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Mr. MANION: My hon. friend wha lias
just taken his seat, and some other hon.
inembers, have implied that the party on this
iside was cornpletely apposing the expenditure
now proposed on the Hudson Bay railway.
1 admit that a number of speeches have been
delivered on this side questioning the ad-
visability of spending sudh an amount of
inoney, and the advisabulity particularly of
spending the vast amount that will ultimately
be necessery ta build up elevators, liglit-
houses, and so forth, ta investigete the feasi-
bility of the Hudson bay route. At the seme
time I point out that the best speeches, ta
rny mi, whidh have been made in favour
of this vote have been made by members of
the Conservative party fromn the western
provinces, in particular the members for
South Winnipeg (Mr. Rogers), Winnipeg
South Centre (Mr. Kennedy), and others. I
say that in justice ta these gentlemen, be-
cause it is truc that in this party there are
differences of opinion.

I have set in this House for a number of
years, and for the lest four or five years
I have heerd this question discussed. But
this is the first time 1 have ever said
a word on the subject, and while I
Tepresent thc city of Fort William, whidh
would prohably lie injured more by the build-
ing of the Hudson Bay railway and the
utilizetion of that route, if it were a success,
for the shipment of grain, than perliaps any
-other city in thc country, I arn nat opposing
the vote this afternoon in any way. 1 have
the good fortune ta represent a very fine
constituency. I represent a constituency
where the people are broadminded enougli
ta think in Canadian terms; and in saying
that I do not desire ta make any reflection
-upon anybody Who may differ froin me in
Tegard ta this railway. I believe we should
look uponl all questions of this kind as Cana-
.dian questions. Personally I arn of the be-
lief that we cannot carry on the government
-of this country successfully and well if we
take too. mudli of a sectional view in re-
:gard ta any of these questions. I am quite
-open myseîf ta conviction upon this ma.tter.
At the same time I point out-and with all
due respect ta the hon, gentleman who lias
*ust resumed his seat and who lias been a
little severe, too severe perhaps, towards those
Who do not agree with lin and who hold
that the grounds upon whidh this undertak-
ing is based should be looked inta-that those
.entertaining a contrary opinion have as much.
riglit ta their views as thc men wha support
the building of the Hudson Bay railway.
They have looked into thc ýpraject, they have
~read thc reports made with respect ta it,

they have read the editorials in the press,
they have heard speeches upon it; and cer-
tainly you can find fromn these different
sources as good an argument one way as the
other-perhaps 1 should say a better argu-
ment against than for. Take for exemple
what we read in the newspapers of this city.
If I mistake not, the two papers published
here, one Liberal and the other Conservative,
are both opposed to this expenditure upon
the Hudson bay route. That is my recollec-
tion; I arn open to correction if I arn wrong,
but I think I arn not. The sarne is true of
other sections of the country; many news-
papers, both Liberal and Conservative, have
been opposing the expenditure upon this
route. At the same time I believe the real
basis for that opinion is that the people feel
they do flot want to emberk upon the ex-
penditure of another twenty-five or fifty mil-
lion dollars without being certain they are
going to get sornething in return. This is the
feeling which prevails throughout the country.
And may I riglit here suggest sornething my
hon. friend (Mr. Bird) lias sneered at but
which I think, lias neyer been donc, aithougli
necessary, that is to have a proper investigation
made of Hudson strait and Hudson bay bef are
expending further large amounts of money. I
arn not diseussing the vote of $3,000,000 whîch.
is proposed by the Minister of Railways at
the present moment. 1 have no objection ta
that expenditure because it lias been promised,
I think, by the leaders of both political par-
ties, who I helieve made promises in the west
that an amaunt od money would be spent for
this purpose. Personally I have no criticism
ta offer of that expenditure, but ta make the
route feasible, ta make it passible for shîps ta
carry wheat by this route ta the EuiTopean
ports, which would mean the building of
elevators, the dredging of the Nelson river, and
the building of docks and liglithauses, the Min-
ister of Railways himself admits would require
an expenditure of 326,000,000; and anybody
who is famniliar with the administrative matters
knows that a minister will always admit a
very mueli less amount than the actual ex-
penditure will be. Probably the riglit figure
would be haî-f that much again, if flot double
the amouxït of the minister's present estimate.
Now, I do not believe that even my hon.
friends from the prairie provinces, who are
heartily supparting the projeot, would lie very
desiraus of spending unnecessarily, fram twenty-
five ta fifty million dollars af the money of
the people of this country. I cannot under-
stand why they should take the attitude of
desiring sucli an amaunt of money to be spent
unless there will be some return for it. May
I suggest tihat while this expenditure of


