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free port. We are building a ]nagnificent
pier at Quebec te afford accommodation for
large ocean steamers. On the great lakes
also, in conjunction. with the Canadian Pa-
cific Itailway and the Grand Trunk Pacific
TRailway, we are developing the harbours of
Victoria and Tiffin, so as to afford accommo-
'dation for large steamers ; and I arn happy
to say that we are dredging those harbours
se rapidly that we expect by the lst of
October te make it possible for large steam-
ers to come right ul) to the elevators which
those two railway companies are building.
1 believe the resuit of this will be to build
up a uew Buffalo at each of these places,
and thus to draw away fromn Buffalo, New
'York, Baltimore and Portland millions of
'bushels of grain that now find their outiet
by these Amierican ports. At Port Arthur
anti Fort William we are carrying out the
'saine large national idea, dcepening the
barbours in order to give ample accommo-
dation for the large lake vessels that go
there. This is our policy from the Atlantic
'to the Pacifie, and if we bave flot in words
carried out the policy enunciated by the
Transportation Commission, we are in fact
carrying it out as rapidly as wc can, con-
sistcntly with the resources of the country.

Mr. MONK. 1 do not like to allow the
statement of my hon. friend te go entircly
unchallcngcd. I for xny part am impressed
witlî the idea that he bas not recently read
the report of the Transport-ation Commis-
sion, for its suggestions are net being car-
ricd ont in the spirit any more 'than la the
letter. We were advised by the Transpor-
tation Commission to do something without
'delay to establishi national ports on tbe
Pacifie coast, at Victoria, Vancouver and
even Prince Rupert, if 1 remember rightly.

Mr. PUGSLEY. Do national ports neces-
sarily men free ports ?

Mr. MONK. Unquestîonably. If there
was any doubt about that, that doubt was
set at rest by the Transportation Commis-
sion stating la so mny words that they
should be free ports. What have we done
at Fort William and Port Arthur? We
were advised to set aside without a mo-
'ment's delay a certain space along the
w'aterfront and construet shipping facili-
'tics la tbat space ; but we have net done
so. We have instead instltuted a larbour
Commission there, wblch was exactly what
the Transportation Commission did flot
suggcst. What we bave donc at this end
'of the great lakes I *will net take time te
dilate upon. But take the port of Montreal.
At present. we have arrlving there large
steamers laden wîth grain. Lt is the be-
gianing of an Immense grain trade at Mon-
treal, which we have flot had se far be-
cause of the lnck of faclîties. A steamer
carrying 90,000 bushels of grain arrivlng in
~Montreal takes aine hours to dlscharge its
cargo, whlle other vessels are waltlng, be-

Mr. PUGSLEY.

cause our grain elevator there has only one
leg. Lt ought te bave at lenst eight or ten
additional legs, which could be built at a
cost of from $30,000 te $60,000 cach. Go to
Duluth and Superior, and see how the dis-
charging of vessels is done there. Although
this matter bas been referred te time and
again, ie goverument has contiaued deaf
to this nccessity la the port of Montreal,
Mïille ,they squander money On wharfs
whicl la mnny cases are net askcd for, or
are qsked for by members slmply for some
private reasea. What are the goverament
doing la regard te constructing the Geor-
gian Bay canal ? Mr. Reford deemed that
work te be of such importance that he sup-
plemented the report of the Transportation
'Commnission with another report la which
'le said t1at tue ceveiopmentsi recentty
taking place la the United States rendered
'It absolutely imperative that we should
'without any further delay preceed with the
construction of the Georgian Bay canal.

My bon. frlend speaks of ebliging certain
localities. Weil, there Is a public work twicc
recommendcd by that commission which
wvill benefit many localities. It will benefit
net only Montreal but the whele country ;
and If the money we are spending uselcssly
on works, with the sole ebjeet of gaining
political ndvantagc, were net spent, there
would ha eneugh ýte pay the annual Inter-
est on the cest of the Georgian Bay canal.
It is bigh time that we should Icave eut po-
litics in the selection of public works te be
done~ and master this transportation prob-
lem, lnstead of squandering money on works
that may ha of seme use here and there but
that are by ne means urgent.

Mr. PUGSLEY. Wlth regard te the port
of Montreal, my hon. friend dees net do
justice te the Harbour CommIssioners whe,
are carrying on se successfully thc great
xverk of developing that port.

Mr. MONK. They are doing It very well.

Mr. PUGSLEY. They are deing It se
well that net long age, quite a note of alarm
was soundcd from New Yo'rk at the way
tbe port of Montreal Is drawlng trade from
that city. I believe the commission will
continue te de good work, and the govcrn-
ment can be reasonably generous la fur-
nishing the necessary funds. Lt is ail very
wcll te accuse this ýgovernmcnt of squander-
ing moey on wharfs ; but instead of mak-
ing a general statement, it would be better
te point eut on what particular wharfs the
money is being squandercd.

Mr. MONK. I know that Is a very dis-
agrecable task and exposes one te very un-
faIr attack. But I have ne hesitation te
point tbcm eut If forccd Into that position.
Take my ewn province, there are very ex-
tensive works going on at St. Johns. I be-
Ileve that the gevernment arc there delng
works wblch largely, If net entirely, sheuld
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