his absenee, thathe
filled that office most satisfactorily to his colleagues, and, I
believe, satisfactorily to the country. He devoted himself
most assiduously to the duties of his office, and he overcame
the disadvantéage which a lawyer was naturally supposed to
laborunder in filling the position of Minister of Inland Revenue.
Mr. Aikins is a man who, as everybody knows, was
in business a great many years, and we believe his- practical
knowledge will be of advantage in administering the depart-
ment—a very difficult department, and a department which,
ag the hon. gentleman is aware, is continually liable to attack
if the law is put in execution. That is the reason why Mr.
Aikins was appointed to that office. With respect to the
other changes, the hon. member for West Durham, with his
usual kindness of heart and -grace, made a special reference
to the appointment of the Secretary of State. _ The reasons of -
his appointment was shortly these: Mr. Masson counld
no longer perform his duties as Minister of Militia,—
and he is not the man to hold office unless he is
able to perform them— and we were exceedingly
anxious to retain his services to the country and have the
advantage of his advice. Mr. Masson said he could no longer
perform the duties of any department calling on him for
continuous labor and office work. - We, therefore, asked the
President of the Council to make way for him, and he was
appointed President of the Council, and he held that office
until his health compelled him eventually to retire. ‘The pre-
sent Postmaster General, Sir Alexander Campbell, who had
'been Postmaster General a good many . years,.and who
understood the duties thoroughly, assumed: the duties of

P! Minister of Militia, but with the understanding that, so soon

as new arrangements could be made, he would return to :the
office he had held so long and worthily. That is the whole -
story of the readjustment. _

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. MACKENZIE, in moving for all papers, letters
or telegrams, concerning the construction of the €Can-
ada Pacitic Railway, including offers made- for its ‘construc-
tion and working to the Government before. the delegation
of Ministers left for England, and all similar offers made, while
Ministers were in Fngland, by European.or other contractors
or capitalists, with copies of all correspondence by letters or
telegraph, with eny parties, respecting the constrtiction and
working of the said Railway, ‘said: L .adk for these papers

ministration. ‘I have toexpress my congratulations to the
Mr, Braks.

‘because no intimation was given by the Gevernment onthe
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day we met, as to whother they wonld be laid upon the
Table. We have statements—on the authority of two.or three
Ministers—certainly twe, thatsome offer was made for this
purpese before the Ministers went to England at all. We
have the statement of the Prime Minister himself, immedi-
ately on his retarn from England, that he had made an ar-
rent in England, or had received certain offers, and was

in 8 condition to conclude an arrangement. We had the an-
nouncement from time to time in Ministerial papers, during the
residenpe of the Minister in England, that their mission was
sucee , that it was éyrogressing successfully, that offers
were made which would be accepted by the Canadian people.
We are now about to enter upon the discussion of the most
important, mementous question ever submitted to a Cana-
dian Legislature,—~one which, I may say, will affect the
prosperity of this country very materially, for a long time
to come, and will affect still more materially that porfion of
our territeries where this Railway isto be built. It is, there-
fore, of the last importance that this Parliament should have,
before it comes to any decision upon the paper submitted on
Friday, a complete statement of all offers made, to enable
us to judge whether the Government have received any
offers, which, in the estimation of this House, would be more
favorable to the public interest of the country than this, or
whether any of them, including this, were of such character
as should be entertained by any Government having the
public interest at heart. I presume there can be no possible
‘objection to the production of these papers, because, on a
previous occasion, in the case of a much less onerous bargain,
though presented in a different manner to the public, there was
inclu&e(f all the correspondence with other companies which
had made offers or submitted propositions concerning the
construction of the railway. Ministers should have brought
down these. ry without any motion, acting upon the pre-
cedent which they themselves set in 1873, but as they did not
intimateany desire or any intention of doing so, I placed this
notice on the {)aper in order that we may reach them
a8 soon as possible, and have the benefit of them in the ensning
discussion upon the project now submitted to Parliame it
Sir JOH-I\F(:A. MACDONALD. The first part of the hon.
gentleman’s motion asking for all papers, letters or docu-
ments concerning the construction of the Canadian Pacific
Railway, is a rather wide order. Does it involve any paper
connected with the construction of the railway? But I
understand, from what he says, that he asks for the offers
made by companies or individuals, or capitalists, for tho
construction of the railway. I am afraid we cannot give
much assistance to the hon. gentleman in that regard. Be-
fore we went to England there was a provisional offer made
to the Government which was distinctly understood to be
provisional. We subsequently received a second offer, and
the Government came to the conclusion, especially as we
had an indirect intimation, yerbally, that an offer .would
probably be made from New York and San Francisco, that we
could not possibly settle up the matter here. We decided to
inform all the parties that we would attend to the reception
of any applications, tenders, or proffers, in London. There-
apoen the first party who made this provisional offer with-
drew it and would not hold to it. The second party did not
do so—this was an offer from England—and the party sub-
sequently dropped their a&)plication. The communications
that were ¢ in England were principally, if not altogether
verbal. Gentlemen came over again and again from Paris
and sat with us to the discussion of these matters. The
first offer was withdrawn. The second one it would be
unfeir to disclose; as the hon. %entlemen opposite will
gee there were persons in it, bankers and others “of
considerable commercial standing, who were connected
with that offer. They found they were not strong
enough to press it. Their offer was made, of course,
with the desire of coming in if they could, and being
- engaged in the construction of the road, and jt would

hardly be fair to them to use their names. and to state
that these persons failed in being strong enough to un:.
dertake the work. It would affect their position. Bus I
would say this, that the present offer is the most favorable

 offer, both as to money and land, that the Government or

delegates received. Arrangements were made; we sat de
die in diem as a little committee, meeting different gentle-
men again and again. They were all desirous.of making an
arrangement, money being plenty and enterprise ripe on
the continent of Europe, especially in France and Eagland.
They were all anxious to connect themselves. with such a
great enterprise. Some were appalled by the largeness of
the scheme ; some were frightened by the eventual Onsi-
bility, and one after another withdrew from attempts to be
concerned with the railway. As to the present parties

.we met them every day, and the rosults are laid before this

House. I cannot possibly bring down the papers asked for; I
think it would be an injury to the parties who have attempted
to aid us by making offers.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I can only say I am extremely dis-
appointed at the course taken by the hon. gentloman. He
has indicated, since he first came home from England, a de-
termination to keep the people in the dark ag to the offers
received and the bargain made. He endeavors now to force
the House to a conclusion upon the one offer submitted, tell-
ing us that we must decide at once, and must decide it pre-
cisely as it is placed before the House, withoutany change or
amendment. Now, inaddition to all that, he refuses the House
information ; he constitutes himself the sole judge of the
necessity for producing those papers; he says that, in his
opinion, it would not be fair to so-and-so who made the offer.

hat has he to do with judging whether it is fair or not?
It is for Parliament, for those who placed him where ho
is, to judge whether it is fair or not to look at the offers
which have been made for a public undertaking. This,
Sir, is the first time that offers made to the Govern-
ment for a great public work have been refused to Parlig:
ment; and the hon. gentleman will find that, thongh he ma
get his majority to vote his extraordinary scheme ,througﬁ
Parliament, the country will not justify the refusal of papers
which are absolutely essential to us in discussing the project,
and in enabling us to come toa righteous conclusion. Siw, I shall
divide the House on this question. 1 shall require the
right hon. gentleman, and every one who thinks with him
that these papers should not be placed on the Table of the
House, to say so by their votes, and to take the responsibility
of justifying to the people the course they bave chosen to
adopt, in thus endeavoring to forestall public opinion
and prevent its expression, in order that they may
carry out their. scheme without the slightest infor-
mation being pladed before us, except the monstrosity itself
which was presented to Parliament the other day. We
require that the information we have asked for shall be Iaid
before Parliament as a matter of public policy, and that
requirement [ am sure every parliamentarian on both sides
of the House will agree is a reasonable one, and one that
should not be re even to a minority of this House.

Mr. HUNTINGTON. Isubmit,8ir, that the observations
of the right hon. gentleman are unfair to the gentlemen
whose offers were not accepted, as they leave ns to infer
that those offers were refuse(}) because these gentlemen failed
to carry them out. I am quite sure that the right hon.
gentleman does not believe that these other tenderers were
not accepted because they so failed. The right hon. gen-
tleman first makes the extraordinary proposition that he
will net take the people into his confidence, because it would
be an injustice to those who failed. But let us look at the
practice of the Department of Public Works. Every day
the public are made aware of the kind of humilistion which
the right hon. gentleman will not now allow to be visited
upon those contractors who happily are under his pratection.
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Every day his proposition isviolated. Tt is well known to the
public that the names of some of the parties who were
negotiating were paraded in Ottawa as men of distinction
anﬁostrength long before the right hon. gentleman went to
England to negotiate, and some people are inclined to think
that my right hon. friend did  notintend to give these
gentlemon a chance; and they will:be surprised that he gives
‘a8 8 reason for protecting them in Parliament, - that they
failed in ‘making good their propositions, and that therefore
he is obliged to keep their names from the public. '

Mr. ANGLIN. The country, I think, Sir, will be rather
gurprised to find the di%'nity of Parliament pleaded one day
as a reason for withholding information to which we are
entitled, and the rights of the parties tendering pleaded on
another day for the same raason. There will be no necessity
for stating in any return asked for by the motion of my hon.
friend, the member for Lambton, that the parties who have
chosen to withdraw their tenders, withdrew because they
were unable to carry out the contract. It would be quite
sufficient to say that they chose to withdraw -their tenders,
or that hon. gentlemen on the other side, acting for the
Government, did not choose to accept them. But when
we are told that the greater part of these negotiations
were carried on viva voce, we -cannot surely be expected
to believe that propositions made on an all-important matter
like this were not reduced to writing in all cases. Surely
there were enough members of the Government representing
the country on the occasion to do that, and I bave no doubt
they had ample means at their command to have work of
that kind properly done.” It was due to the hon. gentlemen
themselves, it was due to the party upon whom they call
for support in this matter, and it was due to the people of the
country that all the information should have been put to-
gether and submitted to the House without any such de-
mand as that now made. I am delighted that the hon.
member for Lambton has declared that he will divide the
House, and that at the very opening of this Session of Parlia-
ment, we shall know who are of opinion that it is proper to
demand informstion with which the people have a right
to be furnished, and who are prepared to support the Minis-
try in withholding that information.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, I am a little sur-
prised at the heat which has been exhibited by hon. gentle-
men on the other side in relation to a matter which seems
to me ' to require no such display of ardour. The -state-
ment of my right hon. friend, I think, will carry convietion
to the mind of every fair-minded man. :

Mr. MACKENZIE Over there. :

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes; and Ll hope agood many
over there as well. I say that the course which the leader
of the Government has pursued on this occasion, is one
which will commend itself to the judgment of hon. members
as one which is only a matter of justice to the parties with
whom we have been negotiating. My right hon. friend has
stated to the House, and stated truly, thatin the proposition
which we have laid upon the Table of the House—the con-

tract which we have made, subject to the apg))roval of Pazlia..

ment, for the construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway,
is the very best—

Mr. BLAKE. Irise toorder. It is quite out of order for
the hon. gentleman to speak of the contents of any ,paper
which he is not prepared to lay on the Table.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am now referring to the
paper on the Table.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes, but the hon. gentleman is declaring
that the paper on the Table is more favorable than one
which he not bring down. '

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I thought the hon. gentle-
men opposite were desirous of information. Now they
seek to prevent it.

Mr. HuNTINGTON.

Mr. MACKENZIE.' We will read the information our-
selves if you give it tous.. :
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Then, Mr. Speaker, since'the
hon. gentlemen are afraid I shall disclos¢ some of the in-
formation for which they profess to be desirous, altow
me to state that, at this moment, there is no offer beforé the
Government. 1 say, Sir, that it is not in the power of the
Government to lay on the Table of the House an offer from
any parties who were found able to carrytheir offer to a
conclusion. They have no such offer before them. What
took place was this: the Government having determined -
to -endeavor to secure the construction of the Camadian
Pacific Railway, in conformity with the declared policy of
Parliament, placed themselves in communication with a
number of parties; other™ parties placed themselves
in communication with them, and they exhausted
every means at their command. They had a proposal which -
they were led to suppose by the parties from whom it
emanated would be backed up by such a support, and such
an organization as would warrant the Government in making
a contract with them. For the purpose of exhausting every
possible means of finding the very best terms upon-which
this great work could be accomplished, in conformity with
the will of Parliament, declared again and again, three
Ministers were authorized to go to London, and the parties
with whom we had been negotiating, and other parties from -
whom wehad any reason to suppose a favorable offer might.
emanate, were communicated with, and having exhaustively
discussed the whole question, we stand in the position to-da
of dealing with the parties who made the very best proposal.

Mr, MACKENZIE. Hear, hear. - -

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The very best offer that was
laid before the House  is the proposal that we submit
for the consideration of Parliament, and the only
one that emanated from any parties, who, upon full
investigation, were found prepared to take up this
work and carry it out upon the proposed terms, and
that we believed could furnish the evidence neces-
sary of their ability to do so. That is a plain state-
ment of the case, and yet the hon. gentleman seemed to
démand that, becanse men who were anxious to undertake
this work entered into negotiations, without prejudice, which
subsequently resulted in nothing, as they were finally not in
a position to carry the negotiations to a conclision, they
should be placed before the people in the position of
parties who, upon investigation, were found not to be
possessed of all the means necessary to carry on this
work. So far as relates to the business before the
House, the leader of the late Government onght mnot to
say—it is a little premature for him to say—that the Gov-
ernment proposes to force this House to a decision without
an opportunity being given the House to make a full inves-
tigation. ) _ '

Mr. MACKENZIE. The First Minister said so.’

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Not at all. All that the
First Minister said will commend itself to the judgment of
“every fair-minded man. All that he said was that it was -a
matter that Parliament was called, at perhaps an ingconveni-
ent period for some gentlemen, to consider, gecause it was of
great moment that no time should be lost in bringing this
matter to & prompt conclusion; but no intimation has
emanated from the First Minister, or anybody else, that this
Parliament will not have all the time that, in its judgment, -

| it desires to give this guestion the most exhaustive consider-

ation. The contract is upon the Table of this House for
acceptance by the House on its own merits orrejection. If,
after full discussion, it is found to be in the interests of -
Canada, it will be accepted. . :
Mr. MACKENZIE., Will the hon. gentleman allow me

to read from the Hansard what the First Minister said?~ I

i
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asked if the hon. gentleman would now tell us whether it is
his deliberate purpose to give this House but ten days in
which to agree to a measure, upon pain of being punished by
not having a holiday. The right hon. gentleman replied, that,
with the assistance of the majority of this House,”such was
the intention of the Government.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 say so, too; but I ask the
hon. gentleman if that will bear, for one moment, the forced
construction that he put upon it. The First Minister did not
say that this measure would not take & month to discuss, but
that of course a long adjournment would be inconsistent
with the policy that had induced the Government to summon
Parliament at this early date.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I read his words.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER But you did not read a word
that intimated that any person was to be forced for want
of time—

Mr MACKENZIE. Ten days.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The question was, if this mat-
ter was not concluded within that period, would there be a
long adjournment and a long period of time lost before the sub-
ject would be again considered, and the right hon. gentleman
said frankly to the House, if we are not able to conclude this
‘matter before the Christmas holidays, there will be but a
short adjournment, for the obvious reason that it is in the
interest of the country. this question should be dealt with
promptly. In calling Parliament together at this period,
there is no intention of depriving the House of the fullest
opportunity of examining this question in all its details. I
believe the more it is discussed the more hon. gentlemen
opposite themselves, will find, if they have any regard for
their own past pledges, they will be compelled to support it.
That is the difficulty these hon. gentlemen will meet. So far
from there being any desire not to have the fullest and
frankest discussion, I trust this great measure, in all its
details, will continue to be the subject of ex-
haustive discussion, and the more it is discussed,
the more the Government will gain in the general opinion
of the House and country. The measure is herc. It is the
only measure we are in a position to lay before the House,
and say there is a proposal to construct the Canadian Pacific
Railway emanating from parties who afford a satisfactory
guarantee of their ability to carry out the contract. I be-
lieve it would be acting most unfairly to gentlemen who
have been zealously engaged in endeavoring to make ar-
rangemerts by which they could grapple with the great
work, and whose negotiations were fruitless, to have their
names bandied about here and discussed one way or the
other. Ihaveno objectionto the motion of the hon. member
for Lambton being placed in your hands, because it is a
motion on which every hon. gentleman in this House
who wishes to see }mblic business conducted upon those fair
principles that will enable Governments to discuss matters
with gentlemen without making the gentlemen interested
in the question under debate the victims, subsequently, of
that discussion, will wish to record his opinion. (} trust the
motion will be met, as such a motion requires to be met.
‘We have laid everything upon the Table necessary to place
every detail connected with this question in the possession
of the House, and are prepared for its fullest discussion.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Will you vote for it ?

Sir JOHN A.MACDONALD. The hon. member for Lamb-
ton quoted what 1 said. I think that he did not read the
full reply. Isaid: “Emigrants will be here in May, and it
is of very great importance, if Parliament is going to adopt
the arrangement, that it should do so with all convenient
speed. We consider it of so much importance that we shall
ask the House to take it into early and earnest considera-
tion ; and to remain here with as short a Christmas interval
as possible until it is passed,”

i

Mr, BLAKE. I shall not complicate this discussion by
questioning the policy of the Government as to the time at
which they propose to commence, and the diligence with
which they propose to prosecute the discussion of the great
question they are about to submit for our consideration. All
we are at present engaged in considering is, what is the
nature of the materials ossential to a just consideration
of the subjoct. The -proposition advanced by the Gov-
ernment is wholly unprecedented. It would render the
conduct of public gusiness by Ministers of a free country,
moro like the conduct of public business by a despot in a
despotic country than anythingelse. It is not the magnitudo
of the contract that makes any difference in the attitude of
a contractor towards the public; it is not the importance of
the transaction that entitles those who propose to enter into

‘it to any different consideration from ordinary contractors.

There is no different motive that animates men who como
forward and make tenders for one public work, as compared
with those who tender for another public work, that would
entitle them to have their proposals received in confidence,
as the Minister implied, though he did not dare say so in
express terms, they were—because to receive such proposals
in confidence would be a gross breach of duty. He said they
wero received without prejudice. He borrowed a legal
phraso wholly without application to this occasion.
A man makes an offer; he knows when he makes that offer
that he submits it to the possibility of acceptance or rejec-
tion; he knows, also, that if he fails to meet his offer to tho
Government, his offer will be disclosed. What is this we
hear of ?—humiliation! Every day men are tendering for
public works and are awarded contracts on condition of being
able to carry them out. Ome condition is that they give
security ; every day they fail to give security. Sometimes a
a supporter of hon. gentlemen opposite buys off the securjtf of
a contractor, and the next contractor gets the work ; butldo
nothear that the contractors who fail are entitled to have their
names withheld, or that they are not to be ex to the
humiliation of its being known that they have failed to carry
out their propositionsx.]%’ublic business could notsafely go on if
Ministers were to be permitted to arrogate this power to
themselves—of deciding that they would conceal from the
House and the country offers made to them of one deserip-
tion, and bring down only one offer. The hon. gentleman
was out of order when he undertook to characterise papers
which he refused to bring down. At the same time, he tells
us that the offers he refuses to bring down were not rejected,
but that the men who made them found themselves unable
to carry them out—that the difficulty arose, not from their
offers being too favorable to themselves, but from their
being unable to implement them, assuming, therefore, that
if they had been implemented they would have been accept-
ed by the Administration. In the debate upon my resolutign
last Session, the Minister of Railways gave us some details
of the form of the road, but he stated that an offer was made
for the construction of the road from Selkirk to Kamloops for
$13,000 and 13,000 acres a mile.

Mr. CASEY. $10,000 a mile.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, I think, if I remember
right, it was thirteen millions of money and twenty-six
millions of acres—

Mr. BLAKE. Well, Sir, this only shows how important
it is that we should have the papers. The hon. Minister
himself does not remember whether it was $13,000,000 and
26,000,000 acres.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER, Oh yes.

Mr. BLAKE. Well, he did not know a moment ago.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 8ee what the Hansard says.

Mr. BLAKE. I don’t care what the Hansard says, I
am speaking of the hon. gentleman’s memory, Why should
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we not have more particulars of that offer? The hon. the
First Minister, at a pic-nic on the 29th of June last, said this:
‘“He could say this, and the Minister of Finance, who was on the
platform, could corroborate his statement, if necessary, that there were
capitalists at this moment who, knowing that there was a certain fortune
to%e made out-of the construction of the railway, were asking that the
work be handed over to them. They had said, ‘ We will relieve you of all
anxiety and the people of all apprehension of being taxed. We will take
the railway in band, build it, and make fortunes out of it.” The Govern-
ment, at this moment, had the offers made under consideration, so that
there was no danger regarding the road.”
That the hon. gentleman stated before he went to England.
Now, who were these gentlemen, to whom the hon.
gentleman refers as friends of the Government who, in the
interests of the Government, or with some patriotic motives,
were exerting themselves to meet the views of the Govern-
ment? He tells us they were capitalists who, wanting to
make fortunes out of this enterprise, made these offers, Now,
Sir, why shoald we not see theoffers of these gentlemen ? Are
their names not to be disclosed to us? Are they to make
offers to us secretly ? The hon. gentleman says they were
not made secretly. -Why should we not hear and know all
about them ? ‘Why should this transaction be shrouded in
mystery and concealment if it was not done insecret? I am
glad to hear that the hon. member for Lambton will divide
the House on this motion, and I have only to say that I hope
as ‘many gentlemen opposite as possible will record their
votes against it. \
‘Mr. LANGEVIN. I am sorry that the hon. gentleman
characterises the action of the Government in this case as
despotic. :There is no -despotism: we have brought down
every paper in connection with the contract that we could
bring down. It ‘frequently happens that the Government
pays it cannot, in the interest of the country, bring down all
the papers in connection with a contract, and Parliament
‘assents ' to the declaration of the Government. The hon.
‘gentleman says it is not for the Government to be judges in
this cage, but Parliament. Well, the Government knowing
what has ocourred in the negotiations, states positively that
the papers now before the House are really the only papers
that can be put before the House—that it has no better offer
than this—that offers, informal offers if you like, were made
. and withdrawn, and the Government sent three of its mem-
bers to England to enter into negotiations there. If two or
three capitalists come to the Government and say, we are
disposed to build this road for so much money and so much
land, the Government is not to take that as an offer; but we
say, here is a tender that the capitalists have made and are
able to carry out, and we have made it a contract. The
leader of the Opposition says this is not more than an ordinary
case of a public work; when we make a contract, all the
tenders are laid before Parliament if they are called for; and
he asks, why should it not be the same in this case? If a
man tenders, why should he be afraid that his tender
should be known? Surely the hon. gentleman does not
consider that this great work, perhaps the greatest that has
ever come before Parliament, should be put on the level ofa
tender for a lighthouse or a wharf. It is a work of very
great magnitude—of such magnitude that hon. gentleme
opposite, that Parliament, that the Government; thought we
sgould not undertake it ourselves, but place it in the hands
of a company composed of capitalists backed by the largest
amount of money we could find; and yet the hon. gentleman
must know that, with all their money, these gentlemen have
hesitated to undertake such a work. He knows full well
that capitalists cannot make tenders of that kind without
consulting with others, and negotiating with the great
moneyed institutions, and that if these negotiations had been
with the Government, it is no reason why they should be
laid before Parliament, Why ? Negotiations proceed in
cases of this kind vivavoce, and are not reduced to writing like
othier negotiations. I hope the hon. member for Lambton
will not succeed in his motion, If he persists in dividing
Mr. BLaxe, ‘ -

thék House I have no doubt that" the majority will consider
it one that should not. be supported.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Langevin): says
this is a very great work, and is not to be pnt on a:level
with ordinary contracts given out by the department;
that while it is proper  that all -tenders for erdinary
public works should made to the House, those for a
work of infinitely greater magnitude should not be .made
public; that the House should be kept in ignorance with
regard to them. The hon. gentleman seems to think there
are different grades.of people, that these who are very
wealthy and capable of tendering for so-important a work
as the present possess much finer feelings than the tender-
ers for ordinary public works, and are to be dealt with in a
different way ; and that while it is right and proper that
tenders made to the Public Works De nt for ordimary
railway contracts should be brought down, whether the par-
ties failed because their tenders were too high, or betause
they could not give the mnecessary socurity, the other :kind
should not be submitted to the House. In thecase of the
most important works, whether the parties fail- for one
reason or another, the people’s representatives in Parliament
are to be kept ignorant of the character of the propo-
sitions made to the Government. We find those hon. gentle-
men who-are supposed to be responsible to this House, .and
whose conduct, if the House properly discharges its duty,
must be examined into and judged by it, are to be, them-
selves, the judges of their own conduct in this particular
matter. It is argued that the House has nothing whatever
to do but accept the conclusions they have come to with
reference to their own transactions. Ido not think hon.
gentlemen on this side of the House will be disposed -to
agree to any such proposition, and I do not think that the
country, in so far as it has supported hon. gentlemen op
site, will be disposed - to support them in upholding the Ad-
ministration at this particular time in this important public
matter. One hon. gentleman on the Treasury benches tells
us there isno proposition except this one. Another tells
us other propositions have been made by parties who failed
because unable to give the necessary security, and that the
present tender is the best. This 1s a very extraordinary
statement—that this is better than another proposition not
formally made and better than propositions in respect to which
the parties were not able to give the necessary security,
That this contract concerns the expenditure of public money,
and, with regard to the application of the public resources to
any public purpose, whether land or money, it is the peeuliar
function of this House to earefully supervise administrative
acts. This Parliament,or House, would Ee derelictin its duty to
the country if it did not insist upon the Administration laying
all the correspondence on the Table, and allow members to
Jjudge for themselves whether this is the best proposition made.
I cannot well conceive how a worse g)roposmion, or-a more
atrocious proposition, could have been submitted to any
Administration. I cannot conceive how gentlemen of very
fine feeling could come to the people’s representatives, or the
Administration, and say : these are the terms upon which we

P lare ready to go on with the construction of such an impor-

tant public work. I am not disposed to place the.most
implicit confidence in the statements of hon. gentlemen
opposite. 1 do not know with what care they have made
their calculations, or how very different they may have been

-from those actually laid on theTable; and wuntil I have an

opportunity to judge for myself, 1 can form no -decided
opinion with regard to the matter.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. It seems to me that hon. gentle-
men opposite have got themselves into a white rage at a
very early period of the Session, and mpon a very -small
matter; and it is only to be expected, when we understand,
as has been said by the hon. gentleman who has just taken
his seat, that the reason why they are pressing this matter
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to & division is thiat_they. have no confidence in the state-
ments of -the right hon: leader of the House. That is just
the:whole truthi-of the matter.. If they had the confidence
in him that I believe the country possesses, they would not

- thig /motion ~to & division, or ask for papers. The
Iender»ef ~the :Opposition draws a comparison between
the ' temders for this railroad, and 'those for any other
publie -werk. - There is one great difference however.
Whean an-advertisement is inserted in Dominion newspapers,
calling {for tenders for a public work, tenders are submitted
in amswer- to. it, and then we can all- understand they are
public property. But in this case no advertisement was put
in. Strangers came here from Europe and the United
Statés—not our own citizens—and said : We will offer to do
this- work:! ;

My, BIAKE. Do you know that?

Mr: KIRKPATRICK. No more than I am told by the
leader of the :House. Strangers came here and made an
offer, and when a counter-proposition was made, they said,
we will_make this offer, and if not accepted, will withdraw
it. .I think it would not be fair to these gentlemen to
bring down . their propositions unless they had been
told at: the time such would be done, or unless their
offer was in answer to an -advertisement calling for ten-
ders for such a great public work. I am quite satisfied with
the statement "that it would be a breach of confidence if
those papers were brought down, and am quite prepared to
vote confidence in it.

Mr. LAURIER. It is the basis of all free govern-
ment that the acts of the Administration should be judged
by the representatives of the people. In this case the same
rule, it must be eonceded, should apply. Itis a well known
Erimiple that the people have a right to judge, not only of the

onesty -of those entrugted with the management of their
affairs, but evem of their judgment in action. The people
have a right to say they have erred in judgment. How are
we to-deal with or decide this question, or whether the Gov-
ernment have accepted the best ofter ? It is impossible for
the eountry to say, we have only the word of the Govern-
ment. I am quite disposed to take the word of the Govern-
ment a8 an individual, but not as a member of the House.
As representatives of the people, I think every one of us has
a right to say the acts of the Government should be done in
broad ‘daylight, so that every elector may have an oppor-
tunity of judging whether or not the Government and every
individual member was right not only in motive but in judg-
ment., This is the reason of the motion, and I think it will
be the duty of every member to affirm its principle, that
nothing should be concealed from the representatives of the

people.

Honse divided. Motion negatived. Yeas, 52; nayx, 112.

YEeas:
Messieurs
Angln, Geoffrion, Mille,
Bain, Gillies, Olivier,
ke, Gillmor, Paterson (Brant),
Borden, Glen, Pickard,
Bourassa. Gunn, Rinfret,
Burpee Bt John), Haddow, Robertson (Shelburne),
e (. £y), Holton,. Rogers,
Cameron (Huron), Huntington, Ross ( iﬁddleaex),
Cartwright, Killam, Rymal,
Casey, King, - Skinner,
Casgrain, LaRue, Smith,
Charlton, - Laurier, Snowball,
Cockburn (Muskoka), Macdonell (Lanark), Thompson (Haldimand),
Coupal,- . Mackenzie, Trow,
McDougall, Weldon,
Figet, - Mclsaac, Wheler,
Fleming, Malouin, Wiser.— 52,
Flynn, -
Navs:
Mesgsieurs
Bannerman, : - Girouard (Kent), Montplaisir,
Beaty, - Grandbois, Moussean,

Beauchesne, Hay, Muttart,

noit, Hesson, Orton,
Bergeron, Hooper, Patterson (Essex), -
Bill, Houde, Perrault,
Boldue, Ives, Pinsonneault,
Boultbee, Jackson, latt,
Bowell, Jones, Plumb,
Brecken, Kaulbach, Pope (Compton),
Brooks, Keeler, Pope (Queens), -
‘Bunting, Kilvert, Poupore,
Carling, Kirkpatrick, Richey,
Caron, Kranz, Rochester,
Cimen, Landry, Ross (Dundas),
Colby, Lane, Rouleau,
Connell, Langevin, Routhier,
Cosﬁﬁau, Lantier, Royal, .
Coughlin, Little, Ryan (Montreal),
Coursol, Longley, Rykert,
Cuthbert, Macdonald (Sir John), Shaw,
Daly, McDonald (CapeBreton), Sproule,
Daoust, McDonald (Pictou), Strange, -
Dawson, McDonald(Victoria,N.8.).Tasse,
DeCosmos, Macmillan, Tellier,
Desaulniers, MecCallum, Tilley,
Desjardins, McCuaig, Tupper,
Domrille, McGreevy, Vallee,
Doull, McKay, Vanasse,
Drew, McLennan, Wade,
Dugas, McLeod, Wallace (Norfolk),
Elliott, McQuade, Wallace (York),
Farrow, McRory, White (Cardwell),
Fitzsimmons, Manson, White (Hastings),
Fortin, Massue, White (Renfrew),-
Fulton, Merner, Williams,
Gault, Methot, Wright.—112.
Gigault, Mongenais,

Mr. MACKENZIE. 1 have to call your attention, Mr.
Speaker, to a point of order, and to ask your ruling.
Attention was called to the hon. the Minister of Railways
quoting documents not before the House. He- persisted,
however, in referring to those documents, and by that
reference he was able to inform the House, from his
personal knowledge, that the best offer received by the
Government, for constructing the Pacific - Railway, was
before the House. Now, according to the Rules of Debate
in our own House, no Minister of the Crown is at liberty to
read or quote from any despatch or other State paper not
before the House, unless he is prepared to lay ‘it on the
Table. The hon. gentleman has made that refprence,

'and he has succeeded, by it, in persuading a large number

of the members of this IIouse to vote against the motion,
that I submitted, for I cannot conceive it possible: that,
without some belief of that kind being instilf:)?l into their
minds by the confidence they have in the hon. geuntleman,
such a vote could possibly have been obtained.

An Hon. MEMBER. Order:

Mr. MACKENZIE: I am in order; I am giving my
reasons for making the motion. I am here as an aggrieved
member of the House of Commons. I want youtr ruling,
Mr, Speaker.

Mr. SPEAKER. It is too late to raise the point of order
now, but as the hon. gentleman has asked for my ruling, it
is this : According to May, a Minister of the Crown is not
at liberty to read or quote from papers not before the
House. I did not see that any hon. gentleman read or
quoted from any document, Besides, 1 do not sep' any
objection to a member referring in general terms to what is
mentioned in the motion of the hon. member for Lambton,
or characterising or qualifying some of his statements by
referring generally to documents or papers asked for. I
think the point of order is not well taken,

PROPOSED LINE TO SAULT STE. MARIE.

Mr. MACKENZIE, in moving for copies of all offers made
to the Government for the construction of a line of railway
from any part of the proposed Canada Pacific Railway line
to Sault Ste. Marie, said: 1 have only to say that 1 have
heard that some offers have been made, and I og::ixey are
not made by parties who are in danger of failing, use, in
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that case, according to what has passed, we are not to expect
any. information. I move this motion, hoping that the Min-
ister will not choke off inquiry any further in relation to
such matters.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am sorry to find that so
great a stickler for order as the leader of the late Govern-
ment should, in making his motion, violate that yoint of
order which declares that no reference shall be made to a pre-
vious debate.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I made no reference to a previous )

debate.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. member referred to
the debate that has just closed. ~

Mr. MACKENZIE. Tmade no reference to a previous
debate. I said I hoped the parties were not likely to fail.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Did not the hon. member
refer to choking off ?

Mr. MACKENZIE. Certainly, that was by the division.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say, with reference to
this, that I am not aware exactly of any offers having been
made for the construction of the road to Sault Ste. Marie.
There are applications in connection with that work for sub-
sidies. I shall be very glad to bring any papers down that
have reference to that project in any shape.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I wish to ask if the hon. gentleman
will bring down a statement of the expenditure upon the
Pacific Railway, before this debate upon the motion com-
mences ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yos.
Motion agreed to. *

PACIFIC RAILWAY _COMMISSION.

