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THK SUBSTITUTE FOR THE FIAIE VERTK CANAL. 6

(listjvnce to bo Btived by the Short (^it. Tho ComniisHioutirH liad represented the dintance

Hiived from Montreal to St. John uh only 22r) niileH, whereas it is aetnally .'iOO miles, making

an error in flieir ciilciiIatioiiH of 27r) niilen. Their opinion was, that the small distance to he

saved would not warrant the expenditure. The prejudice produced in some (luarter.^i hy the

misrepre.senlation of distance (and hence the erroneous conclusions of the report) endures to

this day. The h)llowing admissions were however made :

'• The evidenej- taken, and the observations which the Commissioners have had the oppor-

"tunity of makiiiff, have impressed them deeply with tlie vast resources of New nrunswick,

" Xova Scotia and l'riii(;c Kdward Island, and the large increase which may l)e reasonably

"looked for in their trade and cnnimerce."'

It was, however, most fortunate for the Dominion that the verdict of tliis Commission,

incorrect as it was, delayed for a while the public expectation. It gave time for a /««' idea to

be develo[)ed which was happily destined to prevent the country trom falling into a most irre-

trievable error of judgment and from an exfienditure counted liy millions of dollars,—</ Ueittr

Hindi III' i-iit)niiiiiifi'iiliiiii liitwt'cii till hiiii svas way imssihlr.

\\\ 1S7'') the author of this paper stdimitted his opinion to the public through the Press

that a SuiP K.\ii.\v.\v would not only fulfil all the re(|uirement8, but in numy respects would

be preferable to a canal ; that there was no engineering difiieulty either in the construction or

operation of such a line; and that vessels in full cargo could be transjiorted over the Isthmus

in perfect safety and at small expense. That the transport would take less time, and the

luaintenaiKH', repairs anil operating would be no greater than by canal. This bold suggestion

arrested all further discussions of a canal, and for six years there was no further move made

tending to solve the jirobleni of tlie Isthmian Transit. The Dominion (lovernraent had

entered upon a policy of fostering its own manufactures and relying upon its own productions

for its prosperity. The result soon showed itself in a marked increase in the raising of cotil

and lumber, which was followed by a corresponding increase in the coasting trade and

commercial marine of the Maritime Provinces.

At length, in 1881, the author carried out> at his own exjiense, a survey and location for

a Ship Railway, an<l having found a good line, submitted a proposal to the Hon. Sir Charles

Tupper, Minister of Railways and Canals, offering to form a company to carry out the work,

provided the (Tovernment would subsidize the work, for about one-third the cost of a canal.

The proposed siilisidy took the form of an anmuil i-ontribution by the (Jovernment to the

('ompany of !!?1.')0,000 per annum for twenty-live years, which, if capitalized at tour per cent.,

would be equal to the sum of jf2,;}43,;512.

The jiroposal, therefore, if adopted, would save to the country the cost of the Canal, to

which it was pledged, as before stated, estimated at $7,100,000, less the sum of :S2,84H,812, the

capitalized value of the subsidy, or a saving of no less than lS4,7o6,688.

lion. Sir Charles Tupper, Minister of Railways and Canals, referred the whole (|uestion

to the Chief Engineer of his Department, and Mr