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the hon. gentleman, and I think his own re-
collection will cerroborate what I have said,
that such an estimate was procured, that it
was placed in my hands by my officers, and
that, if my memory serves me, such an esti-
mate was placed before the investigating
committee. If the hon. gentleman remem-
bers the figures, the cost would be in excess
of the cost of the permarent arrangemert
entered into at last.

‘Mr. HAGGART. Here is the cost, as esti-
mated :

Cost of Drummond County Railway.. $1,535,500

Ste. Rosalie to Drummondville........ 291,500
Drummondville to St. Léonard........ 304,000
St. Léonard to Chaudiére Bridge.... 770,000
Nicolet Branch ....c.vvveverrnnennss 170,000

The other calculation was not on the basis
of that estimate at all. According te the
other calculation. the hon. gentleman intend-
ed to pay one-half of the road from Ste.
Rosalie to St. Lambert, and h:ulf of the ter-
minals in the city of Montreal. The calcula-
tion which was handed to him was, that
the Victoria bridge had cost the Grand
Trunk Railway in the neighbourhocd of
$12,000.000, and the estimated value of it
ther was from $8,000,000 to $10.000,000.
Then, I am to infer that the basis upon
which he paid the Grand Trunk Railway
Company. was the calculation of the value
that was put upon it by the officers of the
department. The officers of his departinent
knew that a bridge for all the purposes of the
Intercolonial Railway, and ten times over,

could be built across the St. Lawrence for

$1,500,000. The hon. gentleman knows that
the cailculation was made upon the basis—
if I remember aright, and I will have the
details after dinner, for I intend to go speci-
ally into the subject—the calculation was
made upon the basis of from eight to ten
million dollars.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman {(Mr. Hag-
gart) must know that there were various
calculations and varlous estimates of every
passible kind made by the officers of the de-
partment, and what I am trying to point out
to him is. thut the particular kind of estimate
which he said I could have got, I did get,
and the figures are furnished to the commit-
fee.

Mr. HAGGART. Here is the sworn evi-
dence of th2 hon. gentleman befsre the com-
mittee, exhibit 16, page 13 :

The cost of the construction of the bridge was,
I think, $10.000,000 ; it could now be completed
for $6,000,000. < ‘ ST
That is Mr. Blair's sworn evidence before
the committee.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. What does that prove ?

‘Mr. HAGGART. It proves, as I say, thnt
the evidence that was before you upon which
you based your calculation of payment of the

Mr. HAGGART. i

subsidy for each year to the Grand Trunk
Railway, was based on some figures like
that.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AXND
CANALS. Does the hon. gentleman suggest
that was all the evidence that iwas before
me ?

AMr. HHIAGGART. I do not say anything of
the kind. I should judge from the statement
of the hon. gentleman (M:. Blair) some time
ago, to the effect that there was no evi-
dence of any kind, that he was taking a leap
in the dark.

The MINISTER OIF RAILWAYS AXND
CANALS, If you understood that, your
mind was not working.

Mr. HAGGART. The evidence that was
adduced before thie Minister (Mr. Blair), and
the only evidence that I know of that he
gave before the committee in reference to tlie
value of the bridge across the St. Law-
rence, was a statement which is now in the
oftice of Mr. Panet, clerk of the committee,
that the bridge cost in the neighbourhood of
$10,000,000, and that it could probably be
built now for $6,000,000. Mr. Schreiber, the
Deputy Minister, knows perfectly well that
for one-fourth of this estlmate a bridge could
be built there. He knew that he had the
evidence that the Canadian Pacific Railway
bridge cost only $1,500,000, and he knew
that such a bridge could be built at the pre-
sent day for $1,200,000. Yei the Minister led
the committee to believe that the basis of
his calculation was a bridge that cost $10,-
000,000, which could now be built for $6,000,-
000. He would need a better basis 1than that,
and more enormous figures for the payment
of $5,000,000 for the purpese of building into
Montreal. I have stated before—and we
mmust have this information before concur-
rence, and before this bridge Bili becomes
law the information i reference to it—I have
stauted here, that 1 have information frowm
nearly every railway throughout the couniry,
and I make the bold statement now, that the
books of the Intercolonial Railway are kept
in such a manner that the Minister can
bring down to this IIouse the receipts and
expenditure on every section of the road.
That is done on the Grand Trunk Railway.

Sir CHARLES TUDPPER.
where,

Mr. HAGGART. It is done on the Can-
adian Pacific Railway ; it is done on the Can-
ada Atlantic Railway, and it is done on the
Intercolonial Railway. When the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Blair) was correcting and con-

Done every-

tradicting the statements that were made by

the Montreal * Star,” the leader of the Op-
position told him that the accounts on the
Intercolonial Railway were so prepared. Is
it not more probable that the statement of
the leader of the Opposition is correct, the
statement of the Minister of Railways to the
contrary.