Mr. MILLS, in moving for an address to His Excellency
the Governor General for a copy of the Royal Commission
issued to Messrs. Clarke, Keefer and Miall, to enquire into
certain public matters, together with any instructions
reduced to writing, relating to the same; also the salaries
allowed to the said Commissioners, the amount so far paid
to each, and the cost of the Commission up to date, said: I
observe, with regard to the Commission, statements made by
the hon. the Minister of Railways, and by some of his
colleagues, that seem to me at variance with our constitu-
tional rights, and with the law of the land. I notice that
those hon. gentlemen lay down propositions broadly that
they are at liberty to enquire into any public matters, that
they can appoint a Commission to enquire into the conduct
of Ministers of the Crown, that they can enquire into the
conduct of persons who have been Ministers of the Crown in
their official relations, and that they can enquire into matters
which have already attracted the attention of Parliament.
Now, it seems to me that these practices are wholly at
variance with the well known principles of parliamentary
government. If the report which appeared in the news-
papers is correct, the hon. the Minister of Railways informed
the people at a public meeting that this Commission had
been issued at his instance, that certain charges had been
made against himself, and that the Commission was appoint-
ed for t%m
to me that when a Minister of the Crown advises His Ex-
cellency to issue his Commission for the purpose of enquiring
into charges which have been made against such Minister,
he is violating the first principles of law which forbid any
man being a judge in his own case, or appointing a party by
whom he is to be judged. That is what the hon. gentleman
has done, and precisely the same objections can be raised

inst this Commission a8 were made from this side of the
House some years ago to the appointment of a Commission
to enquire into certain corrupt practices which were alleged
to exist in connection with the granting of a former charter

Mr, MACKENZIE,

e purpose of enquiring into them. Well, it seems

for the Pacific Railway. A copy of that Commission has
appeared in the public press, and it refers to certain charges
made against the hon. gentleman on thefldor of ‘the ‘House
as one of the grounds assigned for the issuing of the Com-
mission. Now, I begto call the attention ot the'House toa
rule-of parliamentary law -of long standing, but which has
as much force as it had at the time it was first declared in
the House of Commons. In the remonstrance of the Com-
mons to Charles 1., 15th December, 1641, it was declared :
“ That it is their ancient and undoubted right and privilege that Your
Majesty ought not to take notice of any matter in agitation or debate in
eithetr”of the Houses of Parliament, but by their information or agree-
ment.
This resolution was carried against the interference with
the priviteges of the House of Commons by the King, who
had taken cognizance of what was passing in the House.
‘When he demanded what had been said by certain members
the Speaker informed him that he could give him mo infor-
mation in vregard to them, that he had no eyes
for the purpose of  seeing anything that transpired
in the House except what the House brought especially
under his notice.  The doctrine laid down in this
resolution is, I contend, that the Crown can possess no
information with regard to any statement made in this
House unless the matter is specially referred to the Crown.
If any charge were made against the hon. gentleman or
against any member of the Government or of this House,
whether on this side or that, it is competent for this House
to investigate that charge, but it is not competent for the
other House or for the Crown to do so. IIiJmow that the
terms in which the power of issuing commissions are referred
to in the Act are very broad, but I submit they will not at
all bear the construction which the Government have put
upon them. The provisions of this Act are to be interpreted
with reference to the law of the land, and the powers that
are conferred are to be confined-within those limits which it
was the obvious intention of Parliament should not be over-
stepped by any inquiry made at the instance of the Govern-
ment. 1t is perfectly elear that the Crown would have no
power to issue a Commission to inquire into any criminal
act; it is perfectly clear that the Crown will issue no commis-
sion to inquire into anything that properly comes before any
legal tribunal of the country. If we are to construe this Act,
broad as are its terms, so as to prevent the Government from
issuing a commission to usurp those functions that belong to
any court for the administration of jurisprudence, it is
equally clear that we are so to construe the Act that the
Government shall not trench upon the powers belonging to
the High Court of Parliament. The words are these:
““Whenever the Governor in Council deems it expedient to call an in-
niry to be made into and concerning any matter connected with the
?}ovemment of Canada, or the conduct of any part of the public business
thereof, and such enquiry is not regulated by any special law, the Gover-
nor may, by the Commission in the case, confer upon the Commissioners
power to do, &c.” ’
I contend this is a matter that is regulated by a special
law of Parliament. It is the law of Parliament that any
charge made against a Minister of the Crown in his capacity
as such, should be investigated at the instance of the House
of Commons, and not at the.instance of any other body.
Nothing could be more monstrous than when a charge is
made against a Minister of the Crown to have the investi-
gation conducted by a person appointed by the Minister
himself. It is laid down in Herstlet's Precedents that -the
House of Commons, as the grand inquest of the nation, may
examine into the conduct of any public official or officer on
mere common fame. 1t is not necessary that any charge
should be especially formulated. 1If any rumor has gone
abroad affecting the public conduct of a Minister of the Crown,
or of a Member of Parliament, it is competent for the House -
of Commons upon that to base an enquiry. To show that
the rule in England is not the one upon which the hon,
gentlemen opposite have acted, and that they have no right
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whatever to exercise powers under the provisions of
this Aect relating to any matter which comes under the
purvien of Parliament, I need only refer to a few instances.
Some years ago certain charges were made with reference
to mail contracts entered into by the Postmaster General.
A committee was appointed to enquire into the conduct of the
Minister and of the parties who had made tenders for the con-
traet, and on that occasion the Government declined to take
any action in the appointment of the committee. Mr. Glad-
stone . said, when the matter was first brought before Par-
liament, that the Government should take as little part as
possible, and should be guided by the general feeling of the
House in the matter, that whatever way the House proposed
to conduct the enquiry the Government would assent to. At
a later period Mr. Gladstone said: «“ He should have been glad
if there had been such an indication of opinion on the part of
the House as to have enabled the Government to judge
what was the prevailing sense of the House, and if that had
been expressed the Government would have been guided by
it.” Now, what was the rule laid down by Mr. Gladstone?
1t is obviously this: that when any charges are made aftect-
ing the conduct of a Minister, the Government will allow the
House to appoint a committee to investigate the same, and if
the House indicates the manner in which it desires that
committee to be appointed, the Government will forward the
wish of the House in the matter, but will take no part them-
selves in the constitution of a tribunal which is to enguire
into their own conduct, Then we find that, at a formertime,
when Parliament had asked the Crown, and had, in fact,
passed an Act requiring an investigation into the conduet of
a certain constituency where corrupt practices existed, and
when the Bill was first brought down, it was proposed to give
the Crown power to appoint the Commissioners to make the
enquiry. The Earl of Derby objected to that. He said in
relation to the enquiry asked for into the conduct of
the electors in the constituency, or of the candidate,
that the Crown did not appoint the Commissioners by
by whom the enquiry was to be made ; and the Bill, as jt was
carried through Parliament provided that when a petition was
submitted to Her Majesty, asking that a Commission should
be appointed to enquire into the conduct of parties at an
election of the House of Commons, they in their petition
should name the parties whom they desired to be appointed as
Commissioners. In the Lancaster election case in 1867, Mr.
Darby Griffith complained that the Government had not
asked for a Commission to enquire into the corrupt prac-
tices that prevailed in that constituency. But, in reply to
him, Sir George Grey said, that it wasopen to any member
of the House to present a petition with a view of having it
presented to Her Majesty, asking for an investigation, and to
have himself named the Commissioners if the House chose
to consent. I[n 1869 there were two important cases bearing
upon this point. In one instance (Norwich election case)
the Attorney-General presented a petition to name Com-
missioners ; and at a later period, in the Dublin elec-
tion case, Mr. O'Reilly made a motion in favor of a
petition to the Crown, in which henamed the Commissioners
whom the Crown were to appoint to investigate a particular

‘election. The principle observed in that case is
one that lies at the basis of our own political
system—namely, that no one should be appointed

to enquire into his own conduct, or the conduct of those
to whom’ he stands directly opposed. My objection to the
Commission under consideration is, first, that it was ap-
pointed by the gentlemen who were themselves interested
in the enquiry, for the purpose, if possible, of blackening
their opponents and vindicating themselves; and, further,
it was a -Commission to enquire into matters of
which - Parliament alone, as the grand inquest of
the nation, could take cognizance, for they were matters
of public policy in which the Crown had no right to
interfere in any way. If the provisions of the Act are

broad enough to interfere with the law of Parliament, they
are broad enough to interfere with the ordinary administra-
tion of justice. - They are no more limited against the ad-
ministration of justice and the trial of parties for ordinary
crimes than against the investigation of charges against a
member of this House or a Minister of the Crown by a Com-
missioner appointed by that Minister himself. This whole
question was raised in a very full and elaborate discussion
which took place some years ago in reference to the Belfast
riots. The Government issued a Commission to enquire into
the origin of these iots, and the conduct of the police,
with & view of ascertaining if the police were numerous
enough to secure a due observance of the law and the pre-
servation of the peace. Tho investigation was held wit{; '
view of further legislation and the rendering of the
ordinary administration of the law more efficient than it
had been up to that time. But in the course of the enqui
many matters were brought out incidentally’ whigz
affected particularindividualg, and it was held by some of the
Judges t%at the publication of reports of the evidence and
of the documents was not privileged, and that the parties
who were injuriously affected by the publication would have
redress against the Commissioners and parties who published
the document. When Mr. O'Connell was a member* of the
Irish Bar, the House of Commons appointed a Commission
to enquire into the corporations of Ireland, and in tho
course of the enquiry, certain charges were incidentally
made against the Mayor of the City of Cork. The Commission
asked a witness, if there was anything else he had to say,
and the witness replied: “I have an instance of a £10
note slipping into the Mayor’s pocket from off the Board
room table of the House ot Industry, and it never slipped out
gince.” This was a statement made before a Commission,
The Mayor was advised by eminent coungel to prosecute the
party who gave the evidence for libel. The point was
argued by Mr. O’Connell and Mr. Holmes, and it was in-
sisted by counsel for the prosecutor that there was no power
in the Crown to issue such a Commission, and that even -an
address of the House of Commons would not give it any
validity. The case came by appeal to England, and the
Lord Chief Justice of the day, in delivering judgment, said
that it was contended that a right existed to report truly
the proceedings of a court of justice; but that principle
was not applicable in the prosent case, because this was a
commission of enquiry and not a court of justice; it had
not the characteristics of one, but was preparatory to some
ulterior measure and for the purpose of enquiry merely.
The evidence was entirely er parte, and the proceedings
bore less analogy to those of a court of justice than to those
of a police magistrate or at a coroner’s inquest. If, there- .
fore, those proceedings were defamatory they might tend 1o
prejudice the public mind and to defeat the ends of justice
if the case were brought to trial. And Mr. Justice Burton
said that it was impossible to say that those proceedings
took place before a tribunal which had any analogy to a
court of justice, for a court of justice had authority to
hear and determine cases, whereas the tribunal in question

could hear merely; the Commissioners were only to enquire

into certain facts; they could not give an acquittal; they
were empowered to hear evidence and that ex parte—not for
the purpose of being communicated to the public, but of
being returned to another place. He then said, that any-
thing which might inflame the public mind when a man was
likely to be tried, was a high crime and misdemeanour.
There was another casc—that of Mr. Balfe, in which the
same principles were involved; and it was laid down by
Lord Cairns, that it was an improper proceeding for the
Crown to investigate any matter which properly belonged
to Parliament, or could properly be referred to the ordinary
tribunals of the  country. Now, if the Commission in
question is of such a character as it is represented to be, and
if it was issued, as the hon. gentleman says, becanse certain’
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charges were made against himself, with a view of vindi-

cating his character against. those charges, then it is not
within the powers. comferred. by statute, and
contravention of the law of Parliament, and. the ele-
mentary principles of law and justice. I ask that the
information ; may be brought down at an. early day,
in order that a motion may be founded upon the subject and
the views of Parliament taken upon it.

. Bir CHARLES TUPPER. I merely rise for the pur-
mvof»ssking the hon. gentleman to correct the statement

a8 just made ; that is, that I stated that the Commission |

was issued foi the purpose of defending myself against
charges made against myself. I never made any such state-
ment. -~

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.. Thisis an old friend with
a new face,.and T am glad to see it again.
however, no good purpose to discuss the matter until
the papers are brought. down. They will be brought
down at once. T do not remember the terms of the Com-
mission. Ever{y hon. member ought to have the Commission
and-the . Act before him and see whether the Commission is
in accordance with the Act, with the powers given by the
Act or not. We will all have, when.the papers are brought
down, an opfpgrtunit 7 of considering the able speech of my
hon. friend frém Bothwell on the subject.

Motion agreed tfo..
THE CONSOLIDATED FUND.

Sir  RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT moved for a return of

reccipts and expenditures, in detail, chargeable to the
Cousolidated Fund, from 1st July to 1st December, in the year
1879 and 1880 respectively.

Motion agreed to.

EXPORTS AND IMPORTS.

Sir RICHARD .J. CARTWRIGHT moved for areturn of
exports and imports, in detail, from Ist July to 1st
December, in the years 1879 :and 1830 respectively; showing
the: countries whence and to which the same were
respectively exported or imported.

Mr. BOWELL said it would be impossible to produce the
return asked for until a very late period of the Session. He
suggested that instead-of 1st December, the final date be 31st
December.

Sir RICHARDJ. CARTWRIGHT accepted the suggestion,
and the motion thus amended was agreed to.

CATTLE AND SHEEP EXPORT TRADE.

Mr, DOMYILLE, on rising fo move for 8 Select Com-
mittee. to enguire into the export trade of cattle and shee
from Canada to Europe, and how it can be further developed
and fostered, said: Since putting this nptice on the paper; I
have learnt it would be more acceptable tohave referred the
matter to the Immigration and. Colonization Committee. I
did- not think so in entering the motion, because I thought it
was. a subject that might be kept entirely clear .of other
questions, in order that information might be obtained in as
practicable a shape as possible for the benefit of the catile and
sheep .traders thronghout the Dominion, especially in the
Lower Provinces, v‘:'%.em the feeling is, that if this subject
were given some consideration we, heing nearer the sea than
other portions of the Dominion, and having less distances to
drive our cattle and sheep in order toreach the sea-board
than have the graziers in.the far west, were in a superior
position to do. the frade, and only required some information
and encouragement to make beffer use of our facilities. We
need a line .of steamers for the trade,.and I thought by
bnnﬁmg up the gubject before the Houge, the Government
would, -on acquiring the needed information, lend us some
asgistaflnce in the development of the trade; but as T am told

r. MroLs.

is in

It will answer,

1t would be far better the subject should go befere the Com-
mittee of Immigration and Colonization; I beg to withdraw.
the motion.

Mr. ANGLIN. Before the hon. gentleman obtains leave-to
withdraw the motion I would suggest to him to consider
whether it would not be better to bring the:subject
before the House in some other form.. If:'the
matter is referred to one of the large eommittees; the
chances are we shall not have a report until the end:of the
Session, when it will be too late for ‘the Hduse to -take siny
action. The hon. gentleman could tell the House how:much’ -
the persons engaged in that trade in the Lower ‘Prgvinees
have suffered during the pastseason, through being-obfiged to
transport their cattle to Quebec, where they are receivéd on
board the steamers, I trustthe hon. gentleman will give the
matter such consideration as will lead him to bring the subject
before the House in another form. A resolution, askifig
the opinion of the House, asking the House to declare that’
it was but just and reasonable that the Government should
render such assistance to the lower ports in this matter, as
would enable them to establish lines of steamers for the pur-
pose of carrying on this cattle trade, and other trades now
awaiting development, would be, perhaps, the most feasible
way of arriving at a satisfactory resuit. 1 only throw out
the suggestion; I do not want to interfere in the matter.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It seems to me the hon.
member for King’s (Mr. Domville) has taken the right
course. 1t would be better to get the evidence first before
the Committee and then introduce resolutions founded
upon the evidence. It is quite true that the final re-
ports of Standing Committees are brought in late
in the session, but the committees have power,
in the meantime, to report from time to time, and I have no
doubt this is a question in which the Committee will appointa
sub-committee to take up,and report upon, early in the Session.
My hon. friends, the members for King’s and Gloucester,
could be put on the Standing Committee so as to form part
of the sub-committee appointed to enquire into this question.

Motion withdrawn, -
WRECKAGE IN CANADIAN WATERS,

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex), moved for all the evidence col-
lected in regard to wreckage in Canadian waters, particularly
on the shores of Lakes Erie, Ontario and Huron, and rivers
St. Clair and Detroit; also, a statement of the money
expended and to whom paid for collecting the same,

Mr. BOWELL. If the hon. member had stated what he
expected to obtain by this motion, I should have been better
able to inform him as to whether there was any information
in the department. I am not aware of any information, or

1 any statement of expenses inecmrred in connection with

wreckage, other than what was laid befere the House last
Session. ,
~Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). I understood that a gentleman
was appointed for the purpose of travelling along ‘the
frontier, on the Canadian side, and collecting information as
to the number of wrecks which have taken place within the
last eight or nine years. 1t is of great importance that the
inland navigation of the country, which forms a large part
of our commerce, should be adequately protected, and it was
with the view of learning what information had been col-
lected, bearing on the prevention of wrecks, that I put my
motion on the paper. ’ ' :

Mr. BOWELL. It is true thata gentleman was appointed
to make enquiry as to the number of wrecks along the shores
of Lake Erie and the head of Lake Ontario. His report
was presented to the House, I think, last Session. The
only information asked . for in this. motion . which
was not laid before the House, was a statement of the
expense, which I will bring down. .
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‘ |
Mr. PATTERSON (Essex), said the return migh
include any co. denee which had taken place betwoe
‘the authorities at Washington and the Dominion Governd
* ment, on the subject of wreckage. i
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD suggested that such corres!
pondence should be made the subject of a separate motion.
. Motion agreed to. ‘
PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex), moved for copies of all contracts
or agreements made for the printing of Parliament during the
recess, together with all correspondence and papers connceted

- therewith. . !
Motion agreed to.

ACCIDENT ON TIIE LACHINE CAXNAL,

Mr. DESTARDINS, in moving for copies of all corres-
pondence, protests or reports of engincers, in relation to the
accident which has recently occurred in section No. 11 of tho

" Lachine Canal, now under contract, said: Before moving
this motion, I desire to offer a few remarks. Thoe attention
of the public has several times been .called to the accidents
that have occurred in the construction of the Lachine Canal,
Last year I accompanied the hon." Minister of Railways and

"Canals on a visit- to section 11, for the purpose of ascertain-
ing what had caused asuspension of the work there, and the
throwing out of employment of two or three hundred laborers
in the midst of a severe winter. Recently another accident
occurred-in that section, having the effect again of stopping
the operations of the contractors until next Spring. 1t is

“evident if these accidents occur very often, Wgen the work

"is. delivered up, the Government will have to pay heavy
damages every year. The particular work in progress there
at present is a long pier running from the opening of the
canal about a mile up the stream. It is intended to build
it water tight, so as to keep the water at the proper level in
the basin, and is of the nature of construction called
cofferdam.  After the last accident, I went to examine that
Pier and found that, although yet under comstruction, it

ooked really in many parts like a ruin. The clay chamber,
which had been intended originally to be four or five feet
wide, bad become in some places ten or twelve feet wide. The
weight of clay had evidently canted the crib work towards
the basin, so that the contractor had to prop it up with
beams and other supports. It has been said, with reference
to the works already completed on the Lachine Canal, that

" their actual want of repairs there was evidently some defect
in the original plan. TLast year we were called on to
vote $10,000 to repair the dry walls which had been built
along the banks of the canal, and it is estimated that not less
than $100,000 more will be required to make the necessary
changes, so as to give the works the proper solidity. I

“think the facts should be enquired into, with the view of
ascertaining whether the fault rests upon the Chief Engineer
in'charge of the work or not. 1t is very well known that
he has not been very happy in his inventions lately. We
know he is putting up gatesjust now that will require all

“the strength of a man during twelve minutes to open, while

“the old ones require only one minute. Now we have that
one pier that shows manifest defects. I do not know

“that the responsibility ean be put on the shoulders of the
contractors, who seem to have done all they could to
properly complete these works. Therefore, [ think an

“enqairy should be made, and my motion has that end.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am very sorry that the hon.
gentleman, inmaking his motion, to which, of course, there
1810 objection, the Government being ready tobring down all

“the papers that can throw any light on the subject, should
have ~felt it his duty to animadvert with so much
severity uponthe standing and conduct of the Chief Engineer

‘does not specify. the period over which it runs ;

of Canals, I think I may say that if there is a public officer

in the country who stands high, and ‘deservedly high, in its
estimation, it is this' gentleman. It would require' a muth
cooler statement than that just made by my hon. friend, at
all events, toshake my eonfidence materially in'that public
officer, and lead me tothe conclusion that the accidents that

‘1 oceurred are traceable to the neglect of duty of that officer
‘| and to his inability. Every person familiar with contracts
* | knows that difficulties constantly arise in carrying them to
‘| completion, “and that the contractor &t any rate forms a

strong opinion that he is not at fauit. . Of course, the
responsibility and expense of those aceidents:falls on the
contractor, who undertakes to do a certain ameunt of “work
for a certain sum. ‘To besure if it can be shown there has
been anything defective-in -the plans or directions given to
the contractor, the question will arise as to how it should

| be dealt with. I shall not hastily conclude- that all the

strictures made on that officer are entirely deserved until I
am able to examine the case more elosely.

Mr. MACKENZIE. lam very ilsad to hear the hon.
gentleman oi)posite make such remarks with regard to Mr.
Page, who, I think, is entitled to them. I am :quite sure
that in the matter of hydraulio engineering we have no
man to compare with him in the Dominion, I‘would be
exceedingly glad if the hon. gentleman (8ir Charles Tupper)
would always- act on his advice ‘for, altheugh he happens to
be right in this case, as to the Lachine Canal, he was quite
wrong as to the Carillon Canal last year.

repared to

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will be quite )
discuss that subject, exhaustively, with my hon. friend when
the proper time comes. ‘

Motion agreed to.

IMMIGRATION TO MA%ITOBA AND THE NORTH-
EST.

Mr. IVES, in moving for a statement ‘of the number of
immigrants who have gone into Manitoba. and the. North-
West Territories for the year ending October 31st, 1880;
the number of persons who have purchased lands; the
number of persons who have taken homesteads and pre-
emption rights; the number of acres sold, the total number
of acres talen up and purchased; the total receipts for
lands sold or taken up during that period, and the amount
hereafter to be roceived, said: I K:ve not had an oppor-
tunity of seeing the return brought down by the
Minister of the Interior. 1 did not know, when I
put the notice on the paper, that it was his intention
to bring down such a return, nor did ‘I know thata
motion was made last Session by the member for
Gloucester on the subject. I apprehend the return will not
cover the period aimed at in the motion.

Mr. BLAKE. I observe the return just brought down
fancy it
runs over more than one year—the return brought down in
answer to the motion of -the member for Gloucester (Mr.
Anglin). 1 think it would be quite convenient if we had a
uniform statement on this subject. I suppose the reason
why the hon. gentleman mentions the 31st October is that
it marks the limit of the departmental year, which ends on
that day. I suppose that covers the period not covered by
the preceding return. It does not state how long it runs,
1t would be very important if the usual digest form were
given with a yearly return that would convey full informa-
tion on this subject. I think a distinction between Manitoba
and the rest of the North-West would also be useful. ~Sup-
pose the facts were given showing those who emigrated to
Manitoba and left it, and those who have gone thither and

‘settled in that Province.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did mot look -at the
return laid on the Table, but I assume it was made in strict
response to the motion, 1 think it would be well were that.
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statement, already prepared, supplemented in accordance
with the motion of my hon. friend (Mr. Ives). Iquite agree
with the hon. member for West Durham that it would be
well to have a statement showing year by year the amount
of Jand sold, the money received, the amount of scrip, and
the expense of surveys and so forth, I have already given
orders for such a statement. ' R :

Mr. MACDOUGALL. I hope the hon. mover will per-
mit a slight amendment in regard to his return. I do not
see that it provides for showing the quantity of land that
may be sold to any individual. It is said that some very
large purchases have been made by individuals. I think a
- return showing the properties sold to individuals would be
information useful to the House. The return now proposed
does not provide for that information.

Motion agrecd to.

NOMESTEADS AND PRE-EMPTION RIGHTS IN THE
NORTH-WEST.

Mr. IVES moved for a statement of the total number of
acres of land sold and taken up ashomesteads and pre-emption
rights from the acquisition of the North-West up to the 31st
October last ; the total amount received in money therefrom,
and the amount which should thereafter be received.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would suggest that it
be amended 8o that the returns shall be made year by year.

Mr. IVES. With the permission of the House I will
amend itso that the return may be an annual one, distinguish-
ing one year from another.

Mr. ANGLIN. The returns brought down this afternoon
contain all the information the hon. gentleman asks for up
to the 31st December last. I have some recollection that
towards the close of the last Session the right hon. leader
of the Government stated in the House that some such re-
port as this would be laid upon the Table annually, and that
some regulations to that effect wore brought down and
adopted by the House. :

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. T think the conversation
arose from an enquiry made by the hon. member for Centre
Huron (Sir Richard J. Cartwright) as to the advisability
to bring down the account from the beginning, and some
time ago I gave orders that the report should be prepared.

Mr. BLAKE. It was in connection with the proposition
that we ought to know the expenditure year by year in con-
nection with the surveys and administration of these lands,
and also the returns, because it was said that inasmuch as
you are taking as capital account $300,000 for surveys, it is
important to see year by year that it is repaid.

Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT. The matter was
brought up upon a motion of mine to make certain returns
standing orders. That, upon consideration, was withdrawn.
The First Minister said it was too grave a matter to be adopted
off hand. I think what the hon. member for Gloucester
(Mr. Anglin) referred to arose later in the Session in“con-
nection with the discussion on the Estimates, and more par-
ticularly with the appropriation of $300,000 for service
‘which was to be charged to capital account instead of, as
heretofore, to ordinary income. - ,

Mr. MILLS. It seems to me this information ought to
be given every year in the annual return of the department.
We have in the Trade and Navigation Returns statements
with regard to the condition of trade, and all the information
required in that particular branch; but with regard to the
Crown Lands sold, the amount of money received during the
year, and the like of that information, might be given by
the Minister of the Interior in that part of his report relat-
ing to the management of the Dominion Lands,

Motion, as amended, agreed to,
Sir Jonx A, MacDONALD,

"SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that a Special
Committee of seven members be appointedto prepare and
and report, with all convenient speed, lists of members, to
compose the Select Standing Commiftees, ordered by the
House on Thursday, the 9th instant, and that Sir John A.
Macdonald, Sir Leonard Tilley, Sir Charles Tupper, Messrs.
Langevin, Mackenzfe, Blake and Laurier do compose the
said Committee. .

Motion agreed to.

THE PACIFIC RAILWAY RESOLUTIONS.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that the House do
go into Committee of the Whole, on Tuesday next, to
consider the following resolutions:—

1st. That it is_ expedient to grant and appropriate twenty-
five millions of dollars according to the terms of the contract
relating to the Canadian Pacific Railway transmitted to this House by
PoizshExeellency the Governor General, by his Message dated December

2nd. That it is expedient to grant and appropriate twenty-five millions
of acres of land in the North West Territories according to the terms of
the said contract so transmitted as aforesaid.

Mr, BLAKE. Ihad really hoped that the Government
would make a different response to the appeal which was
made at the earliest moment it could be made, not to proceed
with the discussion of this enormous question until due time
had been given for consideration by the House and the
country. I think that all the arguments which, in ignorance
of the precise details of the contract, were advanced in favor
of that view, as to any contract which could raise questions
of such practical novelty and magnitude as this, are increased
in importance by the contract which has been brought down,
I am not about to discuss the contract, but I think it is fair
to make the observation that there are in it provisions of
various kinds which were certainly not contemplated by
members of this House, or by the public. I think it is fair
to say that such lights as we have had upon the subject have
been misleading lights, and that the public has—I do not mean
by the Ministers, but by those who assume to speak with
some degree of authority as being the organs of the
Ministers —~these organs have been not merely not well
informed, but absolutely misinformed: The Iimportance
and the gravity of this question, as the hon. member for
Lambton (Mi. Mackenzie% observed at an earlier period of
the day, transcends that of any question which could be sub-
mitted to Parliament. It is of the very greatest magnitude, and
the decision of it will materially affect our interests financially.
It will affect the interests of the North-West vitally for twenty
years to come, at least, and perhaps for ever. The country
has had no opportunity of being aware of the proposals of
Ministers. he House had no opportunity of being
aware of those proposals until late on Friday night, and it is
proposed to commence the discussion of them on Tuesday,
with the avowed object of, if possible, proceeding
de die in diem, and of bringing the subject to ‘a
conclusion before Christmas. The hon. leader of the Gov-
ernment stated that there was no intention to force a decision
before Christmas, but the.intention is to force it with the
utmost expedition, and if it may be, before Christmas.
Now, I say the discussion ought not to be commenced before
Christmas. I say time is required for consideration
by members and the country, with a view to the
formation of a just and proper opinion outside as well as
inside of this House, before we can be called upon to decide.
The subject is of such importance, the question is so unusual,
so unprecedented, and the results will be so grave, that I
think it my duty to mark, in the most signal manner, the
opinion that there ought to be an interval for reflection,
consideration, and the formation of opinion outside as well
a8 inside of this House before weare called upon to deljberate
and decide, With that view, without protracting the dis-



1880. COMMONS

DEBATES. o

cussion at this hour of the afternoon, I move in amendment
to leave out the words “‘the House do resolve itself into a
Committee of the Whole on Tuesday next” and to substitute
the following :e—

tJyr view of the magnitude and gravity of the questions presented:
and ir-order to give time for consideration I:i:he House and country, the
House do resolve itseif into a Committee of,the Whole on. Wednesday the
fifth day of January next.” .

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The objection to this
resolution, in my opinion, is that it is altogether premature.
Granting the premises of the hon. gentleman, granting the
grest gravity of the question, granting the immensity of the
interests involved—all these being granted, there is still
greater reason that the discussion should go on atonce. The
contract is before the House and the country. It has
reached from one end of the Dominion to the other. The

le of British Columbia know every word of the contract

amd the schedule just as well as we do; and what the whole
- wants and is waiting for, and will insist on having,

is to obtain as soon as possible the reasons for and against
the contract, for and against the measure which the Govern:
ment has thought proper to bring down. Afterit has been
fully discussed. after the Government has been heard as to

their ;ﬁicy, after the objections which may be taken by
any n. member have been fully laid before
the House and the country—if then it be the

will and voice of Parliament that delay shall be
granted and an extension of time shall be granted,
we are, of course,the servants of Parliament, and must yield ;
but we desire and claim, as a matter of right, as a Ministry,
taking the responsibility of submitting this large measure,
to lay, as soon as possible, before the House, the reasons
for our action.

After a division had been called,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD rose and said: I omitted
to state—I do mnot know it is necessary, because it is con-
veyed to us by a Message—but I wish to saythat these reso-
lutions have been submitted to His Excellency, and I have
received his sanction to submit them to Parliament.

House divided. Amendment negatived. Yeas 51, nays
104.

YEAS:

Messieurs
Anglin, Geoffrion, - Mills,
Bain, Gillies, Olivier,
Blake, Gillmor, Paterson (Brant),
Borden, Glen, Pickard, .
Bourasas. Gunn, Rinfret,
Burpee (ét. Johm), Haddow, Robertson (Shelburne),
Burpee (Sunbury), Holton, Rogers,
Cameron (Huron), Huntington, Ross (Middlesex),
Cdrtwright, Killam, al,
Casey, King, Skinner,
Casgrain, LaRue, Smith,
Charlton, Laaurier, Snowball,
Cockburn (Muskoka), Macdonell (Lanark), Thompson (Haldimand),
Dument, Mackenzie,, Trow,
Fiset, McCallum, Weldon,
Fleming, Mclsaac, Wheler,
Flyaon, Malouin, Wiser.—51.

Navs:

Messieurs
Beaty, Grandboeis, Moussean,
Beauchesie, Hay, Muttart,
Benoit, Hesson, Orton,
Bergeron, Hooper, Patterson (Essex),
Bill, Houde, Perrault,
Boldue, Ives, Pinsonneault,
Boulthee, Jones, Platt,
gowell, IK{anllhach, l;lumb,c

: ) eeler, >ope {Compton
Brooks, Kirkpatrick, Po (Queg:g),),
Bunting, Kranz, Richey,
Cameron (Victoria),  Landry,’ Rochester,
Caron, Lane, Ross (Dundas),
Cimon, Langevin, Rouleau,
Colvy, Lantier, Routhier,
Little, Royal,

Costigan, Longley, Ryan (Montreal),
Cmgﬁim, Macdonald (Sir John), Sproule, )
Coursol, McDonsld (Cape Bretoa)Stephenson,
Cuthbert, McDonald (Pictou), Strange,

Daly, McDonald{ Victaria, N.S.Tasse,

Daoust, Macmillan, . Tellier,

Dawson, . McCuaig, Tilley,
Desaulniers, McDougall, Tupper,
Desjardins, NcKay, Vallee,

Domville, McLennan, ‘Vianasse,

Drew, McLeod, Wade,

Elliott, McQuade, Wallace (Norfolk),
Farrow, McRory, Wallace, (York)
Fitzsimmons, Manson, White '(budwelf),
Fortin, Massue, White %haﬁngs},
Fulton, Merner, White (Renfrew),
Gault, Methot, Willinms, - - -
Gigault, Mongenais, Wright.—104,
Girouard (Eent), Montplaisir,

House adjourncd at -6.20 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
TuespAy, 14th December, 1880.
The SpeEakER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS. .
COMMITTEES APPOINTED.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD reported lists of Members
to compose the Select Standing Committees of the House,
from the Special Committee appointed to prepare said  lists.

Ordered, That the said Report be concurreémin.

The following Committees were also appointed :—

Select Committee to assist Mr, Spealker in the direction of
the Library of Parliament, so far as the interests of this
House are concerned, and to act as members of a Joint
Committee of both Houses on the Library.

Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Senate requesting
that their Honors will unite with this House in the forma-
tion of a Joint Committee of both Houses, on. the subject of
the Printing of Parliament; and that the members of the
Select Standing Committee on Printing will act as members
of the said Joint Committee on Printing. :

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD presented a Message from
His Excellency. N

Mr. S'EAKER read the Message as follows:—

Lorne.

The Governor General transmits te the House of Commons, in
accordance with the Act 34 Victoria, Chapter 6, Section 10, three ap-
groved Minutes of Council, rejating to the administration of Savings

anks, and to the computation of the rates of Interest allowed on Depo-
sits in such Banks, etc., etc.

GovErNMENT HoUSE,
OTrAWA, December 14th, 1880,

Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT enquired whether it
had been usual to bring down a message on the subject of
Savings Banks, as he did not remember any such course
having been previously adopted.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY said a Message had not been
brought down before, the fact that the Savings Bank Act
required it having been overlooked by his predecessors in
office, and by himself for the past two sessions.

Mr. MACKENZIE asked if the Aet required that a. Mes-
sage should be brought down.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY said he thought it did; and the
Government thought it desirable that that course should
be followed.

REPORTS AND PAPERS.

Mr. SPEAKER presented a statement of the Receipts and
Disbursements of the House of Commons, '
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Sir LEONARD TILLEY laid on the Table the anuual
Report of the Auditor General.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER- laid on the Table a return
showing the expenditure on the Canadian Pacific Railway
down to 3ith November, 1880 ; alsoan estimate of the Chief
Engineer of that railway of the amount which will be re-
quired to complete all the works that under the proposed
arrangement are handed over to the Syndicate.

~ CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.
On the Orders of the Day being called.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER rose and said: I move, Mr.
Speaker, that you do now leave the Chair, and that the
If:use do now resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole
for the purpose of considering the resolutions on the Orders
for to-day. I think, on the present occasion, it will be more
convenient to take the discussion in Committee, where there
will be the fullest opportunity for a free interchange of
opinions and explanations from time to time as the question
may seem to demand.

. Mr. BLAKE. Does the hon. gentleman propose, by the
House going into Committee, to make a full statement of the
question ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.

Mr. BLAKE. As arule, I have supposed that it was
generally deemed more convenient that there should be a
general statement of a question with you, Mr. Speaker, in
the Chair, and that we should so reach a conclusion upon the
question as to whether we should go into Committee. It
does seem to me that this is an oceasion, of all others, upon
which the usual practice should not be departed from. This
is a ease of the utmost gravity, and 1 think the explanations
should be made with the Speaker in the Chair.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the principle is
the other way. Great measures like this can only originate
- by resolution, and it is obvious the resolution must be dis-
cussed in the proper place. My hon. friend’s motion is this,
that the House do now resolve itself into a Committee of the
‘Whole to consider the propriety of these resolutions. As for
the practice, it is simply a matter of convenience, and my
hon. friend thinks it is more convenient to discuss it in
Committee. I think in a measure containing so many
detailg this course is much more convenient, and it must be
obvious to the minds of everybody that the discussion
should be in Committee, where every question ean be dis-
cussed in detail, rather than by a series of formal speeches
with the Speaker in the Chair, to be renewed over and over
again in Committee of the Whole. i

Motion agrded to. ' i

House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Chairman, it affords me
very much pleasure to rise for the purpose of submitting a
motion to this House in relation to the most important
question that has ever engaged the attention of this Parlia-
ment—a motion which submits for the approval of this
House the means by which the great national work, the
Canadian Pacific Railway, shall be completed and operated
hereafter, in a way that has more than once obtained the
approval of this House, and the sanction of the people of
this country, and upon terms more favorable than any that
have ever previously been offered to the House. I shall be
obliged, Mr. Chairman, to ask the indulgence of the House
while at some considerable length I place before it the
the grounds upon which I that this resolution
embodies the policy of the Parliament of Canada as
expressed on more than one oceasion, and that these resolu-
tions present terms for the consideration of this Parliament,
for the completion of this work, more favorable than any
previously submitted; and, 8ir, I have the less hesitation in

Mr, SPEAKER,

asking, the indulgence of the House, because I ask it mainly
for the purpose of repeating to the House:statements inade -
by gentlemen of much greater ability tham: myself, and:
occupying positions in this House and country second te.no
other. But for what took place here yesterday I would
have felt warranted in expressing the opinion thdt the
resolutions, grave and important as they are, would receive
the unanimous tonsent of this Parliament. '

Mr. BLAKE., Hear, hear, -

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would, Isay, have been war-
ranted in arriving at that.conclusion— but for the very signi-
ficant indications that were made from the other side of
the House—because these resolutions only ask hon. gentle-
men on both sides of the House to affirm a proposition to
which they haye again and again, as public men, committed
themselves. Ineed not remind the House that when my right
hon. friend, the leader of the Government; occupied in 1871
the same position which he now occupies, the policy of con-
structing a great line of Canadian Pacitic Railway that would
connect the two great oceans which form the eastern and
western boundaries of the Dominion anada, received the
approval of this House. 'Not only did the policy of accom-
plishing that great work receive the endorsation of a large
majority in the Parliament of the country, but in specific
terms, the means by which that work should be aecom-
plished were embodied in the form of a resolution and sub-
nitted for the consideration of Parliament. It was moved
by the late lamented Sir George Cartier, - ,

“ That the railway referred toin the Address of Her Majesty concerning
the agreement made with British Columbia, and adopted by this House, -
on Saturday, 1st April next, should be constructed and worked by private
enterprise, and not by the Dominion Government ; and that the public
aid to be given to secure the undertaking should consist of such liberal
grants of land and such subsidy in money, or other aid, not unduly press-
ing on the industry and resources of the Dominion, as the Parliament of
Canada shall hereafter determine.”

Mr. BLAKE. That was the resolution first brought
down. '

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That was the first resolution,
and it was amended to state more strongly that the work
should not involve an increase in the existing rate of taxa-
tion. I was under the impression that the resolution I had
in my hand was the original motion as carried. The hon.
gentleman will agree with me that it embodies the mode
upon which the road should be constructed. Now, Sir,
although hon. gentlemen in this House, although the two
great parties represented in this House may entertain differ-
ences of opinion as to the construction of the Railway, and
the means that may be adequate to its aceomplishment, the
House was unanimous in that; because the hon. gentlemen
then representing the Opposition in this House supported a
resolution introduced as an amendment to ours, by the pre-
sent Chief Justice Dorion, declaring that the road should be
constructed in no other way, adding to the resolution the
words “and mnot otherwise,” the object of which was to
make it impossible for any Government to secure the con-
struction of the road in any other mode than through the
agency of a private company aided by a grant of lands and
money. And while the resolution moved by Sir George Cartier,
declaring that the work should be constructed in that way,
received the support of every gentleman on this side of the
House, the still stronger affirmation moved by Mr. Dorion, -
that the work should not be done in any other way, received,”
1 believe, the support of every gentleman on the other
side of the House. 'Therefore, I think, I may say that the
policy of Parliament—not the policy of any one party—was
distinetly approved in the resolutions placed upon the Jour-
pals in 1871. Well, Sir, in 1872 it gec&me necessary to.
state in distinct terms what aid the Government proposed,
under the authority of that resolution, to offer for the
construction of the Bailway. The Journals of 1872 will.
show that Parliament, by a deliberate vote, and by a vey
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large majority, placed at the service of the Government
80,909,000 in money, and 50,000,000 acres of land, for
“the ; construction of the main line; and an additional
amount of 20,000 acres of land per mile for FPembina
Branch ‘of 85 miles, and of 25,000 acres of land per mile
for the Nepigon Branch of that line. Sir, 1 may remind
the House that it was expected—as possibly may prove
to be the case yet—that the line of the Canada Pacific
Railway ' from Nipissing westward would ran to the
north of Lake Nepigon, and provision was thereforo
made for a branch, by a vote of twenty-five thou-
sand acres of land r mile, for 120 miles, to secure
connection between Lake Superior and the main line. Now,
- Sir, these terms became the subject of very considerable dis-
cussion in this House and out of it. And the Government
having been sustained by a majority, placing at their dis-
posal that amount of money and that amount-of land to
secure the construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway,
and the term of Parliament having expired, Parliament was
dissolved and the country appealed to, and after that
question was placed before it a very sufficient working major-
ity was returned to support the Government and confirm
the policy which the House had adopted, both as to the
mode in which the work was to be constructed and as to the
public money and public lands which the Government were
authorized to use for the purpose of securing the construc-
tion of this work. Well, Sir, under the authority of this
House, in 1872, and under the authority of .the people of
this country, confirming what the House had done, the
Government entered into & contract with a number of gen-
tlemen, who subsequently selected Sir Hugh Allan as the
President of the Company, for the purpose of constructing
the Canadian Pacific Railway on the terms that I have now
mentioned to the House, and that gentleman, with some of
his associates—and I need not at this period remind the
House that that Company embraced a number of the
most able, leading and influential men in the country,
financially and commercially—proceeded to England, at
that time, at all events, the great money market of the
world, I might almost say that it was then the only
money market in the world, and exhausted overy
means in their power to obtain the support of
financial men in such a way as to enable them to
carry that contract to completion. If my recollection does
not fail me, the hon. leader of the late Government,
on more than one occasion, expressed the hope that
it would be successful. He always expressed his
strong conviction that the mecans were altogether
inadequate to secure the object in view, but I think that, on
more than one occasion, he expressed the patriotic hope that
these gentlemen would succeed in obtaining the capital
required upon those terms. But, Sir, they did not succeed,
as every person knows. After having exhausted cvery
effort in their powoer, they were obliged to return and
surrender the charter under which they received authority
to endeavor to obtain money for the construction of this
great work. Well, Sir, a very unpleasant result followed.
The then Government of this eountry met with a like
defeat; and the means placed at their disposal for the con-
struction of the great work which these gentlemen had in
hand having proved inadequate, the Government also
succumbed te the pressure from hon. gentlemen opposite.
1t is not a pleasant topic, and I will not dwell any longer
upon it than is absolutely necessary to introduce the
Administration which followed us, ably led by the hon.
member for Lambton. Now, Sir, I havesaid, on more than
one oceasion, that in my judgment, inasmuch as the only
aiithority which Parliament had given for the construction
of the Canadian Pacific Railway required that it should' be
doue by a private company, aided by a grant of land and
money, and inasmuch as the resolution embodying that
statement, a6 the hon. leader of the Opposition has correctly

reminded me, also embodied the statement that it should
not increase the existing rate of taxation, and inasmuoch as
the Financo Minister of the Government at once announced
to Parliament the fact that there was a great impending
deficiency between the revenue and expenditure, it therefore
became apparent.that no progress could be made except in
contravention of both these propositions. 1 have said before,
and I repeat now, that in my judgment the hon. leader of
the then Government would have been warranted in stating
that he was obliged to leave the question of the Canadian
Pacific Railway in abeyance. The present hon. leader of
the Opposition differed with me on that point, as occasion-
ally we are compelled to differ on matters which are
submitted for the consideration of this Mouse, and
I am free to confess that, although I do not hold so
strongly 48 the present leader of the Opposition
opinions as to the duty. which devolved upon tgg hon.
member for Lambton, as leader of the Governmont in 1874,
the opinions he formed, the policy he adopted, and tho
statements ko made in and out of this House, ‘as to his posi-
tion regarding the construction of the Canada Pacific Rail-
way, were eminently patriotic, greatly to the credit of that
hon. gentleman. But, Sir, he did commit himself in the
most formal and authentic manner to the construction ; not-
withstanding the difficulties which had occurred, notwith-
standing the aplparontly insuperable diffieulties which
presented themselves, the hon. gentleman went to his consti-
tuents—I will not say he went to his constituente—bhe
appealed to all Canada, he appealed to the people of this
country in the most formal manner in whicﬁ it is possible
for a ¥irst Minister to state his policy, and that was by a
manifesto over his ownsignature. The House will, perhaps,
allow me to draw attention to some very important state-
ments contained in this manifesto. The hon. gentleman
said :

‘“We must meet the difficulty imposed on Canada by the reckless
arrangements of the late Government with reference to the Pacific Rail-
way, under which they pledged the land and resources of this country to
the commencement of that gigantic work in July, 1873, and to its
completion by July, 1881." :
The hon. gentleman will see that the ierm very rockless
arrangemonts is limited by the hon. gentleman to the short
time which we had allowed ourselves for the construction
of the work, and not to the work itself. The hon. gentleman
further said :

‘“That contract has already been broken; over a million of dollars has
now heen spent in surveys, and no particular line bhas yet been located.
The bargain is, as we always said, incapable of literal fulfilment. We
must make arrangements with British Cos)umbia for such a relaxation of
the terms as will give time for the completion of the surveys, and subse-
quent prosecution of the work, with such speed as the resources of the
co‘mtrﬂ will permit, and without largely increasing the burden of taxation
upon the people.”’ N

Mr. MACKENZIE. Hear, hear. ,
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear. The hon. gontle-

man went on to say:

“ They must, in the meantime, obtain some means of communication
across the continent, and it would be their policy to umite enormous
stretches of magnificent water commaunications with lines of railway to
the Rocky Mountains, thus avoiding, for the present, the construction of
1,300 miles of railway, costing from sixty to eighty millions of dollars,
and rendering the resources of the country available for the prosecution
of these links, and they should endeavor to make ‘great works
auxiliary to the promotion of immigration on an extensive .and to
the settlement and development of those rich and Tertile territories on
which our hopes for the future of Canada are so largely fixed.’!

Now, Sir, I am sure that the House will excuse me for
placing before them, in the strong and emphatic and eloguent
terms of the leader of that Government, the opinion he
entertained as to what was incumbent upon the Adminis-
tration, and what was likely to be at’tainéxﬁ’)y pursuing that
course. Then, Bir, the hon. gentleman, in" a. speech at
Barnia, followed up the policy here foreshadowed sfill more
emphatieally, still more strongly, than he had done in his
manifesto. He said : : ‘
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You are aware that during the discussions on the Bill, I objeeted to
the provisions as to the building of the railway within ten years.” Nearly
three of that time had been then exhausted, and he being bound by
a contract to finish it within seven years and three months. Tt was
essential for the settlement for the purpose of opening up the districts
where we have great riches undeveloped.”

I presume that he was referring to the undoubted mineral
districts. of British Columbia. - «

“ Without that communication, great development cannot take place.
1t will be the duty of the Administration, in the first place, to secure the
opportunity for comimunication from Lake Superior to the Rocky Moun-
tains, and, at the same time,”’ and this speaks for itself, ‘‘and thence to
the Pacific Ocean and the Western slope.

““If we wish fo make these regions-accessible, that is British Columbia
and the North-West Territory, we must effect this communication.”

I do. not think it requires any argument to shew that the
hon. gentleman proposed to construct a road in British
Columbia and one on this side of the Prairie, and that'
there wotuld be no difficulty in the construction of the,
communicating sections. He says: '

‘It will be necessary to complete our great national highway across,
the continent, and I think it will be the duty, as it ‘will be the desire, of
the Governuieiit to develop any plan by which these results can be ac-'
complished.” :
Now, Sir, there are other means of obtaining the policy of
an Administration besides the expressions of ‘the leading:
members of that Administration, and one is the authentic
declaration of the organ of the Administration. If my hon.
friend, the leader of the Opposition, will not permit me to
construe the language of the then leader of the Government,’
perhaps he will not object if I show here what construction.
the organ of that Government placed upon the words of
their leader. 1 read, in an editorial in the Toronto Globe
newspaper, that it had been asserted :

“ That Mr. Mackenzie’s Cabinet have abandoned the Canadian Pacific
Raitway. Nothing can be further from the truth. Mr. Mackenzie's speech
at Sarnia intimated distinctly what was the course which he proposed to
pursue, and spbssquent stategpents have all explained and developed the
ideas then suggested. Theré is no question ‘as to whether the Pacific
Railway is t0 be built or not. That question has been settled irrevocably
in the affirmative, and there is no statesman in Canada whoweuld commit
himself to any negative on such a point. On this all are agreed. Canvass
the Dominion over and two things will be proved as settled points. One
is that the railway must be built at as early a period as possible, and
that everything t.hgt can reasonably help that railroad to a completion
must be done 'and given. These two points are emphatically endorsed by
the rew Ministers, and entirely removed from the region of controversy.”
Now, Sir, I have shown not only that the House affirmed
that we should have a Canadian Pacific Railway, not only:
that the House decided as to the mode in which it desired
the Pacific Railway to be constructed, but T have also shown
that the Government that succeeded that of my right hon.
friend committed themselves in the fullest and most complete
manner, not-only to the construction of that great work
essential to the development of our "country, but to its con-
struction as ragidly as it was possible, within the means of
the country. The hon. gentleman himself, on. the floor of
the House, stated :

“Let me say, so far as the work is concerned, that I have always been

an advocate of the construction of a railway across this continent, but I
have never believed it was within our means to carry it out.ip anything
like the peried -of time to which the hon. gentleman hound Parliament
and the eolntgrml think that the work ought to be prosecuted in the
most vigerous ; but time is an important element.”
I have given the House some of the extra ‘parliamentary
utterances of the hon. gentleman, and I propose now to
invite its attentim to some still more formal and distinct
statements of policy in regard to this important question,
statements mala)d?e in th%g capacity of ~Prime ?Minister
of the country on the floor of Parliament. In 1871
the hon. gentleman introduced a bill for the purpose
prqvid:;?mij the construction of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, and, in:the course of a very able and a very exhaustive
speech, He ‘placed vei{ot}ll on record the opinions which
he held;and which em ieg the opinions of the Government
at that time. He stated, as will be seen on reference to
Hansard of May 12th, 1874:— -

Sir CraRLES TUPPER,

of

¢‘ The duty was im%oaed upon Parliament of providing a great schese
for carrying out the obligations imposed upon us by the solemn action of
Parliament in this matter. The original scheme was one thatT opposed
at the time of its passage here as one that in my mind then seemed
im icable within the time that was proposed, and impracticable algo
with the means proposed to be used to accomplish it.”

I wish to invite the attention of the House to the formal
declaration made on the floor of Parliament by the late
Prime Minister, that the means that Parliament had placed
at the disposal of the Government of their predecessors,
$30,000,000 in money and 54,000,000 acres of iand, were
utterly inadequate to secure the construction of the work.
Then the hon. gentleman continues:

¢T1 have not chansed that opinion, but being placed here in the Gov-
ernment, I am bound to éndeavor, to the utmost of my ability, to devise
sach means as may seem within our reach to accomplish, in spirit, if nét
in the letter, the obligations imposed upon us by the treaty of union, for
it was a treaty of union with British Columbia.”

T am sure that British Columbia will be very glad to be
again reminded that the leader of the Opposition maintained
that this was an absolute treaty of union with British
Columbia. Then he continues:

¢ We had to undertake to vindicate the good faith of the country and
do something which would enable this Parliament to carry out, in spirit,
if not in letter, the seérious undertaking of building the railway as far as
the shores of British Columbia. The legal terms are-exact, we are bound
within a specific time ‘to construct a road to connect with the railway
gystem of Ontario on the east, with the Pacific coast on the west. There
is a moral obligation as well as a legal obligation. We thought, in the
first place, that after baving had time to consider what should be done,
that, the best course'to pursue, in the meantime, would be to confer with
the Local Government of British Columbia, and endeavor to ascertain
from them, if any means could be arranged whereby an extension of time
conld be procured for the prosecution of the work which we were bound
to undertake.

“With that view, a gentleman was sent as a representative of this
Government, to that Province, and in the course of his negotiations with
the Local Govermment, it became apparent, as it had been apparentin
this House from several members from the Island of Vancouver, that it
was an exceedingly important matter in their -estimation that the road
should be commenced at once at Es%uimalt, and traverse the Island to
that point where the crossing of the Narrows was ultimately to be. I,
for one, was quite willing, if the Local Government were disposed, to
make some terms for the extension of time, to undertake the construction
of the Island portion as rapidly as possible; but, if it hecame -apq‘uent
that the local authorities were determined to adhere rigidly to the Terms
of Union, and demand the whole terms and nothing less, this House and
the Dominion of Canada, I was and am strongly of opinion, would, en
their part, concede to them the terms and nothing more. Proceeding
upon the belief that this was a fair representation of the opinions of the
country, which had to pay for the construction of this enormous work,
we instructed Mr. Edgar, who was appointed to represent the Govern-
ment in the matter, to say that the vernment would be prepared to
undertake immediately the commencement of the work upon the Island,
traversing it northwards in the direction of the point of crossing,
prosecute the surveys on the mainland, construct a passable road alon&
the ridge, erect a telegraph line along the road, and, as soon as the worl
could be placed under contract, we would expend a million and & halfa
year within the Province. I do not know whether the offer will be
accepted or not, and, in the meantime, it is absolutely necessary that
Government should bave authority to proceed with the commencement
of the works in such a way as they think will meet with tbe acceptation
of the country generally, and the reasonable people in British Columbia.”

Now, I need not remind the House that this queétion was
made the subject of reference by British Columbia to the
Imperial Government, and Lord Carnarvon submitted, for
the consideration of this Government, his view of what shouald
be done; that was, that not less than two millions, in addi-
tion to the railway on Vancouver Island, the telograph line,
the waggon road, and all those other considerations, should
be expended annually by the Government within the
Province of British Columbia. When the hon, gentleman
submitted his resolutions in 1874, as I am now submitting
miy resolutions, he said : :
4 We propose in these resolutions to agk the House to a, to .these
general propositions, In the first place, we have to ask the House for
complete 1'nger“to proceed with the construction of the road nnder the
Ws of the Union with !glmﬂ Calnmbiagf h&?m we csunot throw ug‘
t obligation except with the consent cuntmetu:g parties, an
‘we are tlig:refnre honx:xtd to make all the provision that House can
enable us to make, to'endeavor to carry out in the spirit, and as far.gs we
can, in the letter, the obligation imrposed on us by law. The British
‘Columbis section will, of course, have te be proceeded with -as fast as we
can do it, for it is essential to keep faith with the spirit and, as far as
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‘possible, with the letter of the agreement. 1 attribute a very great deal
of importance, indeed, to being able to throw in settlers to all parts of

the country, and filling it with population, which is the only thing

‘which can give ultimately commercial value to the road or prosperity to
the country. It will be observed, Sir, that in the resolutions, as Ihave
mentioned, the Government provides for the submission ot these contracts
to Parliament. They provide also, that in case we receive no proposals
for the building of what are called the sections in the Bill, that is of the
-great divisions, the Government take power to issue proposals to
build the road by direct Government agendy.”) * ¢ *
The hon. gentleman said that the Canadian DPacific was
only to be built by direct Government agency; in the event
of there being no proposals, and of there being a failure in
carrying out the policy of Parliament, that it should be done
by private enterprise, %ided by a grant of money and lands.
In 1875, the hon. gentleman having had an ?})portunity of
considering the proposals which were embodied in his bill, to
which I shall invite the attention of the House more speci-
fically, at a later period, obtained authority from the House
to go on with the immediate construction of the Railway by
the direct agency of the Government, for he could not obtain:
it in any other way. Having obtained power from the
House to give not only ten thousand dollars of money per
mie for every mile between Lake Nipissing and the shores
of the Pacific, and twenty thousand acres of land per mile,
‘but also he gave $19,000 in cash per mile for the branch,
eighty-five miles long, to Pembina, and 20,000 acres per
mile, and $10,000 and 20,000 acres per mile for the Georgian
Bay branch, of eighty-five miles long; and also, he gave the
farther sum of four per cent. interest for twenty-five years
upon such sum -as might be necessary in order to secare
the construction of the work. Now the hon. gentleman,
the leader of the late Government, stated frankly to the
House at the outset that the terms previously previded in
1872, and embodied in the contract made with the Allan
Company in 1873, were utterly inadequate, and that it was
neceseary to the good faith of the country, and that its honor,
and interests demanded that the Railway should be pro-
ceeded with, He asked and obtained from Parliament a
largé addition to the means that had been previously passed
by Parliament for the construction of the work. [n 1875,
after having had a year’s experience, ho came to the llunse
and said : ’

‘ We only let the grading upon this line (Pembina Branch) because

we thought it advisable, while proceeding thus far, not to proceed any
farther until we could get a general contract let for the entire line where
we propose t6 build it now, which would cover all the more expensive
parts of construction. For the same reason, we are only letting the grad-
ing and bridging from Fort William and Shebandowan, and the same
from Rat Portage to Red River.”
Agnin, it will be seen that the hon. gentleman puts forward
as his policy, and the policy of the Parliament of' 1874, as it
had been the policy of the Parliament of 1871 and 1872,
that the work should be prosecuted by the agency of a pri-
vate company, aided by a grant of money and land. As 1
have already stated, the subject was made a matter of refer-
ence, in 1875, to Lord Carnarvon, and he proposed that
$2,000,000, and not $1,500,000, should be the minimum
‘expenditure on railway works within the province, from the
date at which the surveys are sufficiently completed to
enable that amount to be expended on construction. In
naming this amount, His Lordship understood, in the
language of the memorandum :

‘‘That it being alike the interest and the wish of the Dominion Gov-
ernment to urge on, with all speed, the completion of the works now to
be undertaken, the annual expenditure will be as much inexcess ofthe
minimam of $2,000,000 as, in any year, may be found practicable. Lastly,
that on or before the 31st of December, 1890, the railway shall be com-
pleted and opened for traffic from the Pacific seaboard to a point at the
western end of Liake Superior, at which it will fall into connection with
existing lines of railway, then by a portion of the United States, and also
with the mavigation on Canadian waters.”

These terms incladed, it is true, a considerable extension

«of the time within which the road was originally to have
‘beén-completed, but they fixed a definite and distinet limit

within which a large portion of the Pacific Railway should

be constructed and put in operation. The hon. gentleman
himself, in referring to these terms, used this language :

‘' We shall alw:g: endeavour to proceed with the work as fast as the
circumstances of the country—circumstances {etto be_developed—will
enable us to do, 8o as toobtain, as soon aspossible, complete railway com-
nmunication with the Pacific Province. How soon that time may come I
cannot predict, but I have no reason to doubt that we shall be able to
keep our obligation to British Columbia, as now amended, without
seriously interfering with the march of prosperity.”’

That is, that by 1890 the hon. gentleman hoped to com-
plete it, ‘ without seriously interfering with the march of

rosperity.” I am glad, notwithstanding the difficulties
which the hon. gentleman encountered, to be able to submit
to his consideration the means by which we are to do that
to which he pledged himself, and pledged the honor and
faith of his Government and his party, so far as the leader
of a great party can pledge that party to the accomplish-
ment of & great national undertaking. But, Sir, I am glad
to be able to give, not only the authority of the leader of the
late Government, but that of the hon. and learned gentle-
man who is leader of Her Majesty’s Constitutional Opposi-
tion at the present moment. That hon. %ent‘leman 18 To-
ported in Hansard of March 5th, 1875, to have used these
words:

“The general policy of the country upon the subject of the Pacific

Railway was spread before this country anterior to the late general elec-
tion, and practically and fairly stated.”’
I have read to the House the words which the Premier of
that day, as the hon. gentleman said, * g'actically and fairly
stated his policy, and 1 quite agree that it was so stated.
The hon. member for South Durham continued :

““In some of the minor details of that policy the hon. member for Cum-
berland has indicated more or less of change, but the broad features of
that policy were, as I have said, plainly stated to this country anterier to
the late general elections; the verdict of the country was taken upon it
and the result was a decided acceptance of it. It is not reversible by us.
We have no mandate to reverse it. Upon the most enlarged consider-
ation of the rights of members of Parliament, I canhot conceive that we
could have the right at all to listen to the appeal of the hou. member for
Cumberland, and to enter into a consideration whether that policy upon
which the country’s opinion was asked and taken, and which opinion we
were 8ent here to enforce, should be altogether reversed. 1 do consider it
would be unwise for an instant to consider any such ision. I do

not believe that any other policy in its general effects than that which
was 80 proposed and so accepted is at all feasible.”

Now, 8ir, I ventured to say, at tho outset of my remarks,
that we had the means of showing to the House, not only
that Parliament, on both these great occasions, had distinctly
declared the policy of comstructing the Cunadian Pacific
Railway, but that the poeople, as stated by the present leador
of the Upposition, had given- an affirmative to that proposi-
tion, and had, as that hon. gentleman avorred, put it without
the power of this Parliament to change that policy. I must
remind the House that the circumstances of ‘the eounntry
were very different in 1875 from the circumstances of the
country at the time at which the previous Government under-
took the construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway; but
notwithstanding that changed condition of circamstances,
notwithstanding that the hon. gentleman’s Finance Minister
was compelled to come to Parliament year after year and
ask permission to increase largely the taxation of the coun-
try in order to meet ‘the ordinary expenditure; notwith-
standing all this, the hon. géntleman held that the honor
and good faith of the country were pledged to the construc- .
tion of this great work, and he came to this House and asked
the authority of Parliament for the prosecution of ‘his
scheme. In 1876, dfter longer experience, after having
found that the financial difficulties of the country had
certainly not decreased, the hon. gentleman was still undie-
mayed, for, in 1876, from the high and authoritative pnsition
of & Prime Minister sabmitting the poliey of his Govern-
ment to the country, after full and deliberate consideration,
he enunciated the following views:

“ We have felt, from the first, that while it was utterly impossible to

implement to the letter the very agreements entered inte by :our
predecessors, the good faith of the country demanded ‘that the
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Administration should do everything that was reasonable .in. their
power to carry out the pledges made to British Columbia, if not the
entire obligation, at least'such parts of it asseemed to be within their
power, snd most conducive to the welfare of the whole Dominion, as
well as to satisfy all reasonable men in the Provinee of British Columbia,
which Province had fancied itself entitled to complain of apparent want
of good faith in carrying out these obligations. In endeavouring to
accomplish this result we have had serious difficulties to contend
with, to which I shall presently allude. * * * The Act of 1874

rescribes that the Government may build the road on contract
in the ordinary way, or it may be built on the terms set forth in
Section 8, which provides that the Government may pay $10,000
in money and grant 20,000 acres of land [:er mile, with four per cent. for
25 years upon any. additional amount in the tenders, to a company to con-
struct portions of the line. The intention of the Government was, as
soon as the surveys were in a sufficiently advanced state, to invite ten-
ders for the construction of such portions of the work as, in the judgment
of Parliament, might be. considered desirable to go on with, and that in
the meantime the money that has been spent in grading should be held to
. bea part of the $10,000 & mile referred to in Section 8. Whether the
Government would be in @ position during the coming season to have
contracts obtained, and submitted to Parliament, for the wholg line, at its
next gession, is perhaps problematical.”’

So that the hon. gentleman, in 1876, not only contemplated
going on steadily with the prosecution of the work, or very
important sections of the work, but he had it in contempla-
tion to invite tenders for the construction of the whole
Canadian Pacific’ Railway, en terms which as I shall show
more specifically hereafter, were largely in excess of
any authority we ever obtained from Parliament, and
terms that, as I have said before, he himself held, and I
suppose conscientiously theld, to be utterly inadequate.

« If we are able to commence the work of construction this coming year
in British Columbia, these rails would be required. It may be said to be
impossible to commence the construction of the road in British Columbia
without having rails on the spot.”

And in that I concur with the hon. gentleman.
Mr. MACKENZIE. The concurrence comes very late.

Sir CHARLESTUPPER. The hon. gentleman will not,
1 think, find any ground for making that statement. I think
he will, perhaps, allow me to interject that they would have
been equally useful if they had not lain quite so long in
British Columbia. The hon. gentleman further said : '

4 There are five thousand tons in British Columbia, and if we erred in
sending them there, we have simply erred in our earnest desire to show
the people of British Columbia that we are desirous of keeping faith with
them, that our speeches were not mere empty promises, and that we were
resolved to place ourselves in a position they could not misunderstand.”

Well, Sir, in 1877, after another year’s experience, the hon.
gentleman again stated the policy, that still was the policy
of his Administration, in reference to this work. He said:

«The late Administration, in entering into the agreement for bringing
British Columbia into the Confederation, had an express obligation as to
the building of the railway across the continent from Lake Nipissing.on
the east to the Pacific Ocean on the west, within“a specified number of
years. When the present Administration acceded to power, they felt that
this, like all treaty obligations, was one which imposed upon them cer-
tain duties of administration and government which they had noright to
neglect, and that they were bound to carry the scheme practically into
effect to the extent that I have indicated. The whole effort of the Admin-
istration, from that day to this, has been directed to the accomplishment
of this object in the wg{ that would seem to be most practical and most
available, considering the difficulties to be encountered and the cost to be
incurred. * * * The Railway Actof 1874 provides that 20,000 acres
of land should be given absolutely as part consideration for the contract,
and $10,000 per mile of actual cash—the land to be subject to certain
regulation$ as to two_thirds of it which are provided for in the Act—and
that tenderers should be invited to state the additional sum, if any, upon

" which a guarantee of 4 per cent. should be given by the Dominion for 25
vears afterwards. * . * * I mentioned last year, in introducing
this item to the Committee of Sug;)lg{, that we bad then advertised, or
proposed to advertise—T forget which— in English and Canadian papers,
that we hoped, about January, 1877, te be able to advertise for tenders
and to.supply complete profiles of the line. - ¢ * * I think,

uite early in July, or earlier. I think it must have been in June.

t all events, we desired to send that advertisement to the public in order
that it might invite interding contractors to visit the country for them-
selves. Fwas personally satisfied that an examination of the prairie
countries, if not the country east of the prairies to Lake Superior, wouald
show to intending contractors, in the first place, that ther¢ was a large
quantity of good land, and, in the second piace, that the physical diffi-
culties to be overcome were not 80 serious as people 'might reasonably
anticipate to exist in the centre of the Continent. "I do not think the
advertisement produced very much of that particular result. Some
parties, I believe, have visited the country; the agents of some. English

SirCnmss TeprER,
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companies-have visited Ottawa; some have visited the ageney of the
Government in London, with a view to examine the plans and profiles, and
the Railway Act under which the contracts will belet ; but the season was
an unfavorable one in consequence of the difficulties attending railway
enterprise all through the world, and can perhaps, be fairly considered
as one not very fortynate for issuing or proposing the prospectus of a huge
enterprise like this, in a comparatively unknown country, or, I might say,
a wholly unknown country. The Government were not able, as I stated,
to have the profiles all ready in Janunary. They were, however, despatched
in sections as soon as they could be completed, to the Railway Officein
London. They have been onexhibition in the Railway Office here for many
months, and the whole of the profiles from Lake Superior to the Western
Ocean is, I presume, either completed or very near it, at the present mo-
ment; that ig, taking the two routes already completed through British
Columbia. The Government proposed, as soon as these are entirely com-
pleted, to have advertisements issued calling for offers, giving ample time,
80 that tenders that are received may beé received shortly before open-
ing of Parliament at its next session, in order that Parliament may have
an opportunity of deciding ypon whatever scheme may be then proposed
by the Government under the offers to be received.’ s :

So that, down to 1878, the House will see, the hon. gentleman
still remained true to the obligation of the rapid construction
of the Canada -Pacific Railway, and of its construction by
the agency of a private company, and by a grant ofland and
money. In 1878, the last occasion on which the hon.
gentleman, with the authority of Prime Minister, discussed
the question, he said:

““There can be no question of this, that it was in itself a desirable object

to obtain railway communication from one end of our Dominion to the
other, traversing the continent from east to west. So far as the desirability
of obtaining such a communication may be concerned, there can be no
real difference of opinion between any two parties in this country, or
amongst any clags of our population.’” .
I am very glad on this important occasion, in submitting
resolutions of such magnitude for the consideration of this
House, to have the authority of the leader of the late Govern-
ment, after years of close and careful examination of this ques-
tion, given to the House and the country, that it was a matter,
not only cf vital importance to the country, but upon which
both parties were agreed, not only in this House, but inthe
population outside of it. In 1878, the hon. gentleman also
said : .

“T have to say, in conclusion, that nothing has given myself and the
Government more concern than the matters connected with the Pacific
Railway have given. We are alive to this consideration, that it is of vast
importance to the country that this road should be built as soon as the
country is able to do it witheut imposing burdens upen the present rate-
payers which would intolerable.” .

I quite agree with the hon. gentleman in that statement,
and I am proud to be able to stand here to-day and offer for
the hon. gentleman’s consideration, and, I trust, after full

Eroposition that will secure
the copstruction of that which he has declared to be not
only a matter of-honor to which the country was bound.
but a matter of the deepest necessity to the development of

‘this country, upon terms that will not impose any intoler-

able burdens on the ratepayers.
Mr. MACKENZIE. I shall consider it by-and-by.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Tho hon. gentleman con-
tinued :

¢ QOn the other hand, it is tolerably evident that the wealth of the
country will be much more rapidly increased if we are able to throw™a
large population into those hitherto deserted plains, which contain so
much land fit for habitation, and which have been wholly unproductive
in the commercial interests of our country.” )

‘Again I invite the hon. gentleman’s sttention to the

obligation that rests upon him to support a plan by which
what he designates “ deserted plains ” may become the abode
of an industrions pepulation, not only furnishing a comfort-
able living to themselves and their families, but increasing
greatly the Hational wealth of Canada, and upon terms
which come quite within those which he has approved as
offering no obstacle to the progress of this work., And then
the hon- gentleman added: o '

¢ And so with regard to this western and more gigantic work,—~a work
which cannot be estimated unless we have given some ight to ibe
such is its magnitude—a road which ig four times the length of the Grand
Trunk, from Montreal to Sarnia, which is five times the le; of ‘the road
from Edinburgh to London, which traverses.our whole territory. Nething
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can possibly exceed the importance that is to be attached to the building
of such-a tic work, either as regards the ultimate prosperity of the
country, or its bearing upon our several relations to each other in the

united provinces.” .

It requires no comment of mine, Sir, to cause a statement
from such an authentic source to carry conviction to the
mind of every hon. gentleman present as to the obligation
that rests npon all parties, both in the House and out of it
to realize what the hon. gentleman has indicated could be
realized by the construction of this work. That, Sir,
as I have said before, was,—the hon. gentleman thinks,

no doubt, unfortunately for the country,—the last oc-

cagion on which it became his duty to speak with the
authority of the First Minister of Canada in relation to
this great question. But as the hon. gentleman stated, the
question of construction, the question of the steady prose-
cution and completion of the Canada Pacific Railway, was not
an issue that went to the country at the last election. That
had been submitted on two occasions by two First Ministers,
representing both the great parties of the country, and on
both occasions had received the affirmation of a very large
majority of the people; but as is well known, a chango of
Administration took place in 1873, and the hon. gentleman
was called again upon to deal with the quostion. He had that
test of patriotism applied to him, which is involved in con-
sidering a policy from the Opposition benches as well as
from the Government benches, and I will read to the House
the remarks which the hon. gentloman, as leader of the
Opposition, made to this Hoase aftor the change of Govern-
ment in 1879. He said:

‘‘We recognize the obligations resting upon us as Canadians, and,
while I assert, in the most positive manner, that nothing could have been
done by any Administration during our term of office that we did not do,
or try to do, in order to accomplish, or realise those expectations which
were generated by the Government of hon. gentlemen opposite, in their
admission of British Columbia into the Confederacy, I say, at the same
time, that we endeavoured, not merely to keep the national obligations,
but we ventured, to & great extent, our own political existence as
administrators ; we risked our political position for the sake of carrying
out to completion, in the best way pessible, the course which hon. gentle-
man opposite had promised should be taken.”

The hon. gentleman also declared after his five years’
term of office had ended, that nothing that had been in the
nger of the Ministry, of which he was the head, to do, had

en left undone to carry to successful completion the policy
to which his predecessors had committed the House and the
country. He said :

¢ Qur proposal was this: We endeavoured, in the first place, to obtain
some modification of the terms. We despatched an agent to British Col-
umbia, and Lord Carnarvon ultimately offered his good services, in order
to arrive at Bome understanding with that Province; and we reached the
understanding that we would endeavour to build a railway from Lake
Superior to the Pacific Ocean by 1890; that we should expend a certain
amount per annum in British Columbia, after the surveys were completed
and line adopted. The line never was surveyed sufficiently to enagle us
to reach that conclusion till last year, and, as soon as we had information
gufficient to guide us, we adopted the Burrard Inlet route, and immedi-
ately advertised for tenders for the construction of that line. The hon.
the Minister of Public Works has spoken of our departure from the for-
mer terms of the construction of this road. Now, what was this depar-
ture? We had precisely the same provision of land, and equivalent as to
money ; only, instead of $30,000,000, we named $10,000 a mile, which
woulg fmve amounted to $26,000,000, and two-thirds of the land was to
be controlled by the Government in respect of sales and management.
‘We also then provided that, in asking for tenders, we should invite ten-
derers to say upon what additional amount they would require a guaran-
tee of four per cent for 25 yearg.”’

The hon. gentleman also proceeded to say:

¢ While we let out contracts between Thunder Bay and Selkirk, with a
view to:get a read opened into that country, it was with the determina-
tion to adopt this method, and I explained this several fimes during my
administration, We intended, when we had obtained a full completion
of the surveys, and finally adopted the route to the ocean, through
British - Columbia, to endeavour to place the entire work from Lake
Superior westward ander contract—the contractors assuming the expen-
diture already incurred, and allowing themselves to be charged with 1t as
part'of the $10,000 a mile to be paid to them on the contracts for the
entire line. The hon. gentlemen opposite, and the whole country, are
aware that we solicited tenders in England for some months upon this

round, before hon. gentlemen opposite came into office ; also that Mr.

ndford Fleming, the Chief Engimeer, was instructed, while in London,

als0 to obtain the assistance of Sir John Rose, who, in many

had been the active, energetic and patriotic agent of the Dominion, ‘with
a view to the carrying out of this scheme.’”’ . ‘ :

I may mention incidentally, that, while I entirely approvo -
of all these efforts, the hon. gentleman was, I think, never
called upon to lay upon the Table of the House any corros-
pondence that took place between his Government and
these capitalists and contractors, and which did not result
in their obtaining & contract. : :

Mr. BLAKE: Did ho ever recfuse ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER: Io never was asked anything
80 utlerly at varianco with tho first principles of Govorn-
meont, as to bring down correspondence that could. be
attended with no possible bonefit to the Government, but be
extremoly embarrassing to tho Government in its future
operations. ' ' '

Mr. BLAKE. That is the true reason. ’

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not hesitate to say that
a more unfortunate precedent, in my judgment, could not be
set than for a Government to enter into negotiations with -
capitalists to ascertain how far they would be prepared to
take up a great work and carry it to completion, and then
bring down the correspondence which could only refloct
on the character and standing of the gentlemen interested,
and render gentlomen in future, in similar cases, cautious
how far they would discuss negotiations with a Govern-
ment which would later give publicity to those negojia-
tions. The hon. gentleman further said:

““But I am informed that, notwithstanding all our efforts, we signally
failed in obtaining one single offer (there was one imperfect’ offer made)
for the construction of the railrond on those terms, which were the grant
of 20,000 acres and $10,000 cash, per mile, with a guarantee of 4 per cent.
upon such balance as might be r(}:resented ag necessary. No terms could
be more explicit ; it would be difficult to mention terms more favorable,
and yet the hon. gentleman seems to cxpect, by hisspeech, that the eolon-
ization scheme, with the 100,000,000 acres instead of the 50,000,000 acres
and $30,000,000 current money, is somehow or other to succeed in getting
this road built. His own remarks showed to-day that it is utterly useless
at present for him to expect British railway contractors, or great financial
firms to engage in any railroad enterprise on this continent. Much of this
is due to the want of confidence which he tells us is experienced in finan-
cial circles in Britain, and a great deal is due to the unwise legislation in
Canada and the Provinces, with res({)ect to railway lines, and to the fact
that foreign capitalists have obtained little or no return for the money the
have laid out in this country. 1 have made up my mind long ago that it
will be exceedingly difficult for a po;mlution of 4,000,000 so to conduct
financial transactions connected with the building of ' that railroad of'
2,600 miles, across an unknown and almost untrodden continent, in many .
places extremely difficult. I frankly say now, after my experience in
endeavoring to aceomplish something in that direction,that I fear we shall
be incapable of accomplishing anything in that direction at present.

I need not say to the Ilouse that,in what he said and antici-
pated, the hon. gentleman, [ suppose, was sincere. I sup-
pose when he made this utterance it was made in all frank-
ness, Tho Iouse will readily understand the gratifieation
I expectod to see spread over the hon. gentleman’s coun-
tenance on learning that all that ho lamented he bhad
been unable to accomplish in tho official position he
occupied in this House, his succossors wore in a position
to present for the consideration of Parliament. I frankly
concede, and in doing so I only do justice to the sincere, able
and energetic efforts of the hon. gentleman, that be did all
that lay in his power during his term of administration ta
put this great work upon ‘the foundation on which Parlia-
ment, on two separate occasions, and the people had affirmed
it should be placed, namely, that the work should be dome
by a private company aided by grants of land and money.
But, ‘Sir, the hon. gentleman stated, on another occasion,
that :

‘It would have been very easy to commence to grade the road, and so-
keep within the terms of the Union Act; but I scorned to practice any,”
deception in the matter.” . ) '
I assume, throughout, that the hon. gentleman was acting.
with entire sincerity, that in all those statements made, to
the Homse as to his great desire to advance this great

to slace himself in communication with' contractors and financial 6n,
and ' thﬁga
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national work, he was giving candid utterance to his sincere
opinion— to the opinion that, whether sitting on one side of
the House or the other, he would be prepared to give an
equally zealous and hearty support to this ;i(;llicy. But in
1878 there was a general election, the result being that my
right hon. friend %eside me was again charged with the im-
portant duty of administering the publicaffairs of this country--
and again brought face to face with this great national work,
this gigantic undertaking, that for five years, had, notwith-:
standing the efforts of our predecessors, made no very t
progress. We found ourselves, then, in this position, of b
ing called upon to deal with the question of the great Cana-
dian Pacific Railway, upon which a large amount of public
money had been expended, and in a way that would prove:
utterly nseless to the country unless measures were taken,
promptly to carry, at all events, the work under construction
to completion, and so supplement it as to make it effective
for the promotion of the objeots for which it was designed.
We, therefore, were not in a position to effect any change
of policy as hon. gentlemen opposite will see. But we came
to ?’Oarliament to reaffirm the policy with which we had
started at the inception of that great work, the Canadian
Pacific Railway, involving the policy of utilizing the lands
of the great North-West for the purpose of obtaining the
construction of that vast work. There was every reason in
the world why we should adopt that policy in the first
instance, and return to it afterwards. Every person knows
that the development of this great territory was concerned
in this policy ; that day by day it was becoming better
known and better understood by people whose interest
would be promoted by the carrying out of the designs
involved in this gigantic undertaking ; that, irrespeetive alto-
gether of the vital political question of the connecting
British Columbia with the rest of the Dominion, the progress
and prosperity of Canada were to be promoted to an
extent otherwise unattainable by the construction of
the Canadian Pacific Railway. We also felt that inasmuch
as those lands were, as the leader of the late Government
traly stated, desert lands, notwithstanding their fertility
and enormous extent, and practically as useless as if in a
foreign country, so far as Canada was concerned, unless they
werp developed, and, as it was stated their development
could only be accomplished by completing this great national
work, we should come back to the House with onr
original policy. - We were compelled to take it up as we
found .it, and go.on with it as a Government work to make
the work, upon which 80 much had already been expended,
of use to the country. But we asked the House to place at
our disposal 100,000,000 of acres for the purpose of cover-
ing the expenditure in connection with the Canadian Pacific
Railway, We felt that, by that means, we shounld again
lace ourselves in a position to save the older and outlying
rovinces, ultimately, from additional taxation. We de
sired, by utilizing the lands of the North-west, to obtain the
means of recouping to the Treasury every.dollar expended,
or likely to be expended, on this work. Hon. gentlemen
also know that, in the development jof that policy, we pro-
to obtain the co-operation of the Imperial Govern-
ment, The hon. leader of the Opposition occasienally in-
dulges in a quiet sneer at the result of the efforts of this
Government to interest the Imﬁ)eri;d Government in this en-
terprige. Now, it is very well known that, armed by this
House with the power of utilising 100,000,000 acres in the
North-West, if we ,could so secure the constraction of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, my. right hon. friend the
First Minister, the Minister of Finance and myself.
went to England in 1879. I do not intend to
lay claim to shy great rosults from our mission as|
regards the Railway, but I think I may claim credit for a
fair measure of success that attended our efforts, if not our
'g:nt offorls, in regard to the business. of our respective |
pariments. We found the press- of England indifferent,
Sir Caxerzs Tuweze. ‘

if not hostile, to Canada; where it was not hostile it was
indifferent, in contradistinction to its spirit in dealing with.
Australia and the other colonies. Indeed, in many esases,
Canada was treated with marked hostility. Very suddenty,
however, a very striking, a very marked change; took place. .
When? When Earl Beaconsfield, the Prime Minister of
that day, stated openly, or in public, the enormous vatue of
the great North-West of Canada. I do not mean to say he
wag entirely accurate jn al his statements : but, s:{aﬂ
avents he was quite correct in the remasik that the
the most lively imagination could hardly over-estimate
the enormous value of the great North-West and the inviting
haracter of the field it presented to the agriculturists in
every part of the world desiring to emngrate. From
that day to this every person knows the marked
and instantaneous nature of the change that fook
place 'in English public opinion, especially in the
views of every important paper in the British Istands,
and in many in this country as well as in the United States,
and also in the amount of attention and interest concentrated
on the North-West. The people of this country owe to my
right hon. friend this great beneficial change brought about
through his rsonal communication with the Prime
Minister of England, and the use made of it in dealing with
the people of Great Britain. Hon. gentlemen know we
were then obliged to confess we were not able to bring to
completion any great scheme for the construction of the
Canadian Pacific Railway. I ventured to say we thought we
had made some impression on the Imperial Government while
in England. I think that my hon. friend the leader of the
Opposition, who has sneered at our statement that we had
obtained the sympathy and enlisted the interest of the
Imperial Government in relation to the Canadian Pacific
Railway, will find a strong corroboration of our assertion in
intelligence received to-day with regard to the action of that
Government. It can now be believed that our efforts with
the [mperial Government will, at no distant day, bear good
fruit. The Colonial Office have done what they never did
before—published, authoritatively, a document recommend-
‘ing Canada as a field for emigration. I do not know
whether the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blake) has seen the news
to-day or not; but I am quite sure that, as a patriotic
Canadian, he will be glad to learn that the London Zimes
announces the Imperial Government has promised to bring
‘down a scheme*of emigration, assisted by the Canadian
Government. So the hon. gentleman may feel he is not
quite in a position to repeat, what I am rather afraid was to
‘him a gratifying intimation, that the present Canadian
Government had entirely failed in their negotiations.

Mr. BLAKE. Allow me to remind my hon. friend that
the present Imperial Government is Mr. Gladstone’s, and
the Government with which he and his colleagues had
interviews was the Beaconsfield Government. :

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. My hon.friend will permit me
to. point out to him that he is strengthening my argument.
He will permit me to inform him that from this very place
last Session, I stated that, instead of this Government feeling
anxious in consequence of the change of Government in

'England, we were advised, and were of the belief, that the.

sentiments of the members of the new Ministry were of the
most liberal character in relation to Canada. My hon.
friend will also permit me to inform him that since the
advent of the Liberal Government to power, the right hon.
the Premier, my hon. friend the Minister.of Agriculture, .and
myself have beeh in personal communication with a number
of members of the present, Administration, and have. im-
pressed upon their minds the importance to. the emmpire of

‘the Government of Great Britain giving due attentionto the

resources of the great Canadian North-West as ‘3 field for.
emigration, and as 3 means of meeting the difficulties of a-
serious character which have presented themselves in rela-
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tion to tho govetnment of the British Isles. So that I do not.
think my hou. friend has made a great deal by his suggestion
that there has been a change in the Administration. He

only strengthens the opinion I have expressed that Canada
occupies to-day a position this country has never occupied
before. I frankly confess we did not find, when we went
there in 1879, that the time was ripe for successfully floating
the scheme in connection with the hundred million acres of

land put at our disposal with a view to securing the con-

struction of the Pacific Railway. But, Sir, we sowed the | p

seed, and we képt our eyes steadily directed to such means—
those to which I have already adverted—and others by
which the position of Canada might be greatly changed in
relation to this great work. My hon. friend the Minister of
Agriculture, by a stroke of geniug; and, Eerhaps, the most
happy stroke of genius ever shown by any
Canadian Minister was that which he exhibited when
he adopted the policy of showing the confidence the Govern-
ment of Canada had in their own country, by stating at a
time when the agriculturists of Great Britain were very
much alive to the unfortunate position they occupied, that
parties with means desirous of emigrating to this country,
and of cultivating the soil of the great North-West, might
select able and independent delegates to come here and
examine this country, and that the Government of Canada—

" 80 confident was the Government of the favorable character
their report would assume —would pay their expenses, It
would be utterly impossible to estimate, from an economical
and financial point of view, the advantage which has accrued
to Canada by that single act. Thewhole sentiment of Great
Britain in relation to the country has undergone a complete
change; and, when we went back to England at the con-
clusion of the last session of Parliament, we found that
Canada occupied, in the Mother Country, an entirely different
position from that which it occupied a year before.

Mr. MACKENZIE. On Hanlan's account.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hanlan is an agency that I
do not at all despise. : ’

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He rows in the same boat
with us. ‘ :
Mr. BLAKE. You go by rail. -

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. My right hon. friend says
he rows in the same boat with us. I may say I am satisfied
of this, that the interest he excites in the sporting
world ‘gives Canada greater importance in England. 1
stated a moment ago that in 1879, Parliament placed at our
disposal 1,000,000 acres of land, and [ have already intimated
that we were not able with that grant to arrange for any
complete scheme for the rapid construction of the railway.
In 1880 we again met the House, and we met it
with the same policy we adopted the year before,
and that was, in good faith to take up the obli-
gations that devolved upon us through the acts of our
predecessors.  Although we had not propounded the policy
of carrying on the work by the Government, wo took up
the work as we found it. We placed under contract the 127
miles of road which the Icader of the late Government had
announced—by advertising for tenders—as his intention
to build; which he had assured the people of British
Colambia we intonded to build, and which, under the terms
with Lord Carnavon, he was bound to placo under contract.
When we met Parliament with the statement that we were
going on with this work, I think we scarcely met with
the amount of aid and co-operation from the gentlemen
opposite to which we were ontitled. I do not wish to say
a:g;t}:ing that would seem harsh to'any gentleman on the
other side of the House, but I really do not think the
attitade which the Opposition assumed towards this Gov-
ernment, when we were only carrying out the pledgoes
which they themselves had given over their signatures as

s

Ministers, by their votes in Parliament, and by their
declarations of policy in this House, in tho country, and to
the Imperial Governmont, was justifiable. As we were only
carrying out what they proposed, wo had a right to expect
to be mot in & manner (Eﬂ‘e‘ront to that in which we™ Were
met by thom; but the attitude hon, getitlemen assumed only
afforded an opportanity of showing that whatever change
of seutiment may have taken ‘place in the mind of the
leader of the Opposition, no such change had taken
lace in the mind of Parliament in relation to the
subject. The loader of the Opposition moved—and in
making this motion he submitted a resolation directly
in antagonism to the policy of the Government which be
supported and to his own recorded utterances on the floor of
this House—that wo should break faith with Bpritish
Columbia and with Lord Carnarvon, and that we should
give, [ was going to say the lio, to Lord Dufferin, who
stated on his honor as a man that overy particle of the
terms of agreoment with British Columbia were in a stato
of literal fulfilment. The result of tho moving of this
resolution was to place on the records of Parliament a vote
of 131 to 49 that good faith should be kept, and that we
were bound not only to keep good faith with British”
Columbia, but that we owed it to Canada to take up this
work and prosecuto it in such a way as we believed was
absolutely necessary in order to bring it within such limits
as would enablo us to rovert to the original policy of
building the road by means of a company aided by land
and money. And, had we not placed that section under
contract in British Columbia, had we not vigorously

rosecuted the 185 miles wanted to complete the line

etween Lake Superior and Red River, we would not have
been able to stand here to-day laying beforc the House the

best proposal for the construction’ of the road that has
over been made to this Parliament, Well, Sir, I will give,

in conclusion, the utterances of the hon, the leader of
the late Government at the last session of Parliament. He
said :

1 ghall not for a moment deny that we intended to ocarry out the
terms of the arrangement with Lord Carnarvon, and nothing but the-
want of means would have prevented us from accomplishing that object,
an object which could not but be desirable to any one who wished to see
our trade extended.” o
Not merely that the obligation under the Carnarvon
terms, but that the interests of the country rondered it
desirable that the policy should be carried out.

“ No one who locked to the desirable extension of our business across

the continent could avoid seeing that if such an extension could gosaibly
be obtained without too great sacrifice it would in itself be desirable.”

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Who said that ?

Sir CIIARLES TUPPER. .The leador of the late
Government at the last session of Parliament. Fhe hon.
gentleman further said :

“Qur policy was this: We believed that the Pacific Bailway was
undertaken as & great national highway from one end of the Dominion to
the other, and that whatever termination we make of it, near'Lake Nip-
ising, it must be placed in connection with some other lines, and we

rovided for paying a subsidy to some connecting lings epst.of Georgian
ay. Our object was to have, as speedily as possible, a railwey from the
waters of the Georgian Bay, to have a connection with the Quebec lines,
through the Canada Central, as a connecting mediam.”
'l * L] L2 - - L4 * - .

Qur plan would form a through line to the Ottawa Valley, notably
and notoriously the shortest line to the east from our western territories.
Hon. gentlemen opposite have given up all the advantages that the Pro-
vince of Quebec and the Provinces east of that would have derived from
our plan, and the President of the Council is not appa: y at all
disposed to avoid cheering himself because he adopted this course; he
deliberately injured his own Province, and now laughs at the injury he
has dome.’ ]

The hon. gentleman will be very glad to find that the
President of the Council, who, on this side as well as on that
side of the House, invariably pressed in the strongest terms
the prosecution of the eastern link with the Canadian®
Pacific Railway, is able now to cheer himself, not



58 COMMONS

v

DEBATES. DeceMBER 14,

upon the attainment of the line to the Georgian Iiay, but on
the immediate steady prosecution of a line connecting the
great Province of Quebec and all the Eastern Provinces by
the shortest and most available route with the fertile
territeries of the North-West. The hon. leader of the
Opposition has indulged, as is his wont, in a good many
sneers on this subject. He taunted our Quebec friends on
this side of the House with having been left out in the cold,
and with having been sacrificed. I trust, Sir, that now
that these gentlemen are in a position to receive these
taunts with a good deal of equanimity, they will find that
hon: gentleman ready to consider what the interests of this
t eastern section of the” country are, as he was when
© sup that they had not obtained the justice which
he thought they were entitled to receive at our hands. The
hon. leader of the late Government said :

“ 1 wag under the impression I had done for Quebec everything that
was ressonable and proper, and I am quite willing to contrast it with
what the hon. gentlemen opposite have done up to this moment. But ¥
amnot to be -led off my line-of argument by any such side issue. Iam
speaking, at present, of the bearing of the Pacific Railway scheme
upon the interests of Quebec. I am speakintg,of the plan we adopted to
carry trade the Ottawa Vailey to the great cities on the St.

b
Lawrence, a.n.dy 1 bave asserted, what no one will deny, that that plan
was one. which promised well for the prosperity of these cities.”

AsThave stated 1o the House, the modifications of the plan of
the hon. leader of the late Government greatly extended the
consjderation to be given to contractors, and as he says, in his
own terms, they were all in favor of parties tendering. The
hon. gentleman also said :

‘1 confess that, after the hon. gentlemen opposite had committed them-

selves to the building of this road, the late Government were bound, as
the succesgors of those hon. gentlemen, to give effect to their plan, if
possible, and we tried our best to do so. Our modifications of their plan
were all in favor of parties ‘tendering, and, therefore, should have pro-
duced tenders, though theirs failed. The plan of the late- Government
provided for the payment of $10,000 in cash per mile, extending over the
entire 2,600 miles.’ . :
It provided more. It provided $10,000 in cash per mile,
not only extending over 2,627 miles of road, but also over
the Georgian Bay branch and over, the Pembina branch as
well. The hon gentleman further said :

“This would make the total $26,000,000, to which add $3,000,000 for
surveys, according to the hon. gentleman’s statement, would make
$29,000,000, leaving ¥1,000,000 still to be devoted to the eastern end to

ay the greater portion of the subsidy to the Canada Central Railway.
ff the late Government could have obtained offers.”

* Which would have enabled them to construct the road for §26,000,000,
I think it would have been their duty to have accepted them. They did
not have any offers made them, and the hon. gentleman knew that he
could not get any or he would have asked for them.”

I invite .the hon. gentleman’s attention to this
statement, because it clothes us, as far as he could, with
his approval in dealing in relation to this very matter.
Now, Sir, we have accepted an offer, a better offer than that
contained in the hon. gentleman's proposal, as I will show
the House in the most distinct and conclusive manner, 1
and I claim from the hon. gentleman that support to
which I consider he was pledged to this scheme. I did
not suppose that when the hon. gentleman, in his place as

leader of the Opposition, stated that if Government would do
a certain thinﬁ e would support them,that when they did that
he would withdraw that support, or hesitate to implement

the pledge which -he gave across the floor of the House. I
read that statement of the hon. gentleman who said he would
scorn to use any deception. I believed it, and accepted it,
and hold him to it, bound as he is by this declaration. When

years as to make it impossible for hon. gentlemen to
obtain any offers in that direction. But, Sir, when
under the influences to which I have sadverted, the
whole tone of the press of England changed; when a large
body of people, the best ¢lass of immigrants that can come
to this country became alive with excitement with refer-
ence to the Canadian North-West; when Sir, a movement,
such as mever previously took place, wag occupying t
attention of capitalists as well as immi ts in England
with relation to the North-West, and when, under the fiscal
ﬁ)licy propounded to this House by my hon. friend, the
inister of Finance, the whole financial position of this
country was changed; when commercial prosperity had
again, under the influence of that change in tge fiscal policy,
dawned upon Canada,—I eay, Sir, when the Govern-
ment of Canada were able to present themselves to the
capitalists of the world, either in this country or the United
States or in England, and show, not that year after year
they had to meet Parliament with an alarming "deficit, and
were unable to provide for it; and were adding from year to
year to the accumulating indebtedness of the country, not
for the prosecution of public works that were going to give
an impetus to our industries, but merely to enable the
ordinary-expenditure of the country to be met by revenune,—
when that all this was changed,the aspect of affairs in relation
to this work changed. When, wunder the previous
condition of things, my hon. friend opposite could not obtain
offers in response to the advertisement -which he published
all over the world, asking financial men to take
up this scheme in consideration of $10,000 in cash per mile,
apd 20,000 acres of land per mile, and asked in vain, not
being able to get a single offer; when this advertisement
was published, notwithstanding all his efforts in England
and in this country in relation to it, and he obtained no
response whatever, why, Sir, the hon. gentleman might fairly
assume that we could-not obtain any offers, either. But
as I say, when under a changed policy and when
the Government had successfully grappled with the
most diffieult portions of this great work, and shown
to the capitalists of the world, under the authority of
this House, that one hundred million acres of land were
placed at our disposal for the prosecution of the undertaking,
that we were.not afraid to go on with its construction, or
afraid to show that the construction of the Canadian Pacific
Railway was a work which, however gigantic in its nature,
however onerous an undertaking was involved in the work,
or however serious the liabilities it imposed, was capable of
fulfilment ; when, notwithstanding all this, we showed that
we were not afraid to go forward and prove to the capitalists
of the world that we ourselves had some confidence in this
country and in its dévelopment, that we were prepared to
pple with this gigantic work, the aspect of affairs was
wholly changed. Well, Sir, under these circumstances the
Government submitted their-policy to Parliament, and they
were met by obstruction last Session; they were met by a
complete change of front on the part of the Opposition in
this Homse. The: men who had for five years
1eclared that they were prepared to construct the Canadian
Pacific Railway as a piblic work, the men who had pledged
themselves to British Columbia to construct it as a public
work, and who had, in the House, in every way that men
could, bound themselves, called a halt in order to obstruct
the Government when we took the only means by which we
could remove the difficulty which had prevented the hon.

I have shown the House, as I will show, that our terms, the

terms which we have laid on the Table of the House, to be |
much within the terms he pledged himself to support!
us in, I will claim from the hon. gentleman the fulfilment
The hon. gentleman said the Government did
offers made them. Well, Sir, why did

of his pledge.
not have any )
he mot tiit any offers? He -did not get any offers
becanse position of this country was such for five
Sjr CearLEs TUPPER, -

gentleman from obtaining any -offers in reply to the
advertisement that he had sent all over the country.
1 hold the advertisement in my hand. 1t was published on
the 27th May, 1876, and it says that * they invite tenders to
be sent. in on ‘or before the 1st Japuary, 1877, nnder the
provisions of the Canadian Pacific Railway Act, 1874, which
enacts that the contractors for its construction and working
shall receive lands or the proceeds of lands,” Mark the



'COMMONS DEBATES.

59

wm-ds“lands or: of h’nds 7 theywere not only' to
receive the lands, but they were to receive, if it were thought
desirable, the proceeds of lands.

Mr. MACKENZIE. The hon. gentleman is not fiir in
stating that. - I-am- ised he should make the statement,
for, if he looks at the Act, he will find that the arrangement
was forthe Government to sell two-thirds of the lands, and
then to offer the proceeds to the contractors. . )

" Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Iam glad that the hon. gen-
tleman, has reminded me of it, for we leave the contractors
to bear the entire -cost of disposing of the lands, whilst the
hon. gentleman undertook to pay the cost of disposing of
two-thirds.of the land, and then give the proceeds to them
without any deduction in the price. I am glad that he has
mentioned it, because it shows how much greater than I am
stating were the terms that he offered in this advertisement.
Then it goes on to say “or the proceeds of the larfls at the

_rate of twenty thousand acres, and cash at the rate of ten
thiousand dollars for each mile of railway in the North-West,
—and at the rate of $10,000 per mile, together with interest
at the rate of 4 per cent. for twenty-five years.from the
completion of the work, on any further sum that may be
stipulated in the contract, and the Act requiring parties
generally 1o state in their offers the lowest sum per mile
upon which interest may be required.” That was
adopted, and an advertisement published all over the world,
in Great Britain, this country, and the United States. 1
resume he believed that under the circumstances to which
have adverted that the time had come when we might
deal with the matter from a better position. I will frankly
state to the House that one of the causes which led to the great
change in the public sentiment in relation to the value of land
in the North-West, and of railway enterprise in the North-
‘West,was the marked and wonderful success that was published
to the world as having resulted from the Syndicate who had
purchased the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway,
" and became the proprietors of that line. The statements they
were enabled to publish showed not only the rapidity with
which railway construction in private hands could be carried
on, but it showed the value of the prairie lands in the North-
West, and the extent they could be made valuable for the
construction of such lines. It attracted the attention of
capitalists in relation to enterprises of that kind to a degree
that had a very marked influence, undoubtedly, upon the
public mind, in relation to this qu:stion. I may
further frankly state to the House, because we have
nothing to conceal, that when we decided that it was
desirable for us to ask intending contractors and capitalists
on what terms they would complete and take over the road
of the Capadian Pacific Railway, we placed ourselves in
communication with all the parties whom we had any
reason to suppose would have any intention {o contract for
the purpose of getting their lowest possible offer. As
my right hon. friend has stated, Canadian and
American capitalists made proposals for the  construc-
tion of the remaining portions of this work. The Govern-
ment pro%)sed to complete the line from Thunder Bay to
the Red River. We proposed to complete the contracts
that were made in British Colambia in the canyons of the
Frager River,and to carry the line on—for it was an absurdity
for the terminus of the Canada Pacific to.be at a place where
there was only adepth of three feet of water, however advis-
able it might be for temporary purposes—and we proposed
to completo ultimately ninety miles of a line from Emory’s

Bar to be constructed down -to tide water at Port Moody,
the harbor selected by the hon. gentleman opposite as the
best terminns for the Canadian Pacific Railway. We are
always ready, and are prepared, to give all the credit and
praise that we ibly can give to our friends opposite, and
we showed it by the adoption of the place which the hon.
gentlemen 1n their wisdom had chosen as the terminus.

Mr. BLAKE. You said that it was premature.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I did say that it was proma-

|ture, and we examined farther before we adopted the

route, We considered all the routes which, in our
judgment, were the best, but - thought there was an-
other investigation which shounld be made before finally
deciding. After doing so, wo found, notwithstanding semo
advantages in tho northern route, that we wore prepared
to endorse the wisdom of the hon. gentlomen as to where
the port for the terminus should be. We then -pro-
posed to complete the line from Thunder Bay to Red River,
from Kamloops to Emory Bar, and ultimately down to Port
Moody. We asked the purties upon what terms they would
undertako to build the remaining portions of the line from
Nipissing to Thunder Bay, the distance being about 850
n.iles; it has been chained for the first time during tho
past season, and is 652 miles. We asked upon what
terms they would undertake to complete all the line from
the Red ]%iver wostward to Kamloops, and take over and
own the-whole road.

Mr, MACKENZIE. Will you place & copy of these
propositions as you laid them upon the Table ? o

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes; I have no objection to
do so; butit will give the hon. gentleman no additional
information to what I have succinctly stated as having been
decided.

Mr. MACKENZIE. And also the names of the parties to
whom it was made.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say to the hon.
gentleman that it was communicated.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Not by public advertisement, like
mine.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It was not; and I think we
could have taken no better means of defeating the object we
had in view than the very course that the hon. gentleman
had taken. 1t was enough to deter anybody from looking
at it, seeing that he had stated on the floor of Parliament
that no ofter could be obtained. We took a wiser plan,
which has been crowned with success. By placing ourselves
in communication with parties who were likely to make
any propositions, we have the pleasure now of laying before
the House a proposition to which, in its character and details,
1 shall invite more closely the attention of the Houmse in
comparison with the proposal previously made. I

have stated to the House that - the . contract
which is now laid upon the Table, and which
the resolution asks the House to adopt, secures .the

completion and the operation hereafter of the Canadian
Pacific Railway by a private company, aided by a.grant of
money and lands, upon the most favourable terms that
have ever been submitted to this House, or that have ever
been pioposed hy any person in this conntry for the
purpose of securing that object. I will give the data and
the definite information for the grounds upon which I base
that statement. 1 may state first that I have had a careful
estimate prepared, and have laid it upon the Table, of the
amount of money required to complete all the road now
under contract, and those portions of the road that are to be
constracted by the Government, and it amounts in round
figures to twenty-eight millions of dollars.

Mr. BLAKE. Is that inclusive of all that has been
spent ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is every dollar of expend-
iture that will come out of the Treasury of Canada for the
existing contracts and for the completion of the road that
isto be built by the Government. ,

Mr. BLAKE. Are these figures intended to represent
the total cost of these works, including what has been
spent ?
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Sir CHARLES TUPPER: Every doilar of expenditure.
It will be remembered that a year agol made some. remarks
on this subject in this House, and I am told

that some hon. gentlemen would like to have
copies, of the speech that I made on that otca-
sion. I can only say, so far as the limited supply in

my hands will enable me, that I shall be very,glad to

comply with that wish, because I am not at all unwilli
that they should read, mark, learn and inwardly digest its
contents, and hold me responsible for them.

Mr. BLAKE. I think I have heard much of this before.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman says that
he has heard it before, but I have mainly occupied the
attention of the House with the more eloquent and able
statements of the hon. gentleman opposite. 1 thought I had
done him some justice, but after that reminder I will give
the House directly some further statements which he will
undoubtedly receive with more pleasure than anything of a
more original ctharacter. I may say to the House that we
submitted the estimate of the Chief Engineer; it
was published in a pamphlet Which we used in tho debate.
The hon. gentleman, a short time ago, repeated the words I
used in regard to the character of the road, by stating that
it was a degradedroad. That wasliterally and specitically
correct, for I stated to the House that in the position the
Government then were, with this gigantic work in hand,
obliged to deal with it as a Government work; we felt com-
pelled,-after constructing the road to the Red River as a
first-class road, which we had carried out in accordance with
the specifications and plans, very judicious specifications and
plans of my hon. friend opposite, to carry the road across
the prairie of the very cheapest description of road that
would answer for the business of the country, and be in the
first instance a colonization road. The House will
remember  that that estimate was for $84,000,000
for the work done in the mode in which we
proposed to deal with it. That included eighty millions as
the portion of money required for the road and the money
expended upon surveys,

Mr. BLAKE., Does the eighty-four millions include that?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, in the eighty-four millions

were included the Pembina branch, which was estimated

at 81,700,000, and thesurveys. Imay state that this estimate
which I have laid upon the Table differs in some measure
from the estimate laid upon the Table last year, and I will tell
you frankly why. We stated that we had made our calcula-
tions upon the outside estimates. We determined not to be
in a position to have to say to the House that the estimates

upon which money had been voted for the construction of|

the railway had been exceeded.
Mr. MACKENZIE. Which contract ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. All the contracts between
Thunder Bay and the Red River.

~ Mr. MACKENZIE. Does the hon. gentleman say that he

prepared these contracts, or that they were prepared in his

time ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I say that we twice postponed
the advertisementin order to get the most specific details.

Mr. MACKENZIE. - What I wish to know is,whether the
specifications were changed between the issuing of the
tenders and the time when they were received,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. AllI can say is that before
we sent out the specifications or entertained tenders at
all, in addition to the time that elapsed between the
change of Government and our entry into office, we
twice extended the time for receiving tenders so that
the specifications might be made with sufficient accuracy.
This estimate that is now prepared by the present engineer,
and which I have laid on the Table of the House,the

Mr, BLAKE,

$28,000,000-—covers all the money that has been spent up to

ithe present time, and all the money that in our-judgment,
in the light of the work that is now : eding,  will be
required to complete it as required by contract on the

Table. S ‘A
© Mr. ANGLIN. The Yale-Kamloops section? .
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, the Yale-Kamloops section

08 | and everything. I have already stated that the amount that

is put in for engineering, aparf from the constrmetion, is

141,600,000, and I draw that as a distinction between the

three millions of dollars extended over the whole range of
the Canadian Pacific Railway generally, and which has no
relation whatever to the cost of this particular work that
we are now handing over. This sum has no relation in this
sense, that it does not appertain fo the construction of that

| particular work.

Mr. BLAEKE. It was part of the expense of finding
the route on which the road was to be built, and therefore
part of the cost of it. ‘ ,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If the hon. gentleman will look
at the Canadian Pacific Railway Act of 1874 of his hon. -
friend (Mr. Mackenzie), he will find that it distinctly states
that these surveys are not necessarily to be paid for by the
parties entering into the contraect. '

Mr. MACKENZIE. It says that is a matter to be
provided for after the contract is entered into.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I stated frankly that the law
provided that it might or might not be a charge on the
contractors, but when it was left in that- way it was not
likely to be a charge on them. ‘

‘Mr. MACKENZ(E. Itis a charge on the country at all
events. ‘

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This estimate which has
been laid upon the Table does not include that cost
for surveys. That, a year ago, 1 separated from the
$80,000,000 required for the Canadian Pacific Railway,
but it does include all the other expenditure, as we
believe that had been made, and all that will be involved
in order to bring that work to completion.. 1 will now
draw attention tJ the estimates of the contract as laid on
the Table of the- House. The estimated distance, and the.
distance which is contracted for, and which is binding on
the contractors, is 2,627 miles; and I may state that,
suppose the contractors were to change the road—snppose
they weré to go north of Lake Nipegon instead of south of
it, and add fifty miles to the length of tho road, they would
not receive an additional dollar over and above the
amount stated in the contract. ,

Sir ALBERT J. SMITH. Suppose they shorten it?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If they shorten it, T should
be very glad to find that they do, and they will receive the
amount stated in the contract if they do so. We have
chained the route, as I say, and the distance is 652 miles, -
but it is not very easy to locate a railway for construction
quite as short as the chained distance. I think that will
be readily understood. I will now take up in the contract -
all these propositions in the order in which they have been
laid on the 'Igiblo of this House—the order in which they.
have been voted by this Parliament. I will take up the
propositions of 1873, the authority that Parliament gave
to the then Government to secure the  construction of the
Canadian Pacific Railway. It was acash subsidy of $30,000,-
000, for ihe main line of 2,627 ‘nfiles (I am putting the
mileage upon the present route for the purpose of oontx"g's‘?,
and the land grant of 50,000,000 acres; 20,000 acres per mite
for the Pengbina Branch, making 1,700,600 acres, and
25,000 acres per mile on 120 miles for the Nipegon Branch,
making 3,000,000 acres; so that Parliament, in 1872,
voted 54,700,000 acres. If you cstimate the land dt some -
particular value for the purpose of comparison. '
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“Mr.BLAKE. Hoear, hear.

~ Bir CHARLES TUPPER. Call it one dollar
and T am surg, ;
thé’ ition is, unbelieving and wanting in confidence, as
he has induced the leader of the late Government to become
in the walue of these lands, I am almost sure that, with the
help of the Gloke, I could work them up to the belief that
these lands are worth a dollar an acre. "I despair of getting
them further than.that, even with that potent assistance,
but I hope to bring them up to the belief that these. lands
are worth a dollar an acre. For purposes of comparison,
then, we will call it worth a dollar an acre. This Parlia-
ment voted in land and money a subsidy of $84,700,000, and
placed it at the disposal of the Government for the construe-
tion of the Chnadian Pacific Railway. How has that pro-
position been treated ? Why, Sir, as I have stated, a- com-
pany was formed, a contract was made with them under the
terms of which they were clothed with all the powers and
means that we could give them, to command the money
markets of the world, and they could not do it.

Mr. ANGLIN. I thought it was he who spoiled it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. leader of the late
Government has ever since poured unbounded ridicule on
that proposition; he has always considered those terms in-
adequate to secure the construction of the great Pacific Rail-
way. The hon. gentleman, on the platform, in my presence,
declared—and he could not have poured greater ridicule on
the project than by the expression he used—that we might
ag well offer ten dollars as thirty millions of dollars and
fifty million acres of land to secure the Canadian Pacific
Railway. From that day to this—not quite to this, but
until a few months ago—auntil the contract was made,
every person in this country had been led to believe (our
own friends as well as our opponents) that the hon. gentle-
man was right; that those terms were inadequate, and
the experience of our Government and the subsequent five
years of the late Administration had gone to prove that they
were inadequate; and the hon. gentleman will find that last
year, when I was in extremis, when 1 was met by hon. gen-
tlemen ogposite, raising a hue and cry that we were going
to ruin this country by the construction of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, and the necessity wasgreat to reduce as low
as possible the construction of this work, the lowest esti-
mate that I could submit to this House, for what I
admit is a degraded road, was $80,000,000. I now
come to the proposition of 1874. And whai does that
show ? The “hon. gentleman got Parliament to vote
for the construction of 2,627 miles of the through line
from Lake Nipissing to Burrard Inlet, for 85 miles of tho
Pembina branch, and for 85 miles of the Georgian Bay
branch—2,797 miles—all of which are containeg in the
Act, and all declared to be treated on the same ierms, and
entitled to the same amount as if they were on the main
line— :

Mr. MACKENZIE. I was uot aware that that Act
declared Burrard Tulet to be the terminus.

Sir CHARLES T'UPPER. The hon. gentleman ought
scarcely to interrupt me with a captious objection of that
kind, which has nothing to do with the question. He
knows that, as a matter of comparison, I must take a
definite route, and he knows also that he was dealing with
the Barrard Inlet route, because he was dealing with the
route that he should decide was best, and he did decide
that the Burrard Inlet route was the best. The hon. gentle-
man should not, therefore, imterrupt me with such a
frivoleus objection which has nothing to do with the subject,
but which is caleulated to draw me aside from the argu-
ment. Well, what did it amount to?. It amounted to this,
that with the shortest route——

Mr, MACKENZIE. No.

‘per acret
unbelieving as my hon. friend, the leader of

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The shortest route, because if
he hon. gentlemsn takes any other practicable route he will
increase the.distance, . o

_Mr. MACKENZIE. No. :

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Not the shortost.
routes. . .

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 come. to tho Act—the law.
put on the Statute book by the hon. gentleman himself—the
authority that this Parliament gave lim 1o construct
the Canadian Pacific Railway and what dces it enact?
It says that on this 2,797 miles, including the main line and
branches, he got voted, not by estimate, but by authority of
a statute, to use $10,010,000 for that distance, which is
2,197 miles. And, Sir, he got authority to give 20,000
acres of land for every mile of that distance, which amounted
to 55,940,100 acros. ‘ ‘

Mr. BLAKE. Not on every mile.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. On every mile, as the hon.
gentleman will see by the Act of 1874. :

Mr. BLAKE. I thought the contract for the Georgian
Bay branch was not based on a land subsidy-at all.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This was Mr. Foster's con-
tract, which gave 20,000 acres of land, and if the land could
not be got along the line, it was to be taken anywhere else
in the Dominion,

Mr. MACKENZIE. We do not own the land there at all,
WSir CHARLES TUPPER. It had to be got in the North-

est,

Mr. MACKENZIE, That is perfoctly well known.

Sir ' CHARLES TUPPER. The contract makes it &
doubtful question whether it could be obtained trom the
Province of Ontario or not. At thattime the hon. gentleman
had some hopes of acting on the sense of justice of the Prc-
vince of Ontario, and he might have obtained someland from
them.

Mr, MACKENZIE. Formal application was made,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, but not successfully ; that
Act also provides for four per cent. on such additional amount
as would be required by the contractors in order to build the
road. The hon. gentleman published his advertisement for six
months without gotting any response. Now, how shall we
arriveat the amount that was to be paid, in comparison
with the other contract? Thereis a very satisfactory mode,
The hon. gentleman let the contract for 85 miles, and
although 1 am prepared te admit that that portion of the
road is more difficult of construction than a great deal
of the Pacific Railway, still the hon. gentleman will not
deny that it is a very fair average.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I do.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Then, Sir, I have lost confi-
dence in the hon. gentleman altogether, Has the hon.
gentleman forgotten that when the Foster contract was
cancelled, and we stated that he was not as wise in lettin
this contract a8 he might have been, he scouted the ides,
and said thero was no difficulty whatever, and that- the
contract was not abandoned for any such reason &s was
alleged.

Mr. MACKENZIE.
Engineers stated.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have no doubi, when the
hon. gentleman made that statement, he believed it to be the
truth. If the hon. gentleman wiil look at the line north of
Lake Suaperior and examino the character of a considerable

rtion of it, and then examine the character of the line

rom the canyons of the Fraser River or from the foot of the .
Roeky Mountains and thence to Kamloops, Emory’s Bar and
on to Barrard Inlet, I think he will agree that the Georgian

Thére are shorter

I could only state what the
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Bay Branch is a fair average of the whole line.  When the |

hon. gentleman advertised he obtained a tender from
Mr. Munson, of Boston, at four per cent. on $7,5600, while
the Foster tender was four per cent.on $12,500;-and the
other tenders were vastly beyond that sum. Mr. Foster
became possessed of the lowest tender—that is, Mr.
Munson’s; a contract was made with him, and ‘that con-

~tract I have in my hand. You will find that it provides for
paying Mr, Foster $10,000 in cash per mile, 20,000 acres
of land per mile, and four per cent.for 25 years on $7,500.
But I must remind the House that after Mr. Foster had
gone to New York -and exhausted every effort he could
make in England, he found he could not get a capitalist in
the world to invest a dollar in his contract; so that when
I take that contract as a fair average of the cost o be
added to the amount for which the hon. gentloman had
authority from Parliament to use, I think I have taken an
average which every business man will admit is a moderate
one. The interest, at four per cent., on $7,500 is $500 a
year per mile, and adding that to the amount I have stated,
and on the 2,977 miles. we have $20,977,500.

Mr. BLAKE. Why do you not capitalize that sum?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 do not capitalize it all, but
it would have to be paid in money.as the other is-paid.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear. ~ -

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Does the hon. gentleman ]

mean to say that when we incur an obligation under a
contract we have not the money to pay ? -

Mr. BLAKE. The obligation to pay year by year for
25 years, does not mean the gross sumt of those payments
added together, as everybody knows. N -

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, Mr. Spealker, but it means
a very much less sum. Let the hon. gentleman apply that
principle to the $25,000,000 we are to pay the Syndicate,
and he will find that it means .a very much less sum too.
The hon. gentleman will find that by the terms under which
Parliament, in 1874, authorized the late Government to
secure the construction of the Pacific Railway, the amount
to be paid in cash was. §48,947,500, which, with 55,949,000
acres of land at.$1 per acre, would make $104,887,500—the
lowest amount, as the hon. gentldhan must admit, which
could represent accurately the amount to be expended upon
that scheme. : '

It being six o’clock the Speaker left the Chair.

AFTER RECESS.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER, resuming, said: Mr. Chair-
man, when the recess took place, I was dealing with the
question of the amount that Parliament had placed at the dis-
posal of my hon. friend, the then leader of the Government,
-for the construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway, and I

find, Sir, that I have mado & slight mistake, which I take’

the earliest opportunity of correcting. I stated the distance
from Nipissing to Burrard Inlet at 2,627 miles; I must add
40 miles to that distance in computing the amount which,
(the Act of 1874) Parliament placed to the disposal of

the leader of the Governmont for the construction of the
railway, because, you will remember, the then Government|

located the terminus of the railway, not at the Callendar
Station-on Lake Nipissing, where it is now located, and
where it was originally located by the former Government,
bat forty miles south of that point. Therefore, under that
Act, the hon. gentlemsn would not only have been obliged
to expend $104,887,500 at the lowest computation, but to
provide for the construction onthe same terms of 40 miles
more, to bring the railway down to the terminus as located
by the then Government. That will add $400,000 in" cash,
$300,000 in money as four per cent on $7,500 per mile, for 25
vears, and $800,060 in land at a dollar an acre, or
Sir CaArLEs Turpag,

$1,500,000 sannually, to make the -estimate .strictly
correct—in all $106,387,500. Now, Sir, having shewn
that Parliament had placed at the disp6sal of “the
Government of my right hon. friend " [Sir _John A.
Macdonald) in 1872 $84,700,000 for the construction of The
work, and that Parliament had placed $104,887,500 at the dis-
posal of the leader of the Government in 1874—to which wo
must add the $1,500,000 to which I' have just  reforrod—I
now come to the present contract, whieh is laid on “the
Table of the House for its consideration. ~For that portion
of the line from Fort William to Selkirk, 410- miles, the
Pembina Branch, 85 miles, and that portion from Kamloops
to Burrard Inlet, 217 miles—all of which, amounting to
712 miles, when the whole lino is completed, is to 'be
handed over as the property of the company—the total
amount expended and to be expended by the Government,
including everything, is $28,000,000. For the construction
of the road from Lake Nipissing to Fort William, 650 miles,
and from Selkirk to Kamloops, 1,350 miles—2,000 miles in
all—the Government have agreed to pay, in addition to the
$28,000,000, $25,000,000 and 25,000,000 acres of land;
making a total subsidy in cash of $53,000,000, and in land
—estimating the 25,000,000 acres at the same rate that I
have estimated the land 'under the contract “of 1873 and
under the Act of 1874, one dollar an acre—-of $25,000,000;

| or a total amount to be exgended by Canada for the con-

struction of the Canadian Pacific Railway, of $78,000,000.
I think this warrants the statement with which I com.
menced my remarks, that these terms are greatly
below any terms that have previously been obtained
or sanctioned by Parliament for the constraction of
this great work., The matter then stands thus: under
the . contract of 1873, $84,700,000; wunder the -con-
tract of 1874, $104,887,500, with $1,500,080 added
to bring the road down to the point at which, under that
Act, it was to be commenced; under the contract of
1880, now laid on the Table of the House, $78,000,000.
Now, Sir, let me draw the attention of the House for a mo-
ment, in order to show that in taking the Foster contract
as the base of calculation as to what the cost under the Act
of 1874 would have been, if it could have been accomplished
at all, it was a reasonable estimate, an estimate, in fact,
below the mark, to the words of the leader of the late
Government with reference to the character of that section.
The hon. gentleman said, as will be found in the Hansard of
1876: —*“ Because he would probably refer to this matter at
another time in the House, Ee would now simply say this:
that what was published in many newspapers as to engineer-
ing difficulties encountered in this relation was entirely falla-
cious. No difficulty had been experienced in obtaining the
grade that was required in the original contract, the gradient
not exceeding 26 feet per mile for the country eastward and
52 for the country westward. In only two places was there
any difficulty in securing these gradients; and these the en-
gineers assures me can easily be overcome. The explora-
tions in the immediate yicinity of French river show that the
linetraverses a rocky though not a hilly country.” This shows
that I have ground, from the opinions of the hon: gentle-
man, for my statement that that would be a fair estimate. I
will now draw .attention of the hon. gentlemen opposite’ to
an authority with reference to the terms. This may  be
necessary as the position now taken by the Opposition, as
may be assumed by that taken by the Giobe, is that it isidle
to talk about estimating the land at §1 per acre when every
one knows it is worth $2 acre. \gfl.l,‘ I shall be only

too if that can be-established, but it will net do -for the
leader ‘of the Opposifien or the leader of the GOvernment

to meet me on that ground, and T will show you why. 1
draw the attention of the Committee to the statement made
by the leader of the Opposition (Mr. Blake) when we ' were
discussing the Foster contract, and I had ventured to. value
the land at $2 an acre. That. was in 1875, and the hon,
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gentleman will find his remarks on page 541 of the Iansard.
The hon. gentleman said, in reference to myself:

“We have found him putting a value of his own upon the land subsidy
We have found him exaggerating other items to be taken into account,
and we have found him thus making a total which-I do not think the
House will agree is a correct one in that matter. As I understand the
ﬁgm the cost of building the Georgian Bay Bramch; a distance of 85
miles, is as follows: Subsidy, $10,000 per mile, $850,000; guarantee of
four cent. interest on $7,500 for 20 years, which, I am' told, capital -
ized, is equivalent to $4,000 in cash per mile. That we make $340,900,
giving $1,190,000 as the total value of the cash to be e.x&epded by the
country in the construction of the Georgian Bay Branch. With referen ce
to the 20,000 acres of land subsidy, the hon. member for Cumbeérlan d
calculates.it at $2 an acre. I do not believe the House will accept that
calculation. I am quite sure, if the hon. gentleman proposed that a
negotiation be entered into with the contractor for the release of that

- land, he would find him quite willing to get rid of it at a much less rate
than he has valued the land at. Itisan entirely absurd calculation te
gay that these 1,700,000 acres are worth $2 an acre to this country. Even
valuing them at $1 an acre would, in my judgment, be an excessive
valuation. But even valuing them at $1 you would then have ¥2, 890,000
as cash and land which the Georgian Bay Branch would cost.”’

Then the leader of the late Government gave his opinion
on the subject. My right hon. friend said : # You are going
to give 50,000,000 acres of land away.” Mr. Mackenzie
said: “Yes, only I do not placoe their value at $3 an acre,
1 wish T could say that they were worth one dollar an acre.”
But whatever the value may be, [ am confident I express the
views of the committee when [ say that whatever value
may be obtained for them over one dollur per acre, and 1
hope it will be greatly over thas rate, will be obtained, not
in thoir present position, but in consequence of the cou-
struction of the Canadian Pacific Railway. In 1879, the
hon. gentleman said:

“] do not understand why the hon. gentieman anticipates a larger
revenuefrom the lands to be sold, because it is absolutely indispensable,
in order to induce settlers to go into the country, that we should furnish
them with the lands free of charge. Does the hon. gentleman imagine
that settlers will go to the North-west and buy lands at §2 an acre when
there are millions of acres of land offered for nothing in the United
States®?"’

Sir JOON A. MACDONALD. Hoar, hear.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If we are able to make those
lands worth $2 an acre, we will do it by the agency nnw

y to construct the railway, by the expenditure ashed
for the purpose of ensuring its construction. The leader
of the late Government also said :

‘“We must, therefore, make up our minds if we are to settle that
country, it will be done only at the expenditure of a large amount of
money to aid settlers on going in and giving them land free after they
get in. That is my comviction. If the hon. gentleman’s expectation
should be realized of getting $2 per acre for those 100,000 acres, I will
confess to him that I have been utterly mistaken in my ideas upon this

ubject.”’ .

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: Hear, hear,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. So much for the value of the
lands. Now, Sir, as to the cost of ‘the work. 1 have esti-
mated the lands at $1 per acre, but I will assume, for the
sake of meeting the present views of honorable gentlemen
opposite half way, that they will be worth $1.50 per acre,
ang we will see then how the account will stand as between
honorable gentlemen and ourselves ; how far my statement
with which I opened this discussion will be borne out when
I stated that the terms upon- which we now ask this House
to secure the comstruction and operation of the Canadian
Pacific Railway are greatly below any terms that have ever
been offered in this House or submitted to the consideration
of the people of Canada. If you value the lands at §1 per
acre, the contract of 1873 founded upon the offer to secure
the construction of the Canada Pacific Railway to the Allan
company will show a total of $112,050,000. How will the
"account then stand? Applying the same principle to the
Aet of 1874, it will show $132,857.600 placed at the
disposal of the Government of my honorable friend

; ite for seemring the construction of the road.
%luﬁng the lands at $1.50 an acre, how stands the contraet

‘wo have laid on the Table ? Itshows a total of $30,500,000.
If we-go the whole length tho Globe asks, and I do not say
it is unreasonable, if we assume those lands to be worth,
after tho construction of the road, $2 an acre, how will the
account stand as between those various proposals submitted
for the counsideration of Parliamont in former times, and
readily accepted by it, and the proposal wo now lay on the
Table? The first proposition, that of 1873, placed at the
disposal of the Government lands and ‘money worth
$139,400,000, The amounts placed at the disposal of the
late Governments :n 1874, valuing the lands at §2
an acre was 8160,827500 on the 2,797 miles.
The present proposition, valuing the lands at $2
an acre, reaches a total of only $103,000,000, or less
than the amount at §1 an acre, placed at the disposal of the
late Government by Parliament for the construction of the
Canadian Pacific Railway. I think this statement ought to
be tolerably satisfactory to any hon. gentleman who wishes
to make a fair and just comparison of the proposals pre-
viously submitted with the present proposal. I wiil give
an authority on this subject, bocause that derwsive cgloer
from the member for Lambton intimates that he is not
satisfied ; that he is still doubtful as tomy having main-
tained the position with which I set out, that the terms
now submitted for the ratification of Parliament are great|
below any torins ever submitted and approved of. 1 will
now give hon. gentlomen opposite an authority as to the
cost of this work, about to be undertaken, that I think they
will bo compellod to accept. It is the anthority of their
own statemonts, of their own opinions, and I think I will
show, from the opinions of the leader of the late Govern-
ment and the late Finance Minister, that the cost of this
work is such as to justify any intelligent man in accepting
the propositions now submitied as eminently advantageous
in tho interest of the country, and as not beyond what the
parties undertaking to perform such work are entitled to
receive. On the 12th May, 1874; Mr. Mackenzie said :

“From that point westward it is quite clear that there ig no means of

rapid communication except by building & railway, and this portion in
British Columbia alone would take $35,000,000, and from the point which
Mr. Fleming calculates as the centre of the Rocky Mountains eastward to
the junction wigh navigation, would probably -be $100,000,000 or some-
thing like that.”
There is an estimate from the Jeador of the late Governmont,
the then Minister of Public Works, and submitted to Parlia-
ment on the authority of his own engineers with all the judg-
ment and experionce that could be brought to bems upon it,
that $100,000,000 would be required for the road from Lake
Superior, at Thunder Bay, to the Pacific Ocean; and yet
the present proposition secures the construction of the entire
road within ten years from the 1st July next, from Lako
Nipissing to Burrard Inlet, at & cost to the country, at the
estimate hon. gentlemen opposite placed on the lands, of
$78,000,000. OUne would have supposed the member for
Lambton would have stood aghast at such an estimate as
$100,000,000 for the portion of the road mentioned, and
would have abandoned it a8 beyond the resources of Canada.
But standing as Prime Minister and weighted with the res-
ponsibility which rests on such a high officer, he felt he must
not shrink from his duty, and he stated of the section in
British Columbia, that would cost $36,000,000, “we propose
to proceed with it as rapidly as we are able to obtain a com-
pletion of surveys.” He also proposed to expend $100,000,000,
if necessary, to connect the waters of Lake Superior with
the tidal waters of the Pacitic. The leader of the late
Government also said :

‘¢ We frankly recognize the failure of the attempt to give a fictitious
value to lands, in order 1o get English capitalisis to take ug the railway ;

but we also frankly confess the necessity of building the railway by direct.
money subsidies, or a combined system of giving both money and land.”

The hon. gentleman gallantl peﬂ‘ornied his duty, and did
not shrink from the responsibility, arduons and responsible
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as was his position, of discharging the duty imposed. He
said : . . . p
‘We propose to give a specific sum-per mile, in the first place o
$10,000 ger I3mile, amf in the mext place, a grant the same as that }io osed
by the late Government of 20,000 acres, the disposal of which I will
attend to presently; and then we invite intending competitors to state the
amount for which they will require the ﬂiggamntee ut 4 per cent. in order
to give them what they may deem a sufficient sum wherewith to build the
‘road. We know that some think $10,000 per mile and 20,000 acres of
land, supposing they realise on an average $1 an acre, will not build the.
road. It would more than build it in some parts, but from end to end it
is evident it will not build it. I do not know, and have no means of
estimating the probable expenditure per mile further than that to be
derived from our own experience and that of our neighbors.. The Inter-
colonial Railway will cost about $45,000 a mile, traversing, on the whole,
a very favourable country, and possessing the most ample means of
access at various points on its course, and with the additional advantage
of having procured the iron structures and rails when there was a very
great depression in the prices of iron. The Northern Pacific B..mlwag,em
the accounts published by the Company, has cost, so far ag it has been 1
carried—that is to Red River—$47,000 or $48,000 per mile in round
numbers. Well, 8ir, that road traverses almost wholly a prairie region,
easily accessible. and where materials were easily found, and is altogether
quite as favourable as the most favourable spot of any part of our
territories, with this advantage, that it was much nearer to the producers
of supplies than any portion of our line, except that on the immediate
borders of the Lake. The Central Pacific I will not touch, as the cost of
that road was so enormous ag not to afford any guide at all, because of
the extraordinary amount of jobbing connected with it. Bat, Jn‘dgu.li
from the cost of our-own railways, we have no reason to™suppose it wil
be possible to constrict this line from end to end at a less price than
$40,000 per mile, and it may exceed that by several thousands of dollars.
Parts of it will, of course, exceed that very much, though on the whole
of the sections east of the Rocky Mountains, something in the neighbor-
hood of that figure Avill cover the outlay. Well, Sir, we propose to
donate $10,000 per mile to the companies, and a guarantee of 4 per cent.
on a sum to be named by them in their tenders, and whatever sum the
may name will be the determining point as to which of ‘the tenders i3
the lowest, the grant of land being also absolutely in each case 20,000 acres.
I have already said I consider the building of this road to be one that has
to be borne by the people of this country. I4is quite useless to suppose
that the mady can, for the present time, or for some time to come, be
regarded as a purely or éven a partially commercial enterprise, because I
do not expect that any commercial advantage can by any possibilit
arise to & company constructing this road, for many years to come ; and,
as I believe in a perfectly frank, honest opinion in regard to these
matters, a8 the only mode in which the affaire of the country can be
legiﬁméwly carried on, I give free expression to my views on that

matter.” )
I think almost every word I have read will be, although/
not entirely new, will be looked upon as frank and fair an
estimate as the hon. gentleman ever submitted fo the

House. ;
Well, sir, we now desire the gentlemen who undertook that responsi-
bility to show us how it is possible to construct arailway 2,500 miles long,
with a population of four millions, tpassing. almost its entire leng:
through an uninhabited country, and for a still ,greater portion of its
length through a country of very rough character.””
I'am glad the time has come when, in response to the
hon. gentleman, we are in a position to show him how that
gigantic work can be accomplished, and upon terms more
favorable than any the most sanguine person in this country
ventured to look for.

«T believe,”’ continued the hon.
that whoever builds the roa'dil an
constructed with money furnished ) is ¢
know, &ir, that the obligations imposed with the buildin
will not terminate with the conclusion of its construction.’
1 ask the hon. gentleman not to forget, now that he issitting
on the Opposition benches, that in estimating the cost, as-a
Minister, he felt that he would not be doing his- duty if he
did not draw the attention of the House to the fact that
when this road is comstructed the liability resting upon the-
country will not be discharged, but just commencing, He
went on 1o say: :

“ Supposing it only takes the minimum amount estimated by Mr.
Sandfogg Flegxing, $100,000,000, you have pretty good a) recmgon of
what it would cost the country in the end. When you double the debt of
the country you will not be able to accomplish the borrowing of the sum
of money required to build the road, paying the' attendant expenses of
management, and the debt, and everything else connected with it.’"

That hon. gentleman opposite, last session, enforced ver{

strongly upon our attention the fact that if we went on with

this work as a Government work, and stood pledged in the
Sir CuarLzs TUPPER.

entleman, ‘‘there can be no question
g whenever it may be built, it must be
by the peopleé of this country.”” - ¢ We
go the road

face of the country, and of the financial world, toan expendi-
ture of eighty to a hundred million dollars for the con-
struction of the railway, we could hardly be surprised if it
increased the cost of migney we were obliged to borrow in
the money markets of the world. .

‘‘ You will not be able, I say, to borrow the required amount of money
at less than six per cent. on the amount.” . )
Not an extravagant statement, certainly, in view of the
great liability that would be involved by undertaking to
furnish all the money for the construction of the road.

‘ If you add six per cent. upon the minimum amount to the existing
obligations of the country, you will have, in addition- to our present
annual burdens, six millions of dollars, which, added together, would
make a continuous application of twelve millions of dollars before you
have a cent to apply to the ordinary business of the com;try" !

A rather startling ground for the hon. gentleman to take,
but one. which commended itself to all those who listened
to the hon. gentleman’s address.

““Then we come to the consideration of what would be the position of
the road after it was completed, supposing we wese able to fulfill .the
obligations which hon. gentiemen op&osite undertook ; and supposing we
finished it in seven years, we have Mr. Fleming’s authority—assuming
him as an authority, and I think he is very much within the bounds-that
until at least three millions of people are drawn into that uninbahited
territory, it is_quite impossible to expect the road to pay its running
expenses. Mr. Fleming estimates these at not less than eight million
dollare per annum, and they have still further to be supplemented by the
proportion of money required each year to renew the road. Itis known,
moreover, to railway authorities, that considering the difficulties of
climate, and with the ordinary traffic, the road will require renewal, that
is the renewal of sle and rails every eight or ten yearson an average.
No doubt that steel rails substitnted for iron, the time for their renewal
would be considerably enlarged, but to what extentI am at present
unable to say.” :
First we would Fny $100,000,000 to build the road; next
$8,000,000 annually tooperate it, subject to the deduction of
whatever traffic theroad received,and, thirdly, we would have
to revew the sleepers and rails every eight years, unless we
used eteel rails. This is the pleasant picture which the
hon. genileman himself drew for the consideration of the
‘ House and country. And now, it appears, he hesitates to
secure the construction and operation of the road for ever
at a cost of $78,000,000. When the hon. gentleman arrived
at this point I resolved to ask the question “ what do you
ostimate as the duration of the ordinary rails ” The hon. -
gentleman replied :

“ From eight to ten years. That, at least, is the opinion of Mr. Walter
Shanly, whom I agsume to be a competent authority. Supposing, then,
that the road was completed, we would have, in addition to the burdens
imposed upon us by the interest of the money, to provide for the working
of the railway, a sum at least equal to that amount, or six millions every
year, in order to keep it in repair.”
| My hon. friend, the leader of the Opposition, no longer
than a year ago, in the light of all the information and
experience which the five years’ administration of the hon.
member for Lambton afforded him, was good emough to.

give to the House his opinion as to the cost of this road
and the liability that would be incurred; and I invite—be-
assent to this contract, which, I venture' te say, ho ‘cannot
afford as a public man to take—his attention to his own
1441 of Hansard. He said: ) ;
¢t Again, of course, the through traffic depends on the road bein% first-
proposes, we shall have, not a Pacific, but 8 colonization road.”’
That was true, and the hon. gentleman was only doing
that if, in grappling with this work, we reduced the-
expenditure to & minimum, we should have only a coloni-
¢ According to the old system ef eonstrﬁcﬁon, that central section -
would cost, including the other item I have mentioned, altogether over
$45,000,000 is, as I have stated, the 'cost from EKdmonton to
Inlet on the West; and from Fort Williain to Nipissing

fore the hon. gentleman takes the position of refusing his

‘estimate as he gave 1t a year ago. It will be found on page

class, and we will remember that, after we have spent all the hon.

his duty in calling the attention of the House to the fuct’

zation road. But what else does hie say ?

$42,500,000, leaving out entirely both endls. What are the ends to cost ?
on the i

The hon. member for Lambton estimates it at & length of about 650 miles,
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and a cost of $32,500,000. Thus the ends make up together $77,000,000,
the centre and the past expeaditare $42,500,000, making a total
of $120,000,000.""

And yet the hon. gentleman is startled and astonished, and
exhibits the most wonderful alarm when he finds a pro-
posal laid on the Table of the House to seeurc the construc-
tion of all that work, which, at the cheapest rate, was to
cost $120,000,000, for $78,000,000—putting the outside
valee on the land that the hon. gentleman is willing to
admit. is worth, = The hon. gentloman procooded
to say that, ‘“besides. this enormous expenditure, to
which  he had referred, they had to consider
runniug expenses, which Mr. Fleming estimated at eight
millions, and which his” hon. friend estimated at the gross
sum of $6,750,000 a year, for the whole line, or, $4,500,000
a year from Fort William to the Pacific. Of courso, against
this sam was {o be set roceipts, which in some sections,
haps, wonld meet expenditure; but, in the, earlg days,
if not for a long time, he believed, the road would have to
be run at a loss.” J know that this is an authority for
which the hon. leader of the Opposition has most profound
respect, and I trust that, in submitting such criticism
as, in the interests of country every groat measure
of this kind ought to receive, the hon. gentleman
will not lose sight of the position he took in criticising our
proposals twelve months ago. I will againreverttos criticism
with, relation to the cost, of more valuable character than
that of leader of the Opposition. No person, perhaps,
esteems the hon. gentleman's ability, certainly asa special
leader, higher than myself, or his general judgment when
Ee gives questions the fair candid and unbiassed examination
which questions like this deserves, but does not always
receive; but I will give the House an opinion, which I
estimate more highly than that of the leader of the Oppo-
sition, the opinion of & genﬂeman who, for five years, as leader
of the Government of the country, dealt with this gxesﬁon,
and was conversant with al] itedetails, I mean the hon.
leader of the late Government. After all his experience,
and after the experience of a year in the Opposition, as well
as of five years of Administration, he undertook to give to
the House {is -estimate as to what that road would cost,
and { frankly confess that’l am not for a moment disposed
to question the value of his judgment. He said:

] will take the description of the engineers themselves, as to the
character of the work upon the several sections from Fort William to
Setkirk, and out figures elsewhere on the same description. Seventy
miles were described as beavy, 226 miles moderate, and 114 miles light ;
and, in order to reach the $18,000,000, which the engineers had recenfly
estimated, they would have to take the seventy miles of heavy work at
$75,000 per mile7 the 226 miles of moderate might, at $39,000, and the
114 light at $20,000, making altogether, with the rolling stock valued at
$1,656,000, $18,000,000. From Selkirk to Battleford, the first 112 miles
are deseribed as light, which, with the rails, fencing, etc., might be esti-
mated at $14,000 per mile, or $3.000 less than the Pembina Branch ; and
the spcond 100 miles 1 have taken and calculated as to the materials
furnished by Mr. Marcus Smith, and I do not believe that any gradient
can be obtained on that section to build the road at less than $20,000 pér
mite.” - R

Subsequent ‘events haye thrown perhaps a good deal of
light on the tenders sent in and contract undertaken.. No
rogress was made on the contract, as the hon. gentleman
ows, and jidgment which the hon. gentleman had given
as to cost, had thereby received very considerable confirma-
tion. = He further said : :

“'We have in some milesa tlfunﬁty of 39,000 -cubic yards of earth to
move, and all e steep, only kept fifty-three feet to. the mile—many of
tkem are fifty- feet. e average of excavation i8 16,000 cubic yards
per mile. Weylmve',‘ in'ghort, 1,600,000 yards of earth to move whicﬂ at
the 1owest price per yard obtained on other roads, say twenty-five cents
on the avera ﬁ: of itself will cost $400,000.7 & * & s 4
“ This was glefmom the .exact value of the earth work alone, leaving
séing o brides, '
- * B

ties, rails, building fences, and otner itemns.” * *
“From the epd of the second hundred miles to
Battieford we have 377 miles.  This is net any heavier on the whole-]
There are some more formidable bridgee, but the:line ia farther off for the
carriage of the rails. I place that section at $21,000 per niile.”
®

I draw the attention of the hon. gentleman to this now, in
connection with the amount proposed to be paid under this
contract for the central section, As I have stated, opinions
which the hon. gentleman has formed after long experience,
a8 to the lowest amount at which it could be constrneted,
are entitled to very great consideration. ,

Mr. MACKENZIE. You did not give much attention to
them & year ago. .

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman says I
did not give mmuch attention to them a year ago, butlooked
at in the light of subsequent evonts, I am disposed to admit
that there 18 a great deal in the argument of tho hon. gentle-
man, He again said:

“ Then from Bgttleford to Edmonton, itis reported by the engineers as
thirteen miles very heavy ; this I estimate at $60,000 a mile, being $10,000
less than the other heavy work east of Selkirk.” .

I hope- that when the hon. gentleman has criticised tho
amount which we propose to pay in the central section, ho
will not forget that it covers 13 miler, which he estimates at
$60,000 1 mile, $10,000 Jess than for the heavy work east o
Selkirk. Still farthor: .

! Porty-nine miles more of the line classed ag moderately heavy, I put

at $30,000 per mile; and seventy miles very moderate, at $26,000, with
ninety-eight miles of light work at $20,000 per mile, which makes for this
section altogether an avorage of $27,000 per mile.”’
The hon. gentleman said we have constructed the line from
Pembina to Selkirk, 86 miles. This is a prairio, and a most
favorable region, and he stated that the amount I submitted
on estimate Tast year of 81,750,000 for the Pembina branch,
but that included more than my estimate now includes for the
Pembina branch, and for the reason, as hon. gentlemen will
see, the heavy expenditure charged to that branch tor work-
shops, rolling stock, ete., will now devolve upon the company,
and consequently now reduce the ostimate to $1,500,000,

Mr. MACKENZIE. Give us a detail of the reductions.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. All I can say is, that I
took the estimate of the engineer, chafging what was fairly
chargeable to that road—buildings in connection with its
operation—and the amount of the Pembina Branch was there-
fore placed at $1,750,000. We now reduce that by $250,000,
because, as I say, the expenditure we would have had
to make immediately in connection with the work now de-
volves upon the Syndicafe under the contract, But, Sir, the
House will see that, according to the estimate which I laid on
the Table last year, and which hon. gentlemen thought
altogether below the mark, the Pembina Branch-—a prairie,
line from end to end, no very heavy bridging, no serious
muskegs, no difficulties really to be encountered,a fair prairie
section—according to my own estimate last year was over
$20,000 a mile; according to my estimate now laid on the
Table of the House, the Pembina Branch will cost the Govern-
ment of this country, when it is handed over to the Syndicate,
$17,270 a mile. The hon. gentleman continued :— -

“ This would make the entire cost of the road west of Lake Buperior,
including $1,440,000 for the Canada Central subsid{, 100,000 1():;@ the
Belkirk bridge, $300,000 for engineering over 1,946 miles, $89,002,000.”
Now, there is his opinion. I have shown the opinion of
the hon leader of the Opposition that this work, for which
we have shown the contract, asks Parliament to atour
disposal $:8,600,000. According to the estimate of the
leader of the Opposition a year ago was to cost $120,000,000,
and, according to the estimate —the more mature and rednced
estimate of the hon. gentleman best qualified to judge on
that side of the House —was to cost this country $89,002,000
in cash. 'Thore was no question of land ; we are dealing
with the lowest estimate of the cost in cash taken out of the
treasury of Canada, and the estimate of the hon. leader of the
Opposition was, in round numbers, $90,000,000, after all the
information he had on the subject. But Iam wrong; I am
doing the hon, gentleman a great injustice.
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Mr. BLAKE. The estimate I gave was that of the hon.
member for Lambton. .

~ Sir CITARLES TUPPER. So Isee. I thought it was
that of the hon. member for Lambton, but the ease i§ s
great deal stronger. 1 am not even to show there is a
diversity of opinio. between the hon. gentlemen. Ifind that
they worked it pretty nenrly to the same figure, I was
leaving out that section north of Lake Superior, but the
hon. member for Lambton brings that in, and shows that
West of Lake Superior, from Thunder Bay to the Pacifie, the
lowest that we could build it for was $39,000,000 in cash:
That is the lowest. Let us sce what he says about the rail-
way to the head of Lake Superior. :

 While from Fort William to Nipissing, 650 miles, estimating the cost
at $50,000 per mile, would make it $32,500,000, or a total of $121,700,~
000.” ",
So that theso gentlomen are not open to the challenges
that on a great public question their estimate differs. After
careful econsideration, weighing well the responsibility of
placing hefore the House statemonts that were cauntious,
judicious, and safe, upon which the people of this country
could safely baso their estimates, both of these gentiemen
agreed a year ago that te build the Canadian Pacific Railway
with meney borrowed for the purpose, and expended im
cash, the sorrect estimate thbat this railway from Lake
Nipissing to Port Moody, Burrard Irlet, could be accom-
plished for, was $120,040,000 to $121,700,600. There was
only about a million and a balf between thom.

¢ It will be obsetved, if we apply the figures as I apply them, that is
calculating the expenditure -east of Red River, between Lake Superior
and Selkirk, that it weuld be impossible to ebtain the same character of
road as to gradients and curvature for less than I have estimated, I am
sure I am withinthe line in statin%x these figures, and that it would be im-
possible to construct anything that could be called a railway—nothing
better than a tramway, for less.”
That amount is $84,000,000, and yet it was only to pe a tram-
way and the only possible means of getting a line that
could be called a railway, was by an expenditure of
$121,000,000, the amount given by the hon. gentleman.
He continues:— N

* The hon. Minister of Railways thinks it matters little what grades we
have west of Winnipeg. He thinks it will suffice for traffic. I observe
that the Chief Engineer, with his usual caution, does not speak of it as the
Canadian Pacific Railway at all. He speaks of it as a colonization read,
and it is only that.. The hon. Minister of Railways is entitled to the cre-

dit or discredit of this new pfan of degrading the railway into a track
that will not be fit for heavy traffic.’”” .

I am thaukful for small favors and I am willing to take the
credit or discredit of having stated frankly to the House, that
my idea was nof to obtain a first class railway,but the cheapest
description of -road that would answer for colonjzation

yurposes. I have given the House the estimates of the two

on. gentlemen sitting one to the right oue to the left of the
late Minister of Finance, and I should be wanting very much
in my daty to the House, if I did not show them that that
hon. gentleman hiwself did not regard the construction of
the Canadian Pacific Railway as a very light matter, and
held very much the views and opinions of his two honorable
colleagues. Sir Richard Cartwright, in 1874, in his Budget
8 , said:

“In order riihtly to understand the extent of the burden we would
be required ‘to take upon enrselves for the consiruction” of the Canadian
Pacific Railway,it must be remembered that the 1o west estimate for building
this road to the Pacific is something over $100,¢00,000, and this, too, en
the supposition that a very much longer time would be given for con-
struction. * * * Now; Mr. Chairman, I spoke before recess of the expense
arising from the workings of the Intercolonial Railway and other railways.
of-the Dominion, chiefly in the Maritime Provinces. The deficiencieg re-
sulting from these sources amount to the extraordinary sum of shout
$1,250,000. T desire to call the 's?ecial attention of the House. which
must be clear to every hon. gefitleman, these railways run for the most
part through a country which hgs been settled for the last fifty or sixty
years. Icannot refer, of course, to the fact that these railways entail
such an cnormous expenditure without its becoming apparent to the
House that the cost of mamtaining a rifilway nearly 3,000 miles iu length,
g:&sin g through a country almost entirely uninhahited, must of necessi

very much greater. For a long time after the construction of the rail-

Sir CeARLES TUPPER,

::,y an enormons charge must beentailed to keep the line’in fall working
rder wnd good repair; and this fact must be stexdify kept sight of in dor-
sidering the real character of the projeet.” . -

Itrust I have given fo the House sufficient evidence to
show not only that the proposition which we have the
honor to submit for the approvel“of Parliament, is onc
entitled to their favorable considgration ; not only that it is
Breatly within the arount voted by this House in 1873, ‘and
subsequently in 1874, for the comstruction of the €anadian
Pacific Railway, but that it is a contract ‘based upen fifures
low, as coax?%mred with those whick these hon. gentiémen
opposite, after all the experience that they had had in con-
nection with this great work, regacded as ‘altogether
insufficient for its construction, without reference to the
provision of a single dollar for the ];m'pose of gecuring the
operation of the road afterwards. I trust I have given to
the House sufficient evidence to show, not only that the
proposal which I have the honor to submit to Parliament’ is

| entitled to their favorable consideration, not only’ that it is

greatly within the amount voted by this House in 1873 and
subsequently in 1874 for' the construckion of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, but that it is a contract based upon figures
which, compared with those which the hon. gentle-
men opposite, after all their experience in connection
with this work, regarded as sltogether insufficient for
its construction, and far more favorable to this
country. Now, I "am bound to say, I ‘mever felt
more grateful to Parliament in my 1ife than when, notwith-
standing the startling statements made by those hon.
gentlemen, this House placed 100,000,000 acres at the
disposal of this Government for the. purpose of constructing
the Canadian Pacific Railway. I knew thdtevery intelli-
gent man in this House, and out of it, regarded that
meagure as of vital importance to the country. I knew
they felt it was a duty we owed to the country tograpple
with this great work mnotwithstanding the enormous
liability it involved, and notwithstanding the enormous
demands made upon the Treasury of the country. I knew
that, obliged as we were to some extent to act upon the
best judgment we could form, but to act~experimentally,
I knew it was a great demand to make upon Parliament for
the Government to ask for permission to proceed with this
great work. But we felt that, inasmuch as the construction
of this road was required to develope the great North-
West, inasmuch as it was absolutely necessary to make
that country what it could be mede, and to increase the
population and resotirces of the whele Dominion, that we
were warranted in asking, at all events, that the lands
otherwise useless should be utilized for the purpose of its
eonstruction. The House can understand we felt fully the
responsibility of asking for this enormous amount of public
money to be expended ; but feeling a8 we did that when we
had construeted the;;r;u-k from end to end, and were ready -
to operate it, the stitl heavier respomsibility restsd aperi
the country of providing the mieting % successfull) operm
that road, for no man could shut out of sight ﬁ‘:e serigas
responsibility that the operation of 3,400 miles of railway
through such a eountry would entsil, But Parliament
felt - that the construction of “this road was absoldtely
nec to the development *of Canada, snd
they generously gave to ‘the'Government the assistance -
we asked for ; but they did it under the conviction that we
intended to apply those lands in such a way as would
ultimately secure the people of the elder provinoces agsinst
taxation for the purpese of constructing this railway. The
Government, sensible of this generous feeling on the part of
their supporters in thie House in smstaining us, notwith-
standing the fears and the slarm that it was sought to.create
in this House by hon. gentlemen opposite when theéy found
themselves in a position to criticise. the very measure for
which they had asked the House to give them the power of
carrying through, T say the House can understand the
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pleasure with which we mset the people of Canada through
their representatives to-night, and arc enabled to say that, by
the means which we were authorized to use for the con-
struction of this work, we aro in & poaition to state not only
that the entire constriction from end to end, but that the
responsibility of operating it hereafter is to be taken off the
shoulders of Canada for the insignificant consideration of
something like a.cost to the country of a little over $:,000,000
per annum,not commencing now, however, but that will be the
ultimate cost assuming that we have to pay for ever the
interest on all the money already spent wnd
required and what the Syndicate will obtain under
this contract. When we are in a position not only to show
that, but to show that out of the 100,000,900 acres of land
that Farliamgx placed two years ago at our disposal, we
have 75,000,000 acres left with which to meet the $2,000,000
of interest, and that expenditure will be diminished
until, at no distant day; we will not only have the proud
satisfaction of sesing Canada assume an advanced and
triumphant position, but that she will be relieved
from the. expenditure of a single dollar in  con-
nection with the construction or operation of this railway.
I may say that I have been greatly gratified at the
criticiéms that have been bestowed upon the proposition
we #re submitting to Parliament. Nothing has given me
more confidence in the soundness of our position and the
impregnable attitude we occupy in Parlinment or out of it,
than. the eriticisms to“which this scheme has been subjected
by the press, as far as I have seen it. First, I may speak
of the Ottawa Citizen, 1 find that in the criticism of that
paper, to which, at all events, we were entitled to look for
a fair and dispassionate criticism,the preprietor has evidently
handed over his editorial columns not only to a hostile hand
but to a disingenuous writer who was not willing to put the
facts fairly before the country; and this strengthens me in
my conviction of the soundness of the proposition we aro
submitting to Parliament. If that contract contained
objestionable jeatures, to which the attention of Parliament
might be called, and. that werc sufficient to condemn it,
where was the necessity of the. person who wrote the
criticism in the Citizen mis-stating almost evory clause of the
contract that he commented apon, from beginning to end, I
say nothing has more strengthened my conviction in the
soundness of this measure; whether it was the Ottawa
Citizen, from which I bad hoped botter things, or from the
Free Press, from which I did not expect any ditferent
treatment; or the Globe newspaper of Toronto; and when I
take up these papers and find that every criticism,
every serious ground of attack, is based njon mis-statements
of what the contrwsteontains, I am confirmed in my opinion
that they found that ecomtract unimpeachable, and that a
fair aod candid criticiem _wounld compel them to give their
adhesion to it. When I look at thote criticisms I am
reminded of the position & gentleman would occupy who
‘bad made a contract for the coustruction of a Greut
Eastern, an enormous ship, greater in extent and
involving a_ greater . expenditure than any other
ship that ever was built. in the world. But,
Sir, I ani reminded of -what would be the position of a
man, who, after building aship, and finishing it complete in
every:respect, would be told by his employers that the ship
was-all right in design, niaterial and workmanship, but that
there was a little twist-on_the jolly boat which they 4lid
not like, and on that account they did not think they would
take her. I say, 8ir, that when we.come down to. Parlia-
ment with & great measure like this; when, Sir, we oce
a position in to the probable completion of the great
work, which twelve months ago the most sanguine man in
the eountrﬂ could not have hoped we would oceupy—these
hon., gentlemen hesitate. . They say, although you have
foupd gentlemen with great resources at their command, to
go forward with an enterprise so essential to the progress of

Canada; although that work is to bo completed on & purely
commercial basis—these gentlemen, turning their backs, as
they have been obliged to do, upon their own declarations,

in and again recorded-—still eomglain of the arrangement
w?x'ch happily we have been enabled to place before Parlia-
ment. But for the remarks of hon. gentlemen opposite,
which have led me to believe to the contrary,
should have thought that this was a measure for
which T could have confidently asked the support, not
only of those who usually support the Government, but of
hon. gentlemen opposite, who stood coimnmitted by their
votes, and by the strongest possible statements of their
leaders, to the support of terms for the construction of this
work much less favorable than those embodied in the present
contract. But, say these hon. gentlemen, we do not Iike the
Company—and remarks are indulged in most insulting to the
gentiemen who compose the Syndicate.

Mr. MACKENZIE, Who said so?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The organ of the hon. gentle-
men in this city. .

Mr: MACKENZIE. Do you mean the. Citizen?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Well, perhaps the Citizen is
now the organ of hon. gentlemen opposite, I know that in
the short space of twenty-four hours they were able to take
the Times out of our hands by some means—a human devico
I believe they called it.  But, Sir, I do not feel surprised
that hon. gentlemen reject with scorn the imputation that
the Free Press iy their organ or speaks their sentiments—a
journal that attempts to throw ob&oquy ugon gentlemen of
high standing in Canada and in the United States and Europe.
Hon. gentlemen do not like the Company, but
one would suppose that their ideas had wundergone
a revolution upon that question. The gentlemen who
have undertaken this work stand before the people
of this country to-day in the strongest position that it
is possible for gentlemen to occupy in relation to a
great enterprise such as this,  The Canadians engaged in
the enterprise are men who are second to none in respect of
commercial standing and capacity, and by their success in
carrying out other great railway enterprises, they have
afforded us the best possible guarantec for the manner in
which they will fulfil their ongagements with the Govern-
ment and the Parliament of Canada. I may be told that the
owners of the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway,
are members of this Syndicate; and, Sir, I am glad to
know that that is the fact, and for this reason, I say that
standing outside of this Assdciation, they were in a position
of antagonism to Canada, because they were the owners of a
line of railway to the south of our great North-West;, und
of large tracts of fertile land contiguous to that railway.
We all know that the great barrier to the suceessful
development of the North-West was that in the absence of &
Canadian Pacific I1uiway, our immigration was obliged
to filter through iirc territories of the United States.
The great efforts whicii have been made to secure immigra-
tion into the United Stutes, and intercept those who were
on their way to the North-West, have not been made by the
Government of that country, or by the legislatures of the
States, but by the railway companies who have a personal
interest in seducing these immigrants into their own
territories, Why, Sir, we have annexed a large pdrtion of
the State of Minnesota 1o Canada in this way; and any .
man with a head on his shounlders will see atonce that a
company who have engaged to build or operate a road 650

y | miles from Thunder Bay to Nipissing, and who are to bo

the owners of one thousand miles of road, from Red River
to Nipissing, cannot afford to do anything less than attruct,
along that route and from the railways to the south,
all the trade that is possible, for that alone can
can make their enterprise snccessful. The interest which
thoso gentlomen will have in the Canadian Pacific Railway
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will be tenfold greater than any interest they ever had in '
the St. Paul, Minpeapolis and Manitoba line, and I care not
what their nationality may- be, as the signatories of that-
contract, Canada possesses in them the most undoubted
evidence that they will spare no effort to sccure traffic for
the Canadian Pacific Railway. The hon. gentleman scemed
to think that this Company would not bear the scrutiny
and investigation which was desirable.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Who said so?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I hope I did not do the
leader of the Opposition an injustice, when I thought that
my mention of the Company was received, by him, in the
way in which ho usually receives a sentiment with which
he doos not agree.

Mr. BLAKE.
gentleman.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. T say that this Company
embraces capitalists, both of our own and other countries,
who are men of -the highest character; men, whose
names are the best guarantees that could be offered
the people of Canada, that any enterprise they
may undertake will be successful. With regard to
the terms of the contract, I do mnot hesitate to
say that no greater injury could have been inflicted on the
people of Canada than to have made the conditions of the
agreement 8o onerous that instead of ensuring their snecessful
fulfilment they would have led to failure. I say that the
moment that contract is signed everything that we can do
for the purpose of obtaining the best terms in our power
has been done, always under the impression. that we owed
it to Canada to make a contract that was capable of fulfil-
ment ; to give those gentlemen a fair contract and afford them
a fair opportunity of grappling with this great, this gigantic
enterprise, that we were so anxious to transfer from our
shoulders to theirs. AndI would ask this House whether this
being a contract involving the great business importance
that it does, is one to sit down and cavil over, in the ordinary
acceptation of the term, in relation to-contracts, and to drive
the most difficult bargain that could be driven, and perhaps
lead to what occurred when we made the contract in 1873,
with terms largely in excess of: those that this contract
contains? That was not a contract that was capable of
fulfilment, because the parties were unable, in the then
condition of the country, to raise the capital that was
necessary. Now, weapproach this question in that spirit, and |
I would ask every member of this House if we should not
be unworthy of representing the Parliament of €anada in
the discharge of the public business, if we had not felt, in the
interests of Canada, that this arrangement should be one that
would obtain the command of the capital that was required,
and that would enable the parties engaged in this great work
to make it thoroughly successful as I trust it will be.
We have reason to know that-all that a command of capital
can do they have the advantage of; we havereason to know
that all that skill and energy and a knowledge of precisely
such work will do, has been secured, in order to make this a
successful contract, and I would ask hon. gentlemen opposite
what more is desirable or necessary? I have referred to
the position that those gentlemen occupy, but I would just
ask hon, gentlemen opposite whether Canada would be likely
to have this contract carried out with the success we all desire,
‘expect, and hope for, if we had made the contract with the
strongest body of capitalists that could be found in the city of
London ? hat would you have had? We would have had,
the first thing, an English engineer, with extravagamt ideas,
totally ignorant of the work and the construction of railways
through such a country, and we would have had, at no distant
day—no matter what their resourees might be—a.perfect
failure in their hands, and, worse than that, you ‘would have

I do not quite understand the hon.

obtain that interest-which they justly expected from -their
investment. Whether you look at the American; the Cana-
dian, or at the English, French: or German gentlemen
associated with this enterprise, 1 believe that Canada has
been most fortunate, and ¢the Government has been most
fortunate, in having this work placed in their hands. 1t is
stated that the seeurity of one million doliars for- the carry-
ing out of the contractis too small. ~They say thata paid

| up capital of five millions of dellars within two years, and a

deposit of one million dollars-is too small.. My opinion of
security is this: that provided you get the parties who-are
'most likely to deal successfully with the.matter, the less
security you demand the better. Because, just in proportion
as you lock up the resources of the party; the more you
decrease his power to carry en the work successfully.

Mr. BLAKE. . In order to improve the situation,
strike out the clause about the million dollars. =~

. Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Of course, we are: apeaking
within a certain latitade, and I would ask the hen.
gentleman to turn his attentien to- what was' a somewhat
similar work constructed eon this continent—the Union
Pacific Railway—and I would ask him whether the capital
of that company was larger, or whether the security given -
by them for the construction of the road was larger, than is
now obtained with this Company ? He may: examine into
the carrying out of sdme of those great works, and he will .
find that the security that the Government had was confidenee
that the parties engaged in the project would carry them
out to completion. The hon. gentleman will find that, under
this arrangement, we have the best gunarartee that these
works will be pushed rapidly to completion wunder the
contract as now proposed. This contract requires the
parties to complete the road in ten years—thatin July, 1891,
it will be carried to completion—and I may say, Sir, that,
although the leader of the Opposition has forgotten it, he
took the liberty, a year ago, of expressing his opinion, and
to a certain extent, I suppose, his sympathy, with the
deplorable condition in which the members from the Province
of Quebec found themselves. The hon. gentleman said that
*Quebec had spent eleven millions of dellars, which she could
ill afford, for the construction of a provincial railway, prin-
cipally for the purpose of tapping the Pacific trade. Quebec
had stretched omt her arms towards the great west as far as
this city, for the purpose of securing “that trade, and the
Lquestion is how soon thatexpenditure is to be made available.
Her road is paying, as it is; what Quebec expected it should
pay, some fraction of the interest on its construction ;.but.
they also expected that it would bear the great tide of
western traffic into her prineipal cities, and bring prosperity
to her people, but unless some through™~t#mection is made,
these expectations, on the part of Quebec, would not be
realized ; that.if the eastern end was not -eonstracted wuntil
the western end was finished, he hoped they .would all be
alive to enjoy it.” 1 will not say that there was any sarcasm
inithese remarks. 1 will not say that the hon. gentleman
was not shedding tears.of sympathy when he was bemoaning
the unbappy fate 6f Quebec, But where are Quebec, Nova
Scotia, New Brunswick and Prinee Edward - Island;
and where is tho Province of Ontario today? Why, they
stand in a position, to<lay, that a year ago we would have
been laughed atif we had ventured to-prediotit. If we had -
said a year ago that by this session:we would be enabled
to pyovide a centract by which, in 1891, ail the cities-of these
Provinces would. have easy commanieation with the North-.
West Territories of Canada, it would have been considered
impossible of attainment. 'What is of mero vital impertance
to this Province and the cities -of tho east, Quebec, St.
John and Halifax, than that they should have ready socess 1o
the Nerth-West. Thefact is that that great country, with

let s

had discredit brought upon the country in censequence of
the parties which had purchased their bonds, failing to
Sir CraRLES TUPPER.

its millions of fertile acres that yield: abuadant returns ta
the indastry of the agricultarist, must, for years 1o come,
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during the development of those vast territories, depend
upon the ohier Provineés for its manufactares. Therefore,
it'is of vital impoitance to every section of Canada, and to
no portion more than the North-West, that there should be
eagr,' rapid and cheap eommunication established at an
carlyday.. Now, Sir, 1 will draw the attention of the House
for 2 moment to what will be' accomplished. The road is
to be vommenced on the first of July next at Cullendar
Station, near Lake Nipissing, and, under this contract, is to
be proceeded with pari passu, at such an annual rate of pro-
gress as will securo through cornection with the Canadian
‘Pacific Railway by 1891. Now, with regard to the dis-
tance, everybody knows that the” construction of this line
will shorten the distance between all our great cities
srd Winnipeg, the present emporium of the North-
west, somo 0600 miles. But, assuming that we
could go by the Sault Ste. Marie, in the absence of any
line at the morth of Lake Superior, the distance, by the
Sault and Duluth, would be, from Nipissing ‘to Sault Ste,
Matrie, 294 miles, from Sault St. Marie to Duluth 410 miles,
and ‘from Dulutb via Emerson to Winnipeg 464 miles,
making the total distance from Callendar Station to
Winnipeg 1,168 miles. - That was the shortest route which,
twelve months ago, the Government were able to hold ont
any expectation of obtaining.. Now we propose to secure the
construction of a through line, to be commenced on the
first of July next, which will shorten that distance by 111
miles,

Mr. BLAKE: That is 1,057 miles from- Winnipeg to
South East Bay.

Sir CHARLES 'l UPPER : It is 1,006 miles from ‘Nipis-
sing, along Thunder Bay to Winuipeg, if you'take the Lake,
or 1,057 miles by rail; the distance trom Callendar Station
to Linkoping, the station where the line will strike the
Thunder Bay Branch, being 686 miles, and that from
Linkoping to Wineipeg being- 371 miles. So that the
‘House-will see we have the shortest possible line by which
to reach Winni Tt wiil also see that the distance from
Montreal {0 Callendar Station is 3564 miles, while the
distance from Toronto, by the Gravenhurst line, is 226
miles, or 128 miles less than that from Montreal. I may now
advert for a moment to some of the objections which have
been urged against this proposition. -1 am told that the
standard is too low, that the standard of the Union Pacific
Railway, is a very unfavorable standard, and that we ought
to have selected something higher. Well, itis very well,
after having obtained the opportunity of making a
contract; to make severe stipulations; but whenI have
stated to the. House the terms under which these
rontlemen have undertaken to construct this road,
think you will agree with me that they were ontitled to
as favorable consideration as we could give them. I should
like to know what position the Government of Canada
would have been in, who, afler having offered $84,000,000
in 1873, to:the company of which Sir Hugh Allan was the
president, should asi the gentlemen who were undertaking
to do the same work for $78,000,000 to make the terms
more-onerous than those of the previous contract. If any
hon. gentlemen will turn to the® contract with tho company
of which Sir Hugh Allan was presidont, they will find that
it provided that the standard of construction and equip-
ment-of the Canadian Pacific Railway should boe the Union
Pacific Railway, and, therefore, we have gone as far as any
member of this House, or any fair-minded man will say we
onght to go, with reference to the standard. But what is
thisstandard? Why, there are half & dozen leading roads
in the United States to-day of which the standard 18 more
objectionablo in grades and curves than that of the Union
Pacifi¢ Bailway. Therefore, I thiuk there is not much

round for cavil in-that matter. When the Union Pacific
@mywasbnﬂt,ﬁthe Government, who gave & mnch

greater amount of aid to-it than we are giving to this road,
agreed that tho standard of the Baltimore and Ohio Ruail-
way should be put in the contract as the standard of the
Union Pacific, and the Baltimore and Ohio Railway, as
every one knows, is & road that is doing an enormous traffic
and is regarded asa first-class road. The Portland and
Ogdensburg Railway and halfa,dozen other American
lines, have also a standard that cannot compare with
the standard we have selected. I npeed not
detain  the  House, thercfore, by trying to
show that-it would have been utterly unreasonable for the
Government of Canada to exact from these gentlemen, who
were agreeing to construct-this road at so much less terms
than were agreed to in the Allan contract, a higher
standard than we have done. But we have a better
guarantee than conld be inserted in the contract, of the
high standard of the road, and that is that these gentlemen
are not constructing the road for the Government of
Canada to work, but they are constructing it as their own
property, and when it s constructed they have to furnish
the mouns of- maintaining and operating the road, and
every disadvantage of a poor construction would fall upon
them and not upon us. "And, Sir, what would have Lcen
my position in demanding excessive terms in relation to
the standard of the road, when they had in their hands my
own statement—the statement of the Government of
Canada, with all the resources of the country at our back—
that we were compelled to lower the character of the road
in order to construct a cheap linc of railway, and that the
lowest cstimato we could make of the cost of such a work
was $80,00 1,000, or an excess of the whole amount they
were obtaining Loth in money and land, computing the
land at a dollar an acre? 1 think, thereforo, Sir, that T
need not detain the House by dealing with the question of
the standard of the voad. Nor, Sir, will I detain the
House very long u)})lon the other point that has been
raised, and that is the mode upon which the money is
being divided. I have shown the cost of the Pembina
branch at the lowest rate at which we can now put it,
without all those buildings necessary, and which these
ntlemen will have to construct at their own cost.

f hon. gentlemen bhave paid any attention to the deplorable

description that the First Minister gavo us a year ago as to
the difficulties they would have to surmount between Red
River and the foot of Rocky Mountaing, I think they will
come to the conclusion that the amount is not extravagant.
I call the attention of the House to this fact. The Govern-
ment want that road pushed through from Red River to the
foot of the Rocky Mountains as fast as it can be done. I havo
the authority of the leading gentlemen conneeted with the
Syndicate 1o state in public that thoy intend the road to be
complete at the foot of the Rocky Mountains at the end of
three years from the prosent time.’ If it bo thought a gigan-
tic work to build 300 miles of railway by this powerful
Syndicate in a year, I may tell hon. gentlemen, for their infor-
mation, that within the last year a few of these gentlemen
completed between 200 to 300 miles of railway themselves
through a somowhat similar country. And, therefore, it is
pot an extravagant statement for them to make in saying
that they intend to construct the road to the foot cf tho
Roeky Mountains in three years, and to build 300 miles of
this road during the coming season. What does that in-
volve? Tt involves thq expenditure of an enormous amount
of capital at the outset. The very moment this con-
tract is ratified by Parliament, these gentlemen have got
to put their hands in their pockets and not only talke there-
from a $1,000,000 to deposit with us as security, but they
have to put their hands into another pocket the next hour
and take out another million to equip the road that isin
o}I‘)eration, and that will be in opefation within the course of
the year. After reading the lachrymose statements of the
bon. leader of the late Government about these lands and
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the difficulty of getting them sold, it is not unreasonable to
suppose that, with all their energy and industry, it will take
two or three years before they can make these lands to any
large extent serviceable by a return of money from their
sale. These gentlemen have, therefore, at the outset,
to lay out an enormous sum of money for equipment,
in providing the plant necessary to run that work
during the coming three years, and they have, in the
next place, to wait for a considerable period before
they-can receive any return for lands. At the end of the
three years all that plant will, of course, be applicable to the.
other sections. I believe, therefore, the more it is examined
the more it will be found that in the division of money no
injustico has been done, and those who place confidence,;
not in us, but in the statement of the leader of the
late Government, have only to take ~his own
statements which I have read to-night, and that
was his estimate of $20,600 per mile for the portion
to be constructed west of Red River, to perceive the advan-
tage of the present proposed arrangement. There is
another million they have to put their bands into their
pockets to pay us, and that is for tho work we have con-
structed west of Red River and the material we have on
hand applicable for the purposcs of construction. Under
these circumstances, the hon. gentlemen’s minds will be
relieved o know that we have made the very best division
of the money. If the enterprise is to prove anything but
a failure there is a great expenciture of money to be made
at the very outset in bringing people to this country. I

regard this proposal to securo the construction of the|

Canadian Pacific Railway by the agency of the Company
as of most vital importance from the point of view that,
instead of having to struggle with railway companies in
competition for immigrants, we will have a gigantic rail-
way compapy with all its ramifications in the United
States, France, Gormany, and the British Islands, co-oper-
ating with the Government of Canada. But all that
will involve a present outlay of a very large sum of
money by theso gentlemen. The only hope they can
have of having any means of sustaining the  railway,
if it is constructed, is by getting a population as
rapidly as possible’ into the fertile valleys of the North-
West, and thus furnish . the- traffic which alone can
support the operation of this railway. I am told that|
another very objectionable feature is the exemption of the
lands from taxation. I have no hesitation in saying I would
have been glad if that was not in the contract. If it were
only to meet the strong prejudice that exists in this country
on that guestion, I ehould have been glad if it were not in
the contract; but there were two things we had to consider.
" One was to make the best bargain we could for Canada, and
the other was not to impose teyrms that, without being of
any niaterial advantage to the country, would be likely to
lead to disaster in the money markets of the. world when
the prospectus was placed on those markets. Every one will
understand that the position in respect to the taxation isnot
changed in the slightest degree from that in which we
were constructing this road as a Government work; when
my hon. friend was constructing it by direct Government
agency, no taxation could hav:%een gvied on these lands
until they were utilized, until fhey were occupied.
No province, municipality or corporation of any
kind = existing, or that ocould b6 oreated hereafte
could impose the slightest tax on those lands. until
they were sold or occupied, and when they are sold or occu-
pied now, that moment they are liable to taxation. I will
not stop to discuss the quesfion of the road itself being
exempt from taxation becanse hon. gentlemen have only
to turn to the laws of the United States, and in reference To
- the construction of those great lines of railway anywhere, to

?

the road itself, the stations, everything embraced in the term.
-railway, was exe%p&:&om taxation. One of the judges of
the courts of the United States -declared that as these great
lines of road were national works, were public -easemends,
that 28 they were for the benefit and ﬁgmmem& the

whele country, they should not be subjeci "to afnﬁ xation,
State or mumcipal. We have, therefors, only followed the
practice that has prevailed in the United States and that
‘which honorable gentlemen opposite will feel was incambent:
upon us, What was our position? We were asking, these,
gentlemen to come forward and take a position frem which
we shrank. I don't hesitate to say that great and im-
portant as the enterprise was, the Government felt it was

one of enormous magnitude and trémbled almost when
they regarded the great eost of epnstruction and the cost of
maintenance. and operation of the road when ~MMGm
And I ask when we were. shifting from ur shoulders to

shoulders of a private . company all the résg;xggibilifty, I ask
this House in candour to tell me whether they do not think
that, as far as we could we ought to have put these gentle-
men in as favorable a position for the construction .of: the
road as we occupied ourselves. That is all we have done;
and as I have said before, the moment the lands are mtilised
they become liable to taxation. I have been told that the
lands of the Canada Company being free from taxation it
was found that they were attended with a good deal that
was objectionable.

Mr. MACKENZIE. They were not free from taxation.

Mr. BLAKE. They were only ordinary-large lifid-
holders. ‘ ' .

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Oh, it was owned in large
'blocks. Then the case is not half as bad.
Mr. BLAKE. No; this is much worsé. '
8ir CHARLES TUPPER. I suppose it was, because they -
were free from taxation. Well, we have taken care they
shall not own, then,in blocks. 'We have met the difficulty
and covered it. But, as I said before, these gentlemen
must sell their lands. It is impossible to sustain
the road without bringing a )ioynlation into the country
as  rapidly as possible, - It is said this is &
gigantic monopoly.  You mnot only free the lands
from taxation until occupied but you create 2 monopoly. .If
we have one strong point in our case, it is this, that under
the terms of the Allan contract of 1873, 54,000,000 acres of .
land were locked up, if you call it locked up, by being placed .
in the hands of a.company, Under this contract 25,600,000
acres of land only are to be reserved. Under the Allan contract
 of 1873, and the terms of the Canadian Pacific Railway Act
of 1874,.those parties were entitled to have their land in large
blocks of 20 miles square, and under .this contract the
Government have possession ef every slternate mile over
the whole section and along .the whole line of railroad,
Can there be any monopely.? Why, under the terms of -the
the Allan contract the Government wag bound, as the
Government of the United -States was bound .in relation to
the Northern Pacific Railway, to abstsin from selling -an
acre under $2,50. ‘Under thiscontract, however, we are free
to give away every acre that remains in our possessien .
should the public interest warrant it. . Nop policy did ihe
syndicate press more  strongly upon  us .then that .of
settling the land :as fast .as. we could.. They say . we
 should be only too élnd,-to plant a free settler upon every aere .
belonging to the Government. We held, on:the.monognly .

int, that instead of 54,000,000 . acres being locked .up iu-
locks of 20 miles on eaph gide .of the Toad, . instesd

of our being bound to .sell st no less than $2.50 .en .

acre, we can open up to free scttlement the 29,000
actes the Government retains fo ulilize.in the inlenest of -

find that the policy of the Government of the United States
has always been that those lines of railway, the road-way;
Sir CrarLxs TuPPER,

the country, over aund showe the. , given. ihe:
PR T

cate, or can sell at pri
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torms of 1874, What about the lerms of a year ago? Read|

the resolution Parliament passed here for the appropriation
of ieQ,ooQ:t)m acres and yor will see how absoin]*;ﬂfl’nﬂia-

fdég;osat\of the Govaernment, for use

ment placed them at the di ; ; ;
?;&‘an e - possible tosscure the constraction of tho Canadian
?uig: .E,s;lifv,t.y-i _Instead of baving banded over 1o &
monopoly,ss itinay be called,those 100,000,000 acres, we held
tﬂ,)aom ‘acres in ‘our own hands to be used for promoting
the intepest of Canada by froe settlement and by sales, to
* ¥otarn to us the money required to be paid undor the con-
trict, to the Syndicate $25,000,000. As I said before, the
guostion of freedom from taxation of the lands is not new.
?ix 1870 an Act was passed in the United States for the re-
ligfof the International Railroad Company, now consolidated
uader the name of the Intermational and Great Northern
Railroad Company, which provides, similarly to what has
boen enacted as régarde other railroad companies in various
atates of the Unidyy, Lthat the lands of the company shall be
free from taxation. The United States Government has
siven great land gramts to railways under whatis called the
%ead grant system, and in one case a company was authorized
to select any part of the public lands of Texas, that mag-
nificent country that has excited the admiration of bon.
gentlemen opposite, the most beautiful and fertile aroas,
without any hindrance or any responsibility whatever. The
company received ‘20 sections ef 640 acres each of the
. unappr()ptjiatea lands of the Stato for each mile of railroad
which bas been or may hereafter be constracted pursuant to
the Act of 1870. The said company, its successors and
assigns to have the right to locate the. said landa as head
righta certificates, without the necessity of alternating the
sections; the said lands and certificates to be released fiom
all county, state, municipal and other taxes for a period of
twenty-five years.” The momeont our lands, bowover, are
sold they become liable to taxation, Under that United
States law they remain froe for twenty-five years after
coming into the hands of private purchasers. There is
nothing of the kind here. The moment our lands are util-
ized or sold, and the company cannot afford to keep them
from settlement, which will add more to the value of there-
mainder than is possible in any other way, they fall under
taxation. Tholocation of the railway, it appears, is objected
to. Bui, aandor the terms of this contract, the location
is to be submitted for the approval of the Governer in
Council. I do not hesitate to say, that this Company will
be much better able to locate the road than the Governmbnt.
They bave a more vital, personal, direct interest in putting
it through, and best know how to make it shortest,
consistept with its best location. Government cannot
ivo the matter that personal, direct attention within the
%ody of gentlemen as familiar with sach -werlts as are the
members of the Syndicate. In my judgment, therefore,
it is not neeessary there shiuid be the restriction
this Act provides, that is, that the Governor in Council
shonld have the right of decision; because, I believe, their
own interest will compel them to make the best possible
locatian. But, Wehx%ve provided that, by maintaining a
general control of the Govermor in Council over the
work, that not one mile of the road shall be lecated
without their consent. I am told that great objection is
wade to the power of the Company, to build branch lines.
Is the Houmse aware that, in the Dnited States, all the
powers given this Syndicate, which comes forwaud to take
the place of the Governmont and relieve it of xl;:f)onsxblhny,
in regard to this work, are enjoyed by everybody or cvery
company building a railroad. All that such ng
require to do, is to organize a company, ander the general
law, register themselves, and go and bmld's railroad where-
over they like, with such privileges in their favour.
Mr. MACKENZIE, Dothesamethinginyonr North-West.

ho has anticipated me, because I intended giving him credit
for tho liberal spirit with which he dealt with tho branch
lines—I mean by the bill submitted, containing the policy
of the late Governmont, upon which, of course, the
Opposition will not go back. In the State of Minnesota—and
everywhero clee across the line—branch lines can be built
by any persons wherever they desire. We have merely
given to this Company a power, any and every porson can
enjoy in the United States. The hon. member for Lambton
is the last source from which I should have expected
opposition to this policy.
Mr. MACKENZIE. What pelicy ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The policy of allowing the
Syndicate the privilego of constructing branch lines in
connection with the road,

Mr. MACKENZIE. You prohibit everybody else.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There is no such prohibition.
This remark is only an evidence of the digcnlty, the
dilemma in which houn. gentlemen opposite find themselves
in. Because they can find no legitimate objections to this
policy, they must manufaeturé them. There is no such
provision in the bill—not a line giving a monopoly to those
gentlemen, and this Parliament has power to-day and will
have power-uext year, after they have ratified this policy,
to empower any persons whatever to construct lines 1n any
part of the North-West. What did the bill submitted b
the Minister of the Interior for the late Government provide
with regard to the construetion of railrosds in the North-
west—a bill which embodied the wisdom of the Government
of which he was a member? It first provides that any
person muy construct a railway in the North-West
wherever they choose. They may organize under provisions
similar to those under which partiesin the United States
may construct branch lines. It went further. We have not
iven these goentlemen a dollar with which to construet
%ranchee. e propose to give them the right of way for
branch lines free, and shall be only too glad to do so if they
run branches from one end of the country to the other. We
felt it was in the interest of the country to give them every
facility possible for the strengthening of the trunk line
and the opening of such volumes of traffic over it as are
indispensable to the prosperity of the country, and as must
increase the value of our lands beyond any other influence,
Not one dollar can they nd in the construction of
branches that will not pour large sums into the treasury of
Canada. by increasing the value of its lands in their neigh-
borhood. But the bill of the late Government did not leave
the cost of their construction on the company. The Gov.
ernment generously came to their aid. %verybnd counld
go on and build branches and come with his little bill to the
Government for payment. What does the Act say ?

‘“The Governor in Councii may reserve every alternate section of
un%rayted lands to the extent of 10 sectious per mile, 5 on each side,
exclugive of the sections which, under the Dominion Lands Act, may have
been reserved as school sections or-allotted to the Hudson
for the purpases of this Act.”’ )

That was a8 bonus to these gentlemen for construction of this
branch line.

“Qr, should the Governor in Cowncil deem it expedient, jnstesd of
conveying lands to the Company, the Company may be paid the moneys
received from the sales of lands on the line of and within six miles of such
railway, from time to time, until the com any shall have received a sum
not exceeding ten thousand dollars perkmx}l]e.’

Giving .a claim to every man who built a mile of it, to
come to the treasury of Canada, and demand $10,600, and
yet, with this strong declaration, uttered on the floor of the
Hoase and placed on the public records of the country,
they venture to challenge the soundness of the judgment
of the Gdveroment of Canada fo permit parties, without
one dollar’s aid or one acre of land to construct branch lines

Bay Company,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman will see,
thht,u%o the last objection that can be made to car policy,

for the opening up and development of the North-West.
Well, 8ir,1t is eaid that & great enormity has been committed
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by the prohibition\ to construct lines runmning in any
other direction than a certain one, south-west and west by
south-west.  Well, Sir, I am a little surprised to hear any

such objection, and I shall listen with great interest to the;

hon. gentlemen on the other side-of the House if they have
any objection of that kind to make. A year ago, Sir,a
company with perhaps as strong claims to consideration as

" it would be possible for any company to have on the Parlia-
ment of Canada, came to us for permiséion to construct a
railway. They asked for no-money, they asked no aid; they
only asked for permission to construct a railway of a certain
kind, why did we refuse it ?  Why,Sir,' we were very sorry
to refuse it, but, the Gevernment having taken' theé subject
into careful consideration, decided that, inasmuch as Canada
was dealing with the construction of the great Canadian

- Pacific Railway,and inasmuch as the only hope of maintaining
this road, and of operating it after it was built, was to retain
the traffic of the Canadian North-West on the trunk line, we
came to the conclusion that it was not in the interests of the
country, however greatly any section might demand or need
it, to construct a line which would carry traffic of the North-
West out of our country and leave our trunk line, the
Canadian Pacific, which had cost the country such a great
sum of money, denuded of the traffic necessary to sustain it
Well, sir, that policy was announced and deliberately
adopted by the Government, and it was my duty, as
the Minister-of Railways, to submitit to the small Parliament
upstairs, the Railway Committee. That Coammittee, Sir,
embraces a great body of gentlemen on both sides of the
House, who are prepared to give great consideration and
bring their judgment to bear in relation to the questions. I
think that it contains 100 members.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Ninety-five.

. Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The number is 45, I say that
is a small parliament, and when I submitted the deliborate
judgment of the Government on this point, to refuse, so far
as we were able, to allow that charter to pass, the policy -of
the Government was adopted by that Committeo without a
single dissentient voice.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I dissented for one. :

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman says
ho dissented, then he was greatly misunderstood. I heard
no dissent, but more than that, a deputation who came
down from Emereon to seek assistance, told me, a short
time ago, that they had an interview with the hon. gentleman,

and that they could not get any meore satisfaction from him |

than they could obtain from the Government,
Mr. MACKENZIE. I have no power to give -assistance.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Then, Sir, all that I can say
is,that the hon. gentloman failed in the discharge of the duty
of his high position, as one of the leading members of" this
Parliament, if he, on an occasion when the Government
policy on & great national question was sabmitted before
the Railway Committee, retains his opinion to himself;
and does not give that Committee the beunefit of his judg-
ment and experiencer |

Mr. MACKENZIE. I firmly expressed my dissent.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 8ir, the hon, gentleman does
not geneially dissent in sach a - mild way as to
prevent me from remembering it; and all I can
say is, that if he dissented ho did it so gently that ic
had passed entirely from my recollection, and I hold that
this Government, in devolving the duty of constracting the
Canadian Pacific Railway on the shounlders of the Syndicato,
could not reasouably say, the rights which the Government
of Canada maintained and publ«cly declared they had main-
tained in the interests of Canada, and in protection of the
traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway, they shall be with-
held from you, and now that the possibility of maintaining

Sir CEARLES TUPPER.

-had said to the late Minister of Finance's year &,

that traffic is placed 1ippn your shoalders.we'do hot case
where the traffic goes, Iasay that tho interest which we
have Lo-day, as Canadians, in that railway in their possession
is the some national interes{, to_bring évery pound 'of the
traffic of the North-West which we can bring dowa through

of Caa Wh to-the sea board in”our own
country,—as I trust in no disiant day will 6.

the heart of Canada, and down to-the soh board i own
3 bethe case. Well,

Sir, the hon. member bronght up the guestion of rates, the

other day, in the speech which he delivered fo the Honse on

the Address. T could then guitc undersiand _ that

the hon. gentleman-was about to place our anchor to

windward, and when the hon. gentleman dragged in the

question of rates on railways into the’ discussion the other

day, I quite understood that there was a deliberate design

in it - to forestall the public mind in. relation to, this matter.

Every person knows the great complaints thathave been

made owing to the disproportionate rates which have been

adopted on railways in the United Statées running through

the praries.. But, Sir, what is our position with relation .
to the matter. Why, Sir, we have taken power by this

contract, which, under the Consolidated Railway Act on the

Statute book, we do not possess. So far from having yielded

anything with relation to rates, the Governor ir (ouncil

retains power to levy those rates. Not a rate can be collected,

not a cent can be collected by that Company for anything on
their road, until the Government which is responsible to this

House, whoever they may be, have given their sanction to

what they believe to be just, and in the interests of the
country. And, Sir, having retained the power, what more

did we do? Why, Sir, we ascertained that, according tothe

law, Parliament itself had not the power, after the rate was

fixed, to reduce it, unlessit could be shewn that the Company

were getting fifteen per cent. on their capital. We, in this

contract, have changed that, and have deprived the Company

of the power, which, under the Consolidated Railway Act,
they and every other railway in the country enjwyed, and

stipulated a lower rate of profit as the point at which they

may be asked to Iower their rates. I think, under these cir-
cumstances, that the hon. gentleman’s long discussion-on ai
question that was certainly not before the House was hardly

called for. : ‘

 Mr. ANGLIN. Is the profit to be taken upon the
capital of the Company or upon the whole money ex-
pended upon the construction of the road, because there is a
great difference ? \ x
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman will be
reatly relieved to find that it is not so bad as he had hoped.
It is upon the capital they have expended themselves. ,
Mr. ANGLIN. Under the terms of the contract, for
there is a doubt. about it.? = R :
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is a question of law, upon
which T will defer to the hon. gentleman, .He hagthe contract
before him, and whatever want of confidence I may have ‘in

‘his political sentiments, I have great 'confidénce in his
Jegal ability. I will not require to say anmything more

about that. I am ‘told ‘that ‘some gentlémen ‘are

 afraid that difficulty will - be caused by the' clanse of ‘the

contract which requires the Government to hold’in ceftain

contingencies, ‘which may or may not arise, ‘tyénty-five

millions of dollars at Your per cent. interest. 688
that'we

expected in twelve months to-be ina .cor ﬂiﬁor%%g ‘which,
instead of paying five i -TOW,

> “per cent., ‘a8 Wwe are paying i
we should be able to sell bonds at four per cent. interest
without any -commission. . Suppose we had  vemtured
to tell hon. gentlemen that we expect, in- twelvé mionths,
to_be in tﬁeq ‘(;‘ogaadi‘tipn‘ gedbei;:-g "‘Ka‘l‘:;e vt; . obtdin \;ig&fhe
money that Canada requited for. its development, and to_
redeom the bonds  issied at five und ‘s&‘mf'wmwu »
they became due at four per cent, ‘withvut & farthing betng
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paid for commission, they would have laughed at us. But
it is a fact staring them in the face, and when we entered
into the contract we found that we occupied a position
that was likely to furnish us with all the money
we wanted. The able Finance  Minister, my
hon. colleague, told wus that he could handle
that twenty-five miHions of money in such a way as to be
eminently advantageous to the interests of Canada, if he is
called upon to hold it, and it was only after learning that
that we agreed to take it upon these terms. I think there-
fore I need hardly detain the House upon that subject.
With reference to the telegraph I am told that there is an
objection on that point, but surely no person would have
expected the Government of Canada to make a contract with
a company who were bound to-construct in ten years a road
from the Red River to Kamloops, and a road from Nipissing
to Burrard Inlet, and operate some 3,000 miles of road, without
the power toerectand operate a telegraph. Such a thing
would, I think, be unheard of, and when I tell the House that
instead of having a monopoly the Government of Canada, at
this moment, retains the Canadian Pacific Telegraph in their
own hands, and that these parties have not acquired a
dollar’s worth of rights in the telegraph which has been
contracted for, at a sum a little in excess of one million of
dollars; when I tell the House that we retain the ownership
of our own line of telegraph, it will see that unless terms are
made for the transaction of general business, and for taking
over our lines upon terms iu the interest of Canada, we are
in a position to carry out and complete our own line and make
it a very sharp competition indeed. Now, Sir, I am glad to
say that I am able to bring my remarks to a conclusion, but
before doing so, I will ask the House to indulge me for a
moment whilst I read an extract from the Winnipeg corres-
pondence of the Toronto G'lobe of November 25th :

‘* So much has been said and written about the size and fertility of the
North-West that it is scarcely necessary to repeat any of it here. Prof.
Macoun’s recent explorations fully demonstrate the fact that there are
about 250,000,000 of acres embraced within Manitoba and the North-West
Territories. A mere fraction of this is as yet settled, so that there are
still homes in the North-West for millions of people. For two hundred
miles west most of the good land has been taken up, but beyond that
point thereisany quantity of the richestland, much of it not even surveyed.
The quality of the soil throughout these territories is almost uniformly

ood. In many places it is unsurpassed. TIn the Red River Valley, near

Vinnipeg, farms have been cropped for fifty years without the aid of
manure. Further west the soil is somewhat lighter, but in the opinion of
.Inany, better adapted for genera! farming purposes. There is a consider-
~“Y#fle quantity of waste land, if we take it in the aggregate, but compara-

y the percentage is not large, and much of what is now waste land
will be reclaimed by drainage before the country is a generation older.”
Now, Sir, I draw attention to that for the purpose of
showing the hon, gentlemen opposite how small a portion
of these fertile lands in ihe great North-West is absorbed by
the twenty-five millions of acres which under this contract
we give to the Syndicate. Idraw the attention of gentlemen
opposite to this, because it was one of the subjects of
discussion a year ago. I ventured to state from the best
authority, for we had expended a large amount of money
for surveys, &c., and a number of able men had irvestigated
this subject of the lands of the North-West, that 150 millions
of acres of good land lay between the west of Manitoba
and the Rocky Mountains, betwecen the 49th and 57th
parallels of the north latitude, and hon. members opposite
doubted it. Now we find that Professor Macoun, who is
one of the most able explorers and one of the best qualified
men to form a judgment upon the matter, and who has
spent the last season in going over the country, found that
that great Missouri section of barren cofintry which was
supposed to extend into Canada in the North-West, wag in
a great measure valuable and fertile land. He found that
the idea that it was a desert was an entire delusion and
that instead of that a great portion of these lands, thirty
millions of acres, which were supposed to be unfit for settle-
menf are largely fit for settlement, and they are included in
contract in the lands ¢ fairly fit for settlement.” Under

- 10

these circumstances the House will sce that this land has
been very much under-estimated. Before I conclude, there
is another point that I want to refer to. It is charged
agsinst the Government and it is the last charge in the
world that 1 hope any person wlll ever be able to sustain
against them—it is a charge of not being true to the
National Policy. If the Government of Canada, with the
evidence of the past two years before them, were to be
faithless to the National Policy, they would deserve to be
driven from power by the execration of every true-hearted
Canadian. I say this is about the last cbarge that should
have been made, but L am told that they have given under
the contract rights and privileges which are fatal to the
National Policy. There is nothing in,the law, nothing in
the statute book that enables one cent of dnty to be col-
lected for anything that has been used for the purpose of
constructing the Canadian Pacific Railway. Not one cont.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Did the contractors pay the duty ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Certainly, but they were
building the railway for us, and they were paid an amount
that it was estimated would pay them for the work they
performed, and give them a profit. But every locomotive,
every car for the railway that we imported for ourselves, as
we have done, could not by any law that is on the statute
book be charged with duty. So that there is no ground of
complaint upon that point. But, Sir, that is not the contract.
The contract provides only for the admission free of duty of
all steel rails, fish-plates and other fastenings, spikes, bolts,
wire, timber and all materials for bridges to be used in the
original construction of the railway and for a telegraph line
in connection therewith. Now, 8ir, what is the duty collected
on now ? Steel rails are free under the law.

Mr. MACKENZIE. For how long ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.. So long as the steel rails are
not manufactured in this country, for the purpose of supply-
ing our own country. The Government felt that the
construction of railways was so vitally important to the
development of Canada, that they made an exception of steel
rails, saying that while steel rails were not manufactured in
this country they should be admitted free. Therefore, this
limits it to the bolts, nuts, wire, timber and material tor
bridges. Well, Sir, we carefully considered that by admit-
ting iron for bridges free of duty, we would probably have
the bridges constructed of iron instead of wood. But is there
a member of this House who fails to see that if we had not
made such a provision, we only had to import these articles
to make them free ? [ may say that under this contract the
position of theindustries of Canada and of the National Policy
is better than before. The Government intended in this
matter, as in everything else, to be true to thatgreat National
Policy which lifted Canada out of the condition of depression
in which our country was, and placed it in as prosperous a con-
dition as any country occu}tl))ied, that policy which has increased
the credit of our country by changing deficits into handsome
surpluses, that policy which has vitalized the industries of
Canada, set money in circulation, commercial enterprises in
operation and created industries from one end of Canada to
the other, to an extent that the most sanguine advocate of
the National Policy did not venture to anticipate. We would
be faithless to the country and to the position we oceupy, if
we did not, in everything to which we put our hands, main-
tain this policy in its integrity that Canada may continue to
pro-per and flourish asat present. Inregard tothat question
I may say that the Minister of Finance will be prepared to
submit a measure to deal with this very point, by which
the construction of everything that can be constructed in
Canada for the purposes of the Canada Pacific Railway will
be provided for in our own couniry. Now, Sir, I am glad
that I shall not be compelled to trespass farther upon the
attention of the House. When I rose I expressed the pride

and pleasure it gave me as & member of the Government of
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Canada to be able, in the year 1880, to propound to
Parliament a measure for its adoption which will secure in
ten years the construction of the Pacific Railway, upon
terms more favorable than the most enthusiastic friend of
the railway had ventured to hope this Parliament would
have the opportunity of putting its seal of ratification to.
I have read at some length the able and eloquent statements
of hon. gentlemen opposite to show that no men are more
bound, as honorable and patriotic statesmen, to give this
measure their hearty support than those gentlemen them-
selves. I am glad to know that if ever there were a mea-
sure presenled for the comsideration of this House, worthy
and likely to receive its hearty adoption, it is the measure
I have the honor of submitting for its consideration. I have
the satisfaction of knowing that throughout this intelligent
country every man breathed more freely when he learned
that the great, enormous, undertaking of constructing and
operating the railway was to be lifted from the shoulders of
the Government, and the liability the country were going
to incur was to be brought within, not over the limit which
in its present financial condition it is prepared to
meet; within such limits that the proceeds firom the sale
of the land to be granted by Parliament for the construc-
tion of the line, would wipe out all liabilities at no distant
day. But this is the slightest consideration in reference to
this question. It isafact that under the proposals now sub-
mitted for the Parliament to consider, this country is going
to secure the construction and operation of the gigantic
work which is to give new life and vitality to every section
of this Dominion. No greater responsibility rests upon
any body of men in this Dominion, than rests upon the
Government of Canada, placed as it is in a position to deal
with the enormous work of the development of such a coun-
iry as Providence has given us; and I say we should be
traitors to ourselves and to our children if we should hesitate
to secure on terms such as we have the pleasure of submit-
ting to Parliament the construction of this work, which is
going to develope all the enormous resources of the North-
West, and to pour into that country a tide of population
which will be a tower of strength to every part of Canada,
a tide of industrious and intelligeni men who will not only
produce national as well as individual wealth in that section
of the Dominion, but will create such a demand for
the supplies which must come from the older provinces,
as will give new life and vitality to every industry in
which those Provinces are engsged. Under these cir-
cumstances, we had a right toexpect that support, which,
in justice to themselves and their position as statesmen,
bon. gentlemen opposite should give uz. I say, Sir, that
looking at this matter from a party point of view—the
lowest point of view—I feel that these gentlemen, by fol-
lowing the course they propose, are promoting the interests
of the party now in power, just as they promoted our
interests when they placed themselves in antagonism to
the National Policy, which the great mass of the people

desired. But I say I am disappointed at their
course. I regret it, notwithstanding that it
conduces to the interests of our own party.

On past occasions I made the most earnest appeal in my
power to those gentlemen to sink on one great national
question partizan feelings and to enable both sides of this
House and both parties of this country to unite in a great
measure that did not require to be dragged down into the
arena of party, and which would be promoted, and largely
promoted by a combination of both of the great parties in
this country. The honorable gentlemen refused to respond
1o that appeal and, therefure, I will not waste time on the
present occasion by pointing out to them how desirable it is
now, but I did hope when we abandoned this railway as a
Government work, and when it became a commercial under-
taking it would be otherwise; and one of the reasons—one of
the great necessities for changing our base —one of the great
Sir CrnarLes Turrer.

necessities to place this work on a commercial footing at the

earliest opportunity—was that we became aware
from the events of the last two sessions that
while we dealt with it as a Government rail-

way it was to be dragged down from its high position te
the arena of partizan politics. In order to obstruct the Go-
vernment, in order to prevent our carrying out the policy
as we were carrying it out, these gentlemen were driven to
assume the unpatriotic attitude of decrying the
credit and capabilities of our country and damaging
the prospects of this great work. I am glad that
we have triumphed over such oppositign, and that
despite that obstruction we have surmounted the great
difficulty—that despite all the obstruction they could throw
in our way, the time has come when enlightened capitalists
best acquainted with the ressources of Canada are prepared
to throw themselves into the consiruction of this great
railway. I say, I was in hope, now that we have abandoned
it as a Government work and it is placed ona commercial
foundation, that those gentlemen could, without loss of
party prestige, unite with us on this great question and
on giving to this Syndicate who are charged with this
important and onerous undertaking, that fair, handsome
and generous support that men engaged in a great national
work in any country are entitled to reecive at the hands,
not only of the Government of the country, but of every
patriotic member of Parliament. Sir, I say I have been
disappointed, but I hope upon future reflection, at no dis-
tant day, when the results of this moasure which we are
now submitting for the approval of Parliament and which
I trust and confidently expect will obtain the sanction of
this House, will be such as to compel these gentlemen, openly
and candidly to admit that in taking the course which
wo have followed we have dome what is calculated to
promote the best interests of the country and that it has been
attended with a success exceeding our most sanguine expec-
tations. I can only say, in conclusion, after some five-and-
tweunty years of public life I shall feel it the greatest source
of pleasure that the quarter of a century has afforded me, as
I am satisfied that my right hon. friend beside me will
foel that it crowns the success of his public life, that while
Premier of this country his Government were able to carry
through Parliament a measure of such inestimable value to
the progress of Canada ; so I can feel, if I have no other
bequest to leave to my children after me, the proude@:
legacy I would desire to leave was the record that I Wi
able 1o take an active part in the promotion of this great
measure by which, I believe, Canada will receive an
impetus that will make it a great and powerful country at
no distant date. -

Mr. MACDOUGALL. Ido notrise, Mr. Chairman, for the
purpose of following the hon. Minister of Railways either in
the way of approval or dissent; but, Sir, I cannot affect to be
ignorant of the fact that the allusion which the hon.
gentleman made in the course of his speech to some one
who had occupigd the editorial chair of the Citizen for a day,
pointed to me. I have heard some observations of that
kind in the lobbies and elsewhere, and from the manner in
which the hon. gentleman turned his face, with some
fierceness of aspect, in this direction, I assume he meant me.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman will
perhaps allow me to interrupt him in saying that if I turned
my face in that direction, it was with no such intent, and
that I had no intention of making a personal application of
my remarks to him, as 1 had not the slightest idea that the
hon. gentleman had anything to do with that article.

Mr. MACDOUGALL. I am glad to hear the hon.
gentleman's explanation, but, as I have already remarked,
hearing as we do in the lobbies and elsewhere that the
article was attributed to me, I thought in justice to the
proprietor of that newspaper, that I should here state that
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1 did not write a line—indeed have never writfen a line for
that paper, that I am aware of ; that I was not cognizant
he was, going to take the course which he did take,
and which, in my gjpinion, was a very manly one
in a newspaper regarded as a party organ. If, in the
interest of the country, he thought it right to give the
warning he did to his political leaders, it was a manly
course to take, but whatever the motives of the proprietor of
the Citizen may havé been, I had nothing to do with inspir-
ing that article or the criticisms which appeared in its
columns-on the contract. 1f they were disingenuous, I did
not; discover that feature in the comments thut I saw. It
is not unknown to members of Parliament that I do not find
myself able to concur in the propositions of the Government
with respect to the Pacific Railway. I shall take an oppor-
tanity before this debate closes of stating my grounds for
that position, and of making such observations as I shall feel
it my duty, as an independent member of Parliament, to
mako. At present there are members on both sides of the
House to whom, in the courtesy of parliamentary practice,
it would be proper for me to give place.

