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In use, with a margin to allow for nn in*

crenne In the weight of rolling stock ; it

should have engines of 00 tons weight with-
out the tender and car» of 50 tons capacity
of cargo. The road must be built with
bridges capable of sustaining the weight of
cars with n carrying capacity W) per cent
greater than Is now required and with cor-
responding increase In weight of engines.
And with a road of that Itlnd, consider-
ing prospective improvements in railway
material, I feel hopeful that the route
will be able to compete with the water
route. There has been a constant, a regu-
lar inci-ease In the eflBcIency of railway
transportation. We have had the Introduc-
tion of the fish-plate .loint, maljing i>ractl
cally a continuous rail. We have li.ul the
Introtluction of the steel rail In place of the
Iron rail. We have had the lucreasi In the
weight of the rail. We have had the In-
crease in the firmness of the road-bed. We
have had a great Increase In the weight and
hauling capacity of engines, and an Increase
In the carrying capacity of cars from 10
tons to 50 tons. Trains are run on first-class
roads with a capacity of hauling 2,000 tons
of cargo to the train without requiring any
greater force of engineers, firemen, bralte-
men and other attaches of the train than
were required twenty years ago for trains
that carried 250 or 300 tons. And this pro-
gress and improvement still goes on ; the
efficiency of railways will be still further
Increased. And with the kind of road that
I foreshadow—not the kind of roads that
exist now in competition with the water
transportation—It Is my belief that we can
compete with the water route. I know of
a road with a maximum grade of 19 feet to
the mile running from Buffalo to Detroit
through the province of Ontario. The only
limit to the size of their trains on that road
is the question of their management—
whether they are too unwieldy to be man-
aged or not ; they do not like a train that is

over half a mile long. They can haul upon
that road sixty or seventy loaded freight
cars with the utmost ease. Compare that
with a road on which the emgln* la

struggling up a gi-ade of sixty or seventy
feet to the mile with twelve or fifteen cars,
and you can see the difference between a
first-class road and a second-class road.
We want a road from Winnipeg to Quebec
thoroughly first-class In its construction
and equipment ; a road that, In the ordin-
ary way of business, can carry trains with
2,000 tons of freight. If we get that kind
of a road, in my opinion we can transport
wheat from Winnipeg to Quebec for less
than 12 cents per bushel. Now, the rate
to-day from Winnipeg to Port Arthur by
the Canadian Pacific Railway is 7J cents
per bushel. And, at the rate I have given
as a basis of transportation between Winni-
peg and the lakes, the transportation on
this line will be cheaper than the present
transportation jwrtly by water and partly
by rail.

Mr. McCREARY. The rate from Winni-
peg to Port Arthur Is more than 7} cents a
bushel ; It is 14 cents a hundred.

Mr. CHARLTON. They have lately re-
duced the rate. I was speaking with Sir
Thomas Shaughnessy the other day, and
ho told nio they had 'educed the rate to 7J
cents per bushel. ^^ uh the kind of road I
am talking about, It is my opinion we can
carry grain from Winnipeg to Quebec la
competition with the partly water and the
partly rail routes that pass to the south.
And at this point I wish to impress upon
the government the absolute necessity of
securing the construction of a rotid of this
kind. If because of difficulties of engineer-
ing. If because of enhanced cost of the road,
wu permit ourselves to construct a road
with grades of 50 or 00 feet to the mile, we
shall defeat our own purpose ; we cannot
do what we desire that this road should do
—that Is, compete with the other routes.
Rut with a road of the kind I speak of,
we can In all probability transport freight-
to Quebec successfully. And 1 say this in
the face of the arguments I used on the 20th
of May last, comparing water rates with
th3 rates on the now existing roads from
the west to the east.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentleman's
(Mr. Charlton's) argument is the exact re-
verse of what he said then.

Mr. CHARLTON. It wIU be evident that
when I am dealing with new conditions,
when I am dealing with a road entirely
different from the class of road we have
now, I am entitled to say that the results
probably will be different. An argument
based upon the old condition of things will
not apply to the new conditions.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). What Is the
hon. gentleman's (Mr. Charlton's) estimate
of the cost of a road of that character ?

Mr. CHARLTON. I am coming to that,
and

Mr. SPROULE. I thought the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Charlton) was arguing the ab-
stract question of carriage by rail and car-
riage by water.

Mr. CHARLTON. It will be conduclTe,
I think, to the object of this debate to allow
me to proceed without Interruption. If,
when I get through, there is anything I
have not touched upon, I shall be happy to
deal with It. Mr. Speaker, it is evident that
the government comprehends the magni-
tude of this Issue ; for It Is an U ue of
great magnitude ; we have not been con-
fronted with 80 great a one since the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway debate. The gorera-
ment comprehends the magnitude of this
Issue and has conscientiously done its best
And I may be allowed to say to my bon.
friends opposite that this is a question tbat
affects the future of this great countir,
with its three millions of square milea of
territory, with Its enormous resources and


