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Lower Provinces would never have entered into a
union. even those who were most strongly in
favour of it. except oi condition that the Govern-
ient would give assistance in eompleting and

rumuing the Intercolonial Railway. I a m not
ging to saîy by any means that the road is well
run, because the hon, gentleman has demonstrated
hiunself whether it is or not. He says that the
men emnployed were fot suitable, and it seemls to
mne somnewhaît extranrinary that his predecessor
in offiee did not knowx that. It is also strane that
the gentleman who hais a large sdary at the head
of that railway should employ men who are not
suitable. I had a:ays suppoused that Mlr. Schrei-
ber was a mnuma of somte ability an lthat he knew
a ood raiwa mtitan fron a bamd railwayv man, but
niow the Minister hinelf says that the nien he
euployed are not suitable. I do not know that
anv niember of the Opposition coul have used
harsher language than thait in d escribing the
manner in which the Intercolonial Railway has
been conductetd. Is the Minister discriminauting
now that lhe is disnissing these mien among the
suitable and unsuitable employés Hais hie paîssed
then through an exanination, or taken their
paîst record, and just dismissed these men
who are not suitable ý That would be a ques-
tion worthy of some little investigation I think.
His predecessor did not seeni to have amy idea of
the suitability of the men engaged except from a
politieal point of view: who iwas suitable to work
upon the railwayii was not the question, but it was,
whether he suited the particular perso" who wanted
hini appointed. I subimit that this is just the wveak-
ness of the Intercolonial Railway, and as a repre-
sentative of the Lower Provinees I regret this,
because it brinugs us at once in confliet with our
friends in Ontario, who sa~- that this rnad is being
used for political purposes, and who daim that it
should be run oit business principles. If the
Minister is correct in the statement thaît the men
are not suitable on the Intercolonial Railway,. I can
understand why he is applying the pruning knife,
but if his conmplaint is that too nany men have been
eniployed. then it is a differeînt matter altogether.
I cannot understaund the guîires given by the hon.
Minister when I compare themn with the figures
furnished by the Agieulture Departmient in the
Canadian Statistical ear Book. The igures there
are not all like t hose given by tihe Minister of Rail-
ways. I find lhere that the expenditure of the;
Windsor anti Ainnapolis Railway is just 65 per cent
of its income.

Mr. McALISTER. Does that inelude the whole
of the railway ?

Mr. FRASER. Yes, andthey declare dividends.
Now, I find on page 38M of that book, that o otthe
Canada Atlantie system the earunigs per muile were
$4,1 10, whereaes the expense per muile is only $2,479;
of course there may lbe sote little difference in the
method of calculation, but I take this as correct.
I find that on the Canada Southern the eanings

mile were $12.22, and the expenditure y
,83.
Mr. HAGGART. I was giving you ithe train

mileage.

Mr. FRASER. Surely the train mileage eannot
be a sure test in investigating the tuith as to what
a railway costs ?

Mr. FRASE.

Mr. HAt;ART. Oh, yes
Nir. FR ASER. Does the neitod of valculation

pursuued by the Minster show that reallv the earn-
ines in one ease are greater or less than the earnings
per mile given here, as conpared with the expenses ?

Mr. HAUGART. The hon. gentleman uay see
that on a road I)tmiles long there mav be only one
train a daw, if there are 10i trains a day the earn-
ings per nile may be ji ki tines ais nmeh.

Mr. FRASER. I ean understand that.

Mr. HA(GGiART. And that the aetual test, aid
th e only one as to the eflieienev of nngement or
otherwise of the road, is the titauinmilage.

Mr. FRASER. Is it not as expeusi've inpropotr-
tion when two trains run a day as if one train mUs ?
I take it that this method oft calulation is the
better, and I tìnd here tha ithe Intercolonial Rail-
way is the only radilway in which its earnings r
Mile is not in e of its expenses per nule.
that as it nay, to return to what I said. If the
Minister of Raulwavs is correct, he bas demoustrat-
ed elearly that if this is a cheap road, he is all wrong
im taking aiway any of these inen untess they are
untit for the service or i stopping any of the rights
that the people of the Lower Provin-es now have
in regard to the runing of the trains. Let me ask
why have these men been euploýkyed, if it is now
neessary to discharge thei, beeîse the 3Jister
knows that it is always ditikult to depriVe people
of tbeir situations once vou enploy then. It mEay
be a small uatter with the Minîster of Railways,
to dismiss 100 or 20), or M0 employes, but it would
not seem ito me a less serions affair than expending
an inanense sun of money for one single property
in St. John, and expending $0,000 for a station
at Halifax. The Mlinisterbas not attempted to say
that these men were unnecessary, but he says thazt
they are not suitable, and that is the only reason.
lhe gives.

Mr. HAGGART. Did the hon. gentleman not
heaur me say that I had already redu.ed the numuber
of trains, and if you have less trains won't you re.
quire less men

Mr. FRASER. )eeidledly, when the number of
trains is reduced.

Mr. HAÇGART. I have done that.

Mr. FRASER. I understood fromn the hon.
gentleman that this is what he was guing to do,
but if he hlas done so, let nie ask him ifthe nutber
of men dismissed is proportionate to the number of
trains that are stopped ? Has hedismissed 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 whi the
Minister has appliedito the dismissal of these men?
If so i could understand it He has, he says, taken
off the train fron Halifax to St. John, I understand
that that train cost about $6,000 a year, but if I
arn wrong the Minister will correct me.

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

Mr. FRASER. Well, let me say $80,00. He
Sao taken off noer train in m a Sotia

from Stellarton to Pictou, and I will place that at
M,000. This is a saving of $100,000 a year in
Nova Scotia, but the Minister says heis 'ito
save nearly S500000. Therefore, the other $ -
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