Mr. BLAKE. At this late hour of the evening it ia quite
impossible that I should hope to conclude the remarks
which I propose to make in answer to tho speech we have
been eptertained with for some heurs, and it is one of the
advantages (I do not think altogother counterbalancing the
disadvantages) but still one of the advantages of the form
of procedure we are now engaged in, that you ono proceed a
certain distance and can again renew your attention, Sir,

to the subject. I shall proceed to such an hour this evening

as hon, gentlemoen opposite think fit {o have an adjournment,
and shall not complete the remarks which I wish to make
this evening. The hon. Minister of Railways spent two hours
and a half of his speech in a discussion in which I do not
intend to spend ten minutes. The course of that part of
his specch, I venture to observe, was not unfamiliar to us.
In fact I heard one ef his supporters subsequently say that
he always did like that speech of the hon. gentleman, and
from his point of view I have no doubt he did. Thore is,
however, one advantage which the hon. gentleman has as
Minister of Railways. If thereisa certain degree of sameness,
in the general line of his speeches on the Pacific Railway,
there is always a pleasing variety in the estimates he brings
forward from session to session.
fail him in his oratory, he is capable of surprising us by
the most extraordinary and alarming performances, whether
they be of fancy orof fiction, in the way of estimates for that
work. He has not been unequal to himself on this occasion.
The hon. gentleman made some variety, as it was
proper he should do, in tho dressing up of the old dish.
He began, ué)on the last occasion, with an appeal that we
should not drag down this debate to the low level of a
party discussion, and he ended with that appeal upon this
occasion. He reminded us at the close of his speech, this
time, of what he commenced it with last time. Sir, I say
again that I know nothing in the institution of party which
should disentitle any party from taking such a line upon any
public question as they conceive the public interest-requires;
and I say that the moment I am satisfied that the hon,
gentleman’s notions of what makes a party question, and of
the degradation to which a question is submitted by its
becoming a party question, are true, I shall abandon the
“doctrine of party altogether. If [ did not believe, as 1 do
in my heart and conscience believe, that the proposal of the
Administration, brought down to-day, is not merely fraught
with great danger but certain to prove disastrous
to the fature of this country, which it is
principally designed to serve, as they say, I should be glad
to give it my support, and it is because I entertain the
conviction that the measure is not merely dangerous, but
ruinous, that 1 op it at the very outset. The hon,
gentleman has said, for his leader and himself, that thisis to

Whatever flights of fancy

be the crowning glory of their lives. For his leader it is fo
be the crown placed on the pedestal—though I did not know
that it was usual for pedestals to have crowns, The hon. gentle-
man of whom he spoke,and to whom he attributed this peculiar
position of this messure amongst his laurels, has described
in still more eloquent and high-flowing terms, his.views on
the subject.. It seems his interest in the Canada Pacific
Railway and his joy and congratulation at the results he
achieved in England are by him not expected to end with
his earthly career, but that above and beyond, and from, as
he modestly said, he hoped a better sphere, among the joys of
that life and the avocations and contemplations which will
generally  engross his attention in that bettor
world, he hoped to be pormitted to look down wupon
his friends the young men of the Club Cartier, traveliing
from Montreal to the Pacific at the rate of twenty-five miles
an hour. 8ir, I have read and heard a good many desorip-
tions of the world tocome. The Indian’s notion of the here-
after and the Mabomeddan's paradiseare familiar to us, bust it
i certainly a new description of one of the joys of the time -
to come, that an inhabitant of that celestial sphere should
be able to look down and see some young fellows travelling
on a railway. The hon. Minister himself, speaking of
his own share in this great work, hoped he would be ablo
to leave it as a legacy to bis children. I hope he will; and
that it will be a substantial legacy—one that will enable
them, in all time to come, to look back with complacency
on this great work of the hon. gentleman’s life. But,
while these hon. gentlemen are overjoying themselves
upon what they have accomplished in bringing down
this plan, they seem to me to be rather dispose?i—-judging
by the time and the efforts which they have devoted to
proving that it does not lie in our mouths to complain, what-
ever might be the objections to the plan—to doubt whether
it be not obnoxious to criticism if only fit critics can be
found. They seem inclined to think that something should
be said against it, but itds not for us to cast a stone. Well,
upon the last occasion on which this quostion was discussed,
T entered upon a history as brief as I could make it, of what
I believed was tho parliamentary history of the view which
had been taken with reference to this undertaking in its
financial aspect, in which it has always appeared to me of
most importance. I contended that there had been a con-
tinuous line decision on the part of Parliament, doparted from
by no Government and no Parliament, thit the work should
not unduly press on the taxation of the people, but be
proceeded with in a2 manner which should not increase tho
existing rate of taxation. That is the koystone of
the position so far, That is the view which we have
always taken and always sought to-enforce. We have
contended, and shall contend again, that hon. gentlemen
did place this country in @ position most unfortunate with
reference to this matter; that they did make a bargain the
literal obligation of which it was impossible to fulfil, that
they did make an arrangement which they ought not to
have made, and which events have proved, not merely in
letter but also substaniially, impossible of fulfilment ; bécauso
they bargained that the road should be commenced in two
years after the time when the bargain was made, in 1870,
aud finished in ten years—that is, in this year. They
bargained that the road should be commenced at
the sea-board of the Pacific within two years; and,
Session before last, they declared that sufficient
information had not even then been reached to decide
upon the terminus of the road at the Pacific, which
proved that they were utterly wrong in the notion
that the road could properly be commenced at the Pacific
some eight years ago. They bargained that it should be
finished in ten years, and they esteem it the crowning
glory of their lives that they produce a contract which indi-
cates that it is to be finished in twenty years. I have thus
given two views of the bargain which show that it was one
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which, not merely literally but in substance, was incapable of
fulfilment. The circumstancesso created, and the position in
which the country was placed by the making of that bargain,
were unfortunate. Enormous expenses were to have been in-
curred in surveys beyond what would have been necessary,
with the view of pressing forward a decision as to the route. It
hung over us as a black cloud, and our future was darkened
by the idea of the bond to which the hon. gentleman had
persuaded a moribund Parliament to sign. We endeavored
to adhere to that which had been acceded to in that
Parliament—that the rate of taxation should not
be increased. From time to time, as the hon. gentle-
man has said, we discussed the subject of the railway. In
the first place, until the last Session of Parliament, every
statement which has been made, from either side of this
House, as to the cost of the Canada Pacific Railway, has been
a statement made upon a basis as to the mode of its construc-
- tion, wholly different from that which is now tendered for
our consideration. A first-class road, and not merely a first-
class road in the ordinary sense of the term, but one
wholly exceptional in its grades and curves, so far as the
traffic bound to the east was concerned, was the object of
Parliament and of the country. In sofar as my hon. friend,
the member for Lambton, proceeded with the construction
of that work, he carried out that idea, and he procured for
this country, at a very considerably increased expense, and
one which. I think, was wisely so increased, a road from
Selkirk to Thunder Bay, which, if we can secure that the
country and not some monopoly shall have the benefit of it,
will give to the produces of the Nowrth-West a convenient access
to the markets of the world, and give to the manufacturers
and exporters of the east a fair ingress to that country.
But, Sir, in all the estimates which were made, in all the
views which men have taken, in the very theory of the
road itself, which was projected as a grand trans-continental
highway, which was to carry across this continent the
traffic of China and Japan, the idea was that we should have
an exceptionally good and high class road. The estimates
made for the purpose of ascertaining the cost of a road of
that kind are wholly different from the estimates which are

proper to the present occasion. The hon. gentle-
man also adverts to some speeches I made. He
adverted to a speech I made in 1875, and quoted

a portion of it from ¢he “ Debates.” Well, I am not going to
bore the House by reading some of therest of it. I amvery
indifferent whether portions of my speeches are quoted with-
out the other parts which are necessary to a proper under-
standing of them by a Tory land seller or by the Minister of
Railways, and I leave to those who take sufficient interest in
my proceedings to peruse the speeches, and they will, if fair-
ly read, answer theobjections made to them. 1 have nothing
to retract in the speech the honorable gentleman quoted, 1
abide by, as applicable to the then existing state of things—
every sentiment expressed in that speech. The honorable
gentleman himself, in the course of his remarks, adverted to
the wholly changed condition of things. I recognized
the other day—if I may be pardoned for following
the hon. gentleman’s example in alluding very slightly toa
previous debate—I recognised, with reference to the
changed policy of thie Administration, not merely the
right, but the bounden duty of the Administration, when
conditions changed, 1o change their policy—to adopt such
a policy from year to year as would appear best suited to
the conditions as they were existing at the time of the pro-
pounded policy. And having acceded frankly to that view,
as amply justifying a possible change or vacillation, as
amg)y justifying any proposal the hon. gentleman may
make, I am a little surprised that the hon. gentle-
man who has availed himself, and properly availed
himself, from year to year, of changes in condition
and policy, without remonstrance, should propose
to apply to this time and these conditions suggestions
Mr, Buake,

and observations wholly inapplicable. - Sir, we agree with the
bon. gentleman that this question has made progress in a
number of years. Does anybody suppose that the circum-
stance that the road from Thunder Bay to Selkirk will be
finished in a year or two, is not an important factor in the
building of the Pacific Railway ? Does anyone suppose that
all the work that was done during my hon. friend’s (Mr,
Mackenzie) Administration, was not important work in the
same direction ? Sir, I call witnesges—I call the hon. gentle-
man (Sir Charles Tupper) himself. I cannot turn to the
page in Hansard, but 1 very well remember the speech he
made--aye, it was made since he became a Minister—in
which he declared that what my hon. friend (Mr. Mackenzie)
had done was of more real and practical importance in bring-
ing this work to completion than if there had been work going
on in British Columbia. What then? Has the circumstance
that this work has been going on to completion nothing to
do with the formation of a contract? There ig more, Sir.
There has been into the Province of Manitoba, not such an
immigration as we could have desired, but still a very con-
siderable immigration. There has been a very considerable
amount of information acquired as to that territory. Hon.
gentlemen will not deny that, because their own estimates of
the fertile belt have varied from year to year. From year
to year we are getting more news. We find according
to the reports that there is a great deal more and a’
great deal better land, that there are far smaller
spaces of infertile land mingled with our fertile land
than we found before. Well, this is delightful news.
Does it not alter the conditions—make the prospects of the
country brighter—make everything connected with the
letting of the contract for the Pacific Railway differ from
what it was formerly ? If it has any effect it must have that
effect. Then the attention of England and Germany, the
hon. gentleman says, has been more and more- directed to
the subject of the North-West—circumstabces favored that.
Tho difficulties which existed in Ebngland in eonnecction
with the competition in cereals and in meats, added to the
unfortunate recurrence of two or three very bad harvests
consecutively, bave produced a stat® of things which have
led the people of Britain to look this way. And then the
hon. gentleman says, tirere has been a stroke of genius—
the greatest stroke of genius which any Minister ever dis-
played—Dby the Minister of Agriculture (Mr.Pope,Compton).
Well, I am quite free to admit that my hon. friend the
Minister of Agriculture is a very genial man, but there is
a great difference between a genial man and a great genius,
and I think he would hardly apply to himself the compli-
ment that has been paid to him. The step taken by my
hon. friend was, I thought myself, a very good stgp, but to
apply to it the high-flown epithet of a great stroke of
genius, is, it seems to me, rather covering the hon.
gentleman with ridicule than placing him in his proper
position with reference to that matter. Well, it had a
great effect, they say; ‘it placed the country in such a light
that we may expect a large immigration' into that
country. Does that not alter the circumstances; does it.
not make the Pacific Railway a more promising under-
taking, and therefore is wnot that to be considered
when we are considering whether any contract for its con-
struction is to be approved Dy Parliament? Then there
was 8 great circumstance which now for the first time we
are informed of—a conversation between Lord Beaconsfield
and the Minister of the Interior. It seems that it was from
the Minister of thie Interior that Liord Beaconsfield derived
that information which he supposed he was faithfally com-
municating to the public. It seems that the true source of
that information that so astonished and amused the werld
was from the Minister of the Interior. It is sirange,
with that knowledge of the subject which bolongs to the
Minister of the Interior and that acuteness which we all know
the Farl of Beaconsfield possesses, that the Minister of the
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Interior should have been unable to make intelligible to the
Earl of Beaconsfield the true stato of things, and should have
put him in such an .unfortunate and ridiculous—such- a
laughable~—position as he occupied when he made that state-
ment. This reminds me a little of somo other works of
Ear] Beaconsfield, of some of those fascinating portraits that
wo find in Endymion, in which things are very much
mixed, and you are expected to make of & picture
that represents half of one man and half of another, some
sort of an incongruous whole. [lowever that may be,
it is said that the effevt of those statements, accurate
or inaccurate, was very great, that they did great things
for the country, that they attracted the attention of England
and the world, as it never had been attracted before, to
Canada; and therefore that the coudition of things was
brighter and improved, that we were more and more in a
position to make a good arrangement for the construction
of the Pacific Railway. The hon. gentleman seemed to
believe that he had laid the foundation of Lord Beaconsfield’s
permanence in office,but the foundation that he laid wasrather
overturned by the broader foundation laid by Mr. Gladstone.
But, he says, this season at any rate we acted, and he
made some informal questions and suggestions, and gave us
some desultory information. Well, I have no doubt
hon. gentlemen opposite would not do anything less when
they went across the water than see the Colonisl Secretary
and other members of the English Goverument, and do
what they could to represent this country in its brightest
light, but T am rather inclined myself 1o belicve that
Charles Parnell and the state of Ireland have more w0 do
with the announcement of the new policy of the English
Government, than Sir Chirles Tupper and Sir John Mac-
donald.

Mr. MACKENZIE : It is another Charles.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes, quite another Charles. A comple ¢
change, the hon. gentleman said,had taken place in England
as to Canada, a complete change bad taken place in
public sentiment at large as to the value of the lands in the
North-West, tbat change had been largely promoted
by the success, the remarkable success, of the enter
prising proprietors of the St. Paul and Manitoba Railway.
Against these gentlemen I have not a single word at present
to say. Whal I have to say, with reference to that corpo-
ration, I will say later on, and it will be nothing that would
not apply, eo far as I know, to most corporations in similar
circumstances; but I am heartily glad to hear such words
of laudation and praise and confidence in the proprietors of
that enterprise as fell from the lips of the hon. Minister.
There are recorded in the “Debates” to which the hon,
gentleman so repeatedly refers, some less pleasing senti-
ments with reference to one of the most important in-
finential, wealthy, active and intelligent of those corporators.
T could find it stated by one hon. gentleman, on the floor
that he was a liar, and by another hon. gentleman that he was
a coward. Well, now we find he is allthat is good. I always
thought these epithets were undeserved, not merely
violations of the courtesy and dignity of Parliament, but
wholly undeserved and unwarranted. I am glad to hear that
the hon. gentleman now absent, who was thus stigmatized,
is to-day vindicated by the hon. the Minister of Railways,who
has given him such a good testimonial, because amongst the
lot I do not suppose he is left out in the cold. I suppose in
the wholesale compliment that has been paid, no one of
these corporators has been left out. Well, I remember a
great mauy other remarks that were made at that time
against the proprietors of that railway company, lrrespec-
tive of the slightly personal observations to which T
venture to allnde. 1 remember when we were told that they
were unpatriotic, that the late hon. member was unpatriotic
for intevesting himself in an American railway and
that ho was acting against the interest of Canada in the

—e—

conduct of that railway. I never believed that there
was any hon. member of this House, even any hon. member
who expressed those sentiments, who would not have jum

at the chance of being in the shoes of the member thus
spoken of if he had the offer of getting & share of the fortune
which the late hon. member had by his pluck, skill and tact,
acquired in this enterprise. I thought those observation

entirely unjust. I believe that any of us would be quit

disposed to find our fortune, even if it was south of th

boundary line, and would not feel ourselves by patrioti®
motives deterred from making a few hundred thousand dollars0
although we could not make them within the limits of thi,
country. I believe that in the conduct of their business
these gentlemen have acted just as all persons in such business
do act. They have acted with reference to their commercias
interest; and, I believe, in dealing with them or any othel
corporation, weo shall have to consider the question or
interest, as concerned in the management of human affairsf
as a tolerably constant, cortain, and important gquantity,
Now, the hon. gentleman declared that he had got some.
fresh estimates. ILast year we were brought, as I have
stated, for the first time, face to face with a new proposal as
to the style of the construction of the Canada Pacific
Railway, and the hon. gentleman brought down his Chief
Engineer’s report a8 to what, according to that new style of
construction, the different sections would cost. Before the
hon. gentleman made that statement I had requested my
hon. friend from Lambton, who, as the hon. gentleman has
rightly said, was thoroughly familiar with this subject,
viewed in the light in which we had viewed it up to that
day, to reconsider the whole question of cost, according to
the old style of construction, and to come to & conclusion
as to what according the advice of the engineers should
be the estimate of cost. The hon. gentleman hoped to find
some divergence between the views of the hon. member for
Lambton and myself; but I stated to the House that my
estimates were those of the hon. member for Lambton,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. You are wrong in saying, I
hoped to find a differonce of opinion. 1 was delighted to find
that you agrecd.

Mr. BLAKE. Well, the hon. gentleman foared to find
some divergence between myself and the hon. member for
Lambton, although I had stated to the House that these
estimates were not my own, but those of the hon, member,
which I adopted in full confidence thatthey were as good
estimates as could be prepared for the construction of that
railway according to that style. But the hon. gentleman,
reading my speech, and reading the speech of the hon.
member for Lambton, made a contrast between that speech,
as containing those estimates of that class of road, and the
proposal which he brings down for our 3pproval, and we
heard from the hon. gentleman quite a disingenuous criticism.
I will not apply the word disingenuous—I will not say it is
misleading—but I will say that the hon. gentleman fell into
an unforlunate error when he forgot, in making that
comparison, that the conditions were wholly different.
1 stated in my speech expressly that I had no material for
criticising or forming a judgment upon the estimates that
the Minister brought down, that that estimate was one upun
which I had nogrounds for a judgment,that the statemout was
that the road was to be made as cheaply as passible tosafely
carry people over it, with sharp curves, heavy gradionts, and
as light a system of construction as the works could by any
possibility bo made. Read the description in the contract,
read the description in Mr. Floming’s letter, road the hon.
Minister’s own statement of the route and contrast its subject
matter with my bon. friend’s estimates, and you will find that
to compare the prices of onc with the prices of the other
is to propose that copper and gold should be valued by
their weight as of equal value, Now, I have not to-dsy
any means of judging of tho hon, Minister's former estimate,
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Isaid then that we required to know the details of these
estimates before we could form a judgmeut, various details
as to the grades and curves, and details upon the most
important question of all—what will it cost after you have
built your cheap and unsatisfactory road to convert
it in due season into a first-class road. My own appro-
bation, given as it was to the Minister's scheme,
was guarded by the declaration that it was impos-
sible to form an independent judgment upon tho pro-
priety of that scheme without that kpowledge; so that,
whotber as to the cost or as to the propriety of the scheme,
I never have had an opportuuity to form a judgment nor to
cxpress any accurate opinion at all. It was even less than
a yoear ago I uttered that speech, but even, if it had
been, as the Minister observed, a whole year ago, I
should be disposed to adhere to it. I find nolhing
in thoso estimates at all inconsistent with the views
I entertain today with reference to the gentleman’s
statement; and if I did find anything inconsistent, it I did
believe that I erred in any statement I bad made in that
speech, I hope that I know enough of my duty to confess
my error and act upon my present judgment, whatever that
may be. I have not yet been hble to find that there was
any error in the estimate 1 then made, or in any other
suggestion of the speech. I did say 1 thought these
estimates had been brought down rather suspiciously
and for a purpose. At that time tho object of the hon.
gentleman wus to show that this road could be well con-
strocted by the Government in the mode in which they aro
proposing to construct it, at a small cost and with but little
charge to the country, and with that view he laid before us
the two sides of the account. He showed us first of all what
money he was going toask us to expend, and, secondly,
what he was expecting to receive from the lands and he
proved us I admitted, if his premises were true, that we might
safely and cheerfuily proceed at once to construct not merely
the middle and the west but also the eastern link. Istated
that, and I stated also tbat if the hon, gentleman’s views
were corrcet as to the routes and cost,it would be all right to
go ou with the road as it was. "Well, the hon. gentleman
was satisfied then that he was right ; he finds now that he
has erred, he finds that having attempted upon that
oceasion to procure the very lowest estimate thut could be
procured of the cost, and calling upon the engineer, as he
did by the letter of the 15th of April, which is in the report
of the engineer, to make an estimate’of a very cheap road,
the cheapest road that could be built, and pointing
out to him the element of reduction in cost
which occurred to him to be important, he got the
figures down to a point which was surprising to us
all. But we had not the materials for judging of the
accuracy of the estimate. Hisestimate embraced the Thunder
Bay link, the Prairie link, and the British Colambia section ;
but we hear him to-day informing us that he was all wrong
in that estimate as to these links that the estimate was too
high. As nearlyas [ can calculate, at the moment, there is
a sum of about four millions and a quarter to be saved from
the estimate of the hon. gentleman upon these itcms out of
the sum of $32,600,000. Ido not profess to speak accurately,
for I had not an opportunity, except for an instant, of
glancing-at the figures.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I estimated for equipment
as well as for the construction of the road. -

Mr. BLAKE. I am quite aware, although the hon.
gentleman omitted o mention it in his speech to-night, that
that must have been one of the grounds of reduction, although
he applied the whole reduction to savings. 1 was about
to call his attention to that fact and ask him whether
that was not an element in redaction, but I may add that
it could not have been a very serious element in reduction,,
because with refercnce to equipment the hon. gentleman’s

Mr. BuAgE,

estimate was of the most modest proportion. 1tis declared
in the papers that the estimate for the equipment was not for.
the permanent running of the road but only such as might
be necessary for the traffic which was expected immediately
on ils opening. .The hon. gentlcman will find that I
am correct in saying that the engineer’s estimate for the
Pembina branch, as found in the letter of the 16th of April,
is not based on & full eqnipment.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. From Fort William to Sel-
kirk, I estimated a full equipment, and a very light equip-
ment from Red River westward,

Mr. BLAKE. The Engineér says: ¢ Whatever the increas-
ing traffic of future yocars may demand in the way of ter-
minal accommodation and rolling stock, I am confident the
line can be opened for traffic betweon Fort William and
Selkirk, and well equipped for the business which may then be
expected, at & cost not exceeding $17,000,000.” It is quite
clear he did not mean a full equipment, but an adequate
equipment which would serve a population of a few thou-
sands which were producing hardly any surplus grain
for export. Iam not complaining of that; I think it is &
very business-like arrangment to limit the equipment
relatively to the wants of the road. .1 asked the hon. gentle-
ran then; but he would not vouchsafo the information, what
was the cost per wmile of the estimated equipment for any of
these sections, and I know not therefore how much of'the re-
duction of which he now speaks may be a legitimate reduction
But the equipment of the rest of the line was to be of the_
very sughtest character; it wasanominal sum that had been
placed for the equipment of the Yale-Kamloops section, if any
sum, and theretore almost all the reductions on that section
and on the prairie and Port Moody sections would be on
actual ascertainment that these estimates go given, prepared
with the view to bringing the cost down to the lowest point,
had failed wholly of that object, and had presented a condition
of affairs entirely different from the truth, But what
amazed me was,that while I found the hon. gentleman, with
reference to these portions of the work which the Govern-
ment is about to construct, triumphantly pointing out the
errors in his estimates and taking credit to himself for the
proposition that he'was able to save four or five millions
more, he was rather disposed, with reference to the
central section and the eastern section, to adopt the estimates
of my hon. friend (Mr. Mackenzie) applicable to a high
class railway. Now, is the House going to imagine that
those engineers who over-counted the cost of the line from
Thunder Bay to Selkirk, then in a fair way of being com-
pleted, with reference to which it was most easy, one would
Jjudge, to have found a just estimate, who over-counted the
cost of the Yale-Kamloops section. who over-counted the
cost of the Yale-Moody =ection, is the House going
to suppose that they under-estimated instead- of over-
estimated the cost of the other portions of the line?
Is it true that while Mr. Fleming made a mistake and told
us that it would cost us $32,500,000 to do what costs under
the new, the revised . estimates, perhaps $29,000,000 at the
outside—is it true, I say, that while he erred by way of exag-
geration as to those parts which are to be constructed by
the Government, that he erred by way of deficiency as to
the parts that are to be handed over to the Syndicate,
or that the engineer’s over-estimate prevails thronghent
the- line ? Just the sume -rcason applies to those
other sections; just the same views apply. He over-esti-
mated as to the east, he over-estimated as to the middle;
he oyer-estimated as between Red River and Kamloops; he
over-estimated as between Nipissing and Thunder Bay, just
as he over-estimated on the other points ; and . therefore I
think we may fairly say that we have this test of the cost
of this line as proposed to be constructed in the minds of
the Government, or which was in their minds when-
they let this contract, 1f it be true,as a matter of fact, that
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the estimates of last year have proved to be erroneous,
not by being too small, but by being too great, then the cost
of the whole line ia to be reduced by the same amount appro-
ximately to by eleven or twelve per cent.; that is the result,
and what was to cost, according to the Minister’s estimate, in
full, including surveys and all, $36,000,000—but as this
reduction applied only to those particular parts, we
will say $82,000,000—wounld be reduced by the sum of nine
or ten millions of dollars in all. That is the result of the
hon. gent'eman’s estimates; he has nothing to-do with our
estimates, even if our estimates had to do with his line.
Our estimates have not to do with his line. They have to
do with a line of an eutirely different character, but if they
had to do with his line, his proposition is to be defended,
Lot upon our errors of judgment, but upon his own correct
judgment. His proposition is to be defended upon the
basis which he himself makes for it, and he cannot prop it
up by mistakes—if mistakes there wore—on the part of his
opponents. He did not believe in our judgment; he did
Dot act upon it; he said it was all nonsense, and pursuaded
Parliament he was right, and went on. Now, he says: “It
is true I erred;” and he says: “I erred by extravagance
of estimate, I did not err in your direction; I erced in
the other direction.” Now, he suggests that this error applies
only to those parts of the road which the Government, !
under an arrangement not dreamed of at that time, and con-
summated the other day, is itseif to build; and as to the
parts of the road which the Syndicate is to build, the
hon. gentlem:n says: “Buat I won’t talk of my own
estimates of last year ; I won’t talk of my estimates of last
year, reduced on the same basis as I reduced this, but I will
apply to them the estimates which I ridiculed last year, ap-
plicable to the higher-classroad of my hon. friend from Lamb-
ton.” The hon. gentleman says that the Syndicate are to be
judged as to their part of the work by the Opposition’s
estimate of the higher-class road ; that the Government iy to
be judged as to its part of the work by ity reduced, and then
again reduced, estimate of its part of the road. It will not
do. He has got to take his estimate for all or
none, and the House and the country will not believe that
such an extraordinary fact took place as that these mistakes
were made only as to these particular links in the line, and
that a different mode of calculation was adopted as to other
parts of the line. Therefore, if that applies, that confidence
which the hon. gentleman expects and which, I have no
doubt, a majority of this House will afford him, in his state-
ments as to the parts that the Government is going to build,
will inevitably bring the original to this conclusion that,
granted that the part that the syndicate is to build is
substantially of the same class, the estimates of last
year are to be reduced in the same proportion, and that,
therefore, the work which they have to do and
the money they have to spend is diminished by several
more millions than the work that the Government has
to do is diminished by the hon. gentleman’s
"calculations. Now, that is the true situation. What have
we to do with any former estimates made by any man or
by any Government ? We have to do with the estimate
which in the belief of the Government, impressed by them
upor: the House, by them adopted and by them said to-day.
to err only in excess—the estimate which they brought for-
ward as being the real cost of this work—that is what it is
to be judged by. 'That is what is meant if their action isto
be judged by it. Suppose, for example, that the hon. gen-
tleman had brought down a proposal to pay $120,000,000 in
cash to the Syndicate for the construction of this road of
this class, and said to Parliament, “It is true, gentle-
- men, that last year I told you this road would cost only
$86,000,000 ; I found I made a mistake, and, in point of fact,
it will cost only $76,000,000. I have contracted for its con-
struction at $120,000,000, but my all sufficient defence is

000, and, thorefore, you will at once agree with' me that
I was justified in giving the Syndicate the difference,” and
that is practically the argument of the hon. gentleman;
that is practically his defence, in so fur as the quostion of
estimates upon the contract he has made. The hon. gentle-
man went to work to make contrasts, and here again
circumstances wholly differ. He talked of the values of
lands. He alluded to speeches which had been made by
hon. members at various times with reference to the selling
values of lands in the North-West. -He reforred to a'speech
of mine made at the time the Foster contract was under dis-
cussion, in which I expressed my own opinion then as to the
value of lands in the North-West to the contractor at that
time. What was the condition of things ? This was not a.
contractor, Mr. Chairman, who was about to build a railway
through the lands which he was to receive. This was not a
contractor who was about to receive lands through which a
railway was prosently, or, as far as he knew at all, about to
be built. This was a contractor who, at that time, was to
receive lands in the North-West where there was no present
prospect of there being a railway at all, and it was with
reference to that country, at that time, with its then popula-
tion, with the then estimation as to tho fertile area, with the
then views of English and foreign people about
it, with the then prospects of railway communi-
cation, with the circumstances that the contractor was not
to be able to wutilizo and make marketablo the lands by
building the railway through them, that that opinion was
expressed. Sir, I do not hold myself bound, to-day, as to
the present condition of things in the North-West by any
opinion, as to lands, expresed at that day, and on the then
condition of things in that ecdintry. I have evidence on this
subject—evidence which I shall read to the House—evidence
which, I think,. will convince the House that the hon. gen-
tleman, in this particular, as in the former particular, resorted
to a wholly indefensible mode of argument when he
proposed to falsify his own estimates of the value
of lands in the North-West, by reading the views of other
gentlemen, expressed many years before, as to their value,
and asking us to assume them to be true for the purpose of
judging his contract. Now, Sir, let me, before I go further,
goint out a gross error in the suggestions which have
een made with reference to the value of blocks of
railway lands. Both the former n'(';\msitions which involved
the construction of this railway by the money grant and tho
subsidy of lands, were based upon one common view, that
the money should be relatively a small amount, and that the
lands should be relatively a large quantity. This proposition
differs in that cardinal particular from those, not indeed,
as I shall show, that the lands are of a small amount, but
the money and the money’s worth are of a very large
amount, but I am at present concerned simply in elucidating
the one proposition. The hon. gentlemen opposite have spoken
0£ 50,000,040 acres to be given under the original proposition
of the late and present Government, and of fifty-four and
fifty-five millions of acres of railway lands to be given under
the Pacific Railway Act of 1874—they have talked of these
larger blocks of land as if' they were worth, and to be
estimated acre for acre, as much as a block of 25,000,000
acres of railway lands, and they have said: “ If you value
25,000,000 acres of land at $1.00 per acre, that is $25,000,-
000 ; then 50,000,000 acres of land are, of course, worth
$50,000,000. No such thing, Sir; far different. If to
$25,000,000 in money you add another $25,000,000, the second
$25,000,000 is after all just as valnable. It will buy us as
much as the first. But if to 25,000,000 acres of lands, rela-
tively close to the railway, you add 25,000,000 relatively far
distant from the railway, you give an equal acreage, but
you give by no means an equal value. It does not need
argument to demonstrate that, but ¥ will give to the Com-
mittee, because the hon. gentleman does not appear to

that the member for Lambton thinks it will cost $120,000-

place reliance on his own views, I will give the Committee
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and the country proof that will be satisfactory. In the first
Session of this Parliament the hon. gentleman brought down
a policy for the construction of the Canadian Pacific Rail
way by the appropriation of 100,000,000 acres of land for
that purpose, and the Government took authority to sell
that tract of land at a price not less than two dollars an
acre. During the recess they fully considered the mode by
- which they would utilize the enormous powers with which
this House clothed- them, and they came to the conclusion,
which, whether its exact figures be correct or not is im-
material, but which in substance was indisputably correct,
that they had made a mistake in suggesting a
price of two dollars, and that the proper way to
realize out of this 100,000,000 of acres an .average
rice of two dollars was to graduate the price of the
ands in relation to their proximity or remoteness from
the line of railway; to sell those which .are close
at a high rate, and those which are outside at a
low rate. So satisfied were they that this view would
commend itself to Parliament, that they took—and I do not
greatly blame them for it—the grave responsibility of form-
ing a plan, and actually proceeded to advertise the sale of
“their railway lands under that resolution, upon terms which
handed over very nearly one-half of the whole 100,000,000
acres at a price of one dollar an acre instead of two, and
yet, Sir, upon terms which would produce, upon the ave-
rage of tho whole sales, not merely two dollars, but $2.13
an acre for the whole hundred millions, How was that
achieved, the hon. gentleman asked ? I do not know
whetber or when the Minister found out he was all wrong
- about it, but he said that the lands within five miles on
each side of the railway were,worth five dollars an acre.
Vhy? Because it was close to the railway., He
gaid that” the fifteen miles outside on each side of
this, making two strips aggregating thirty miles,
were worth fourdollars. Why not worth five? Because it
was a little further off. Why worth four? Because, after
all, it was pretty near. He said that the twenty miles belt on
each side of this fifteen miles belt, making two strips of
iwenty miles each, were worth three dollars an acre,
graduated according to distance. He said that another belt
of twenty miles on cach side of the last-mentioned belt was
worth two dollars an acre. Why two dollars? Bocanse
it was further off; and he said that two belts of fifty miles
in the extreme outside were worth only one dollar an acre,
because they were so far from therailway. Now, if you go
to work, having made your arrangements and assigned
your values—having decided what the relative values are,
conditioned by the proximity of the lands to the railway—if
you go to work to ascertain what is the value of 25,000,000
acres to be taken as close, the alternate block system will
allow to the railway, you will ascertain certain figures,
and then, having taken those obviously at the higher
range, you will bave to go to work to get other 25,000,000
to make up the 50,000,000, and yon go outside
for it ; and equally obviously you will have to
take them at the lower rate of value, and so I have demon-
strated without referring to exact figures, that both by
reason and by your own determination, 50,000,u00 acres of
land to be taken in alternate blocks, as close to the railway
ag 50,000,000 could be found, would not be worth, acre for
acre, anything like as much as 25,000,000 acres taken as
close as that smaller aggregate could be taken. The pre-
cise figures I shall give the Committee presently. Well,
then, 1 prove to you that in this particular the hon. gentle-
man is wholly wrong when he compares the former
proposition for the construction of this road, which involved
the cession of very large areas of land with the outer or
surplus parcels remote from the railway, with the present
proposal. The twenty-five millions added are nof equal
in value to the inner twenty-five millions common
to the ‘two proposals. All the other conditions
Mr. BLage. -

have to be also considered. Take the one mpon which I
have already dilated, the class of the road. Were the
former proposals to build this kind of road ? Not at all.
They were to build a high-class railway; and of course we
gave the appropriate price, and therefore you cannot
compare the proposals for the -construction of the
one kind of road with those for the "construction of
the other, unless you decide what the proper difference
in the price of the two kinds of roads is. Perhaps,
Mr. Chairman, at this advanced hour the Committee would
prefer to adjourn as it would take me some time to complete
my remarks.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I suggest that when the
hon. gentleman has fully dealt with this branch of the
subject, we should adjourn.

Mr. BLAKE. 1t will take me some time to complete my
remarks on this subject.

The Committee then rose and reported.

House resumed ; and (at 11:45 p.m.) the House adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 15th December, 1880.
The Sreaxker took the Chair at Three o’clock.

PRrRAYERS.

ADMISSION OF MEMBERS ON CERTIFICATES OF
’ RETURNING OFFICERS.

Mr. LANGEVIN moved :—

That, in admitting Louis Arthur McConville, Esq., elected to represent
the Electoral District of Joliette, to take his seat upon the certificate of
the Returning Officer, this House still recommends a strict adherence to
the practice of requiring the production of the usual certificate of the Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery of the return to the writ of election.

Mr. ANGLIN said it was about time that the House ceased
to make that solemn declaration in cases of this kind.
Session after Session, sometimes two or three times in a
session, the House solemnly declared it would never again
admit members on certificates of' returning officers, and if
the practice was continued the Journals would be filled with
resolutions of that character. It was for the consideration
of the House whether it should not omit that solemn declar’
ation, requiring, however, an Order of the House for the
admission of the member on the production of the certificate
of the returning officer.

Mr. BLAKE said it was desirable that the House shoald
make an Order before the member was introduced. It was
putting the cart before the horse for the member to be
introduced and ordered by the House to lake his seat in
defiance of the rule, and then for the House to declare that
the breach of the rule was not to form a precedent. He was
not objecting to the adoption of the motion, but merely sug-
gesting that a change was desirable. )

Mr. LANGEVIN agreed with the hon. lgader of the
Opposition that it would be better to change the custom of
Parliament in that respect, but the course proposed in the
resolution had always been followed. The House should
adopt the motion in this instance, and, perhaps, the subject
might subsequently be considered by the Committee of
Privileges and Elections, and -on a report beilg made, the
practice might be changed. '

Mr, ANGLIN. Another strange fact with regard to the
mode of proceeding is this: under our system the members -
-are sworn in before the Clerk. The Clerk in this case, as in
many others, must have assumed to himself the right to
determine that the member was duly elected before he _
administered the oath and permitted him tosign theroll, In
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all cases hereafter we ghould follow the Rules of the Hause,
The House should first order that the member may- be
admitted on the production of the certificate, and then, the
certificate having been groduced, the Clerk may fairly
administer the oath. I hope the whole matter will be
readjusted so that these contradictions may not occur.

Motion agreed to.
:  BILL INTRODUCED.

Mr. VAN ASSE introduced & Bill {No. 2). to regulate the’

floating of cordwood on the River St. Francis,
Bill read the first time,

GROSSE ISLAND.

Mr. LANDRY enquired, whether it is the intention of the-

Government to construct during next season, a semaphore
on Grosse Island where the Quarantine Station is situated,
with connection at the village of Montmagny and Crane
Island ?

Mr. POPE (Queen’s). The Government has not yet de-
cided to place a semaphore at the place referred to.

CARRIAGE OF FREIGHT OVER THE INTER
COLONIAL.

Mr. RICHEY enquired, whether the statement that goods
per B.S. Polynesian, which had arrived at Halifax a fort-
night ago, were, on the Tth instant, still undelivered at
Quebec, is correct ; and, if so, what precautions, if any, have
been taken to preclude the recurrence of such inconvenience;
also, whether any, and what guarantee is offered as to the
time within which, after receipt by the Intercolonial Rail-
way of goods landed by steamships at Halifax, such goods will
be delivered atQuebec, Montreal and T'oronto, respectively.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 beg to say, in reply to the
question of the hon. member for Halifax, that, seeing his
notice on the paper, I placed myself in communication with
the officerwof the Intercolonial Railway, and I will read for
the information of the hon. gentleman and the House the
answers I received. They are as follows :—

By Telegraph from Moncton, N.B., to C. Schreider.
OTTawa, Dec. 14th. 1880.

I have now ascertained that there were no goods for Quebec landed by
the Polynesian at Halifax, with the exception of one parcel for Allans,
Rae & Co., which was handed to the Express Officer {7)’ Cunard & Co.
The first portion of the f’olynesien’s freight for Quebec vid Boston, only
reached Quebec on the evening of Thursday, the ninth, nineteen days
after the steamer had touched at Halifax. None of the Polynesian’s freight
for Montresl reached there in less than two weeks from Boston.

(Signed) D. POTTINGER.

By Felegraph from Moncton, N.B., to . Schreiber.
oo O1TAwA, Dec. 14th, 1880.

Mr. Richey has the story wrong end foremost. ~ The detention to the

Polynesion's dargo was to that portion landed at Boston for Quebec, and

" not what was landed at Halifax. All the goods landed at Halifax have

been sent through promptly. Iam getting the particulars