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crificism of the proposal that the Grand

Trunk Pacific Railway C>n)p'iny or the

Grand Trunk Railwav Company under

that name phall pet into the west. What

I am criticising is the mode of doing it. It

seems to me most extraordinary, most

condradictory and a complete reversal and

eondemnatioD of the policy which the

-government adopted in 1897.

Then, what advantages are secured to

the country for the assistance granted to

ihisroad? T! -» portion \^hich the hon.

minister says is a magnificent business

proposition is the portion which ia to be

"built with ;>iv( rnment assistance. There

is no contract for the pontrol of rates such

as has been obtained in Manitoba. There

is on'v the control that is exercised over

railways R'nerally.

Are there any lower pate« aruapan-

teed 7 None ape gruapanteed and how
can you expect lowrep patca In Tle^v of

the Btatisttcs which I have preaented
to the House and In view of the atatla-

tlos of a slmllap ohapactep which have
alpeady been submitted. In addition to

that thepe le, fop the peaaons that I

have mentioned, no assupanee that the
tpada shall be sent thpoutfh Canadian
channels.

Further than that the Grand Trunk Pa-

-cific is given power to engape in almost

«very possible description of enterprise

and in that way it may be possible in the

fature that individual enterprises may be

dwarfed and curtailed when it may come

into competition with this great corpora-

tion.

Mr. Speaker, the opposition might well

content itself with stating generally the

objections to the policy of ihe government,

but, in view or the importance of the ques-

tion it is essential that an outline of our

policy should at least be stated. In the

first place I say that I believe this is a

question upon which any political party

in Canada should obtain the best possible

expert assistance and advice, and it would

be our policy, by commission or otherwise

in the speedic^t possible way to obtain

that advice and aisistance bo as to be Able

to act upon broad lines, upott reasotiable

lines and with due inquiry, with due

promptitude and at the same time with

due caution and deliberation. Uubjeet to

that consideration the policy which I think

should be adopted by the country is, in th«

first plnce, as follows

:

Canada has expended on the Iritewx)-

lonial Rai'wav over $70,000,000 and of

that expenditure flSOOOOOO pointed to

further development, to a further t-xtension

of rhe road to the west. As I said before

in answer to the hon. member for Hants

(Mr. Russell), you have the Intproolonial

Railway and you have to do something

with it. Will you sell it or give it away ?

AreyougMng to let it stnnd still or are

you going to develop and extend it ? Is it

alone of all the great railwavs in this

country to stand still, because we must re-

member that st«g<ti<>n moa^' in the md
ruin ? T sav that I am not one of the

pessimists such aa the hon member for

Hants who are afrsid of the future of the

I
Intercolonial Railway The hon. pentle-

man tnlked about reFiimists Did von

ever bear anything more pessimistic than

the doleful account he cave of the pros-

pects of the Intercolonial Railway and his

expression of opinion that the people are

not able to operate efficiently their own

railway ? He spoke about croakers. I do

not want to flpplv any terms of that kind

even though they come from him, but I

will ask when he is dealing with the In-

tercolonial railway who the croaker is in

this House to day.

What are we >ro!n!? to do

with the Intercolonial Rail-

way ? We ape not gfolng to

Give it away, 1 hope. Wo
are not going to sell it, I

hope, and we are not Roing

to let it stand still, I hope.

Other railways thronghoot

the country are being de-

veloped and extended. Why
not the Intereolonial Rail-

way ? I Sty that I do nwt

believe the Conserv«tlv«

party, the piai^ty wbleh had

the courage to build tito In-

tereolonial Railway, tim


