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Lower Provinces woukl never have entered into a
union. even those who were inest stromgly in
favour of it. except on condition that the Govern-
ment would yive assistance in completing and
running the Intercolonial Railway. I am net
going to say by any means that the road is well
run. because the hon. yentleman has demonstrated
himself whether it is or not. He says that the
uien employed were not suitable, and it seems to
me somewhat extraondinary that his predecessor

in office did not know that. It is also stranye that |

the gentleman whe has a large salary at the head
of that railway should employ men who are not
suitable. I had always supposed that Mr. Schret-
ber was a man of some ability and that he knew

@ good rxilway man from a bad railway man, but |

now the Minister himself says that the men he
emploved are not suitable. I do not know that
any member of the Opposition could have used
harsher language than that in describing the
manner in which the Imtercolonial Railway hbas
been conducted. Is the Minister discriminating
new that he is Jdismissing these men amony the
suitable and unsuitable employés *  Has he passed
them through an examination, or taken their
past recond, and just disissed these men
who are not suitable * That would be a gues-
tion worthy of some little investigation I think.
His predecessor did not seem to have any idea of
the suitability of the men engaged except from a
political point of view: who was suitable to work
upon the railway was not the guestion, but it was,
whether he suited the particular persor whe wanted
him appointed. I submit that thisis just the weak-
ness of the Intercolonial Railway, and as a repre-
sentative of the Lower Provinces I regret this,
because it brings us at once in vonflict with our
friends in Outario, who say that this read is being
used for political purposes, and who claim that it
should be run on business principles. If the
Minister is correct in the statement that the men
are not suitable on the Intercolonial Railway, I can
understand why he is applying the pruning knife,
but if his complaint is that too many men have been
employed. then it is a different matter altogether.

I cannot understand the figures given by the hon. |

Minister when I compare them with the figures
furnished by the Agriculture Department in the
Canadian Statistical Year Book.  The figures there
are not all Like those given by the Minister of Rail-
ways. [ find here that the expenditvre of the
Windsor and Annapolis Railway is just 65 per cent
of its income.

Mr. McALISTER.
of the railway?

Mr. FRASER. Yes andthey declare dividends.
Now, I tind on page 333 of that book, that on the
Canada Atlantic system the earnings per mile were
24,110, whereas the expense per mile is only £2,4,9 ;
of course there may be some little difference in the
method of calculation, but I take this as correct.
I find dtlmt on the Canada ISo;ln:bex'n the earnin

mile were $12.272, and the expenditure

Mr. HAGGART. I was giving you the train
mileage.

Mr. FRASER. Surely the train mileage cannot
be a sure test in investigating the truth as to what
a railway costs ?

MIr. Fraskr.

Does that include the whole

\J

Nir. HAGGART. Oh, yes

Nir. FRASER. Does the method of caleulation

pursued by the Miunster show that really the earn-

1uys in one case jre greater or less than the earmings

 per mile given here, as compared with the expenses *
Mr. HAGGART. The hon. gentleman may see

that on a road 160 miles long there may be only one

train a day, if there are 100 trains a day the earn-

| ings per mile may be 100 times as much.

Mr. FRASER. I can understand that.

Mr. HAGGART. And that the actual test, sl
 the only oue as to the efliciency of management or
otherwise of the road, ts the train mileage.

Mr. FRASER. Is it not as expensive in propor-
tion when two trains run a day as if one train rons ¥
I take it that this method of calculation is the
 better, and I £ind here that the Intercolonial Rail-
- way is the only rilway in which its earnings per
- mile is not in excess of Its expenses per mile. B
' that as it may. to retarn to what I'sadd.  If the
L Minister of Rarlways is correct, he has demonstrat-
 ed clearly that if thisisa cheap road, he is all wrong
in taking away any of these men unless they are
 untit for the service or instopping any of the rights
' that the pevple of the Lower Provinces now have
 in regard to the rauning of the tridus.  Let meask
' why have these wmen %mn employed, if It is now
- necessary to discharge them, because the Minister

knows that it is alwayvs diticult to Jdeprive people
of their situations once you employ them. It may
' be a small matter with the Mmister of Railways,
' to dismiss 100 or 200, or 300 employes, but it wonld
 not seem to me a less serious affair than expending
an immense sum of money for one single property
in St. John, and expending SH00,000 for a station
'at Halifax. The Minister bas not attempted to say
that these men were unnecessary, but he says that
they are not suitable, and that is the only reason
he gives.

Mr. HAGGART. Did the hon. gentleman not
hear me say that I had already reduced the number
of trains, and if you bave less trains won't you re-
- quire less men ?

Mr. FRASER. Decidedly, when the number of
trains is reduced.

Mr. HAGGART. I have done that.

Mr. FRASER. 1 understood frowm the hon.
ntleman that this is what he was going to de,
i but if he has done so, let me ask him if the number
of men dismissed is proportionate to the number of
trains that are stopped ? Has he dismissed exactly
the number of men that would be necessary to work
the extra trains which were formerly run and which
he now has stopped? Is that the gauge which the
- Minister has applied to the dismissal of these men ?
If so I could understand it. He has, he says, taken
off the train from Halifax to St. John, I anderstand
that that train coest about S60,000 a year, but if I
am wrong the Minister will correct me.

Mr. HAGGART. A good deal more, you are
well within the mark.

Mr. FRASER. Well, let me say 330,000. He
has also taken off another train In Nova Scotia
from Stellarton to Pictou, and I will place that at
$20,000. Thisis a saving of $100,000 a year in

Nova Scotia, but the Minister says he is going to
save nearly 8500,000. Therefore, the othgrogﬁﬁr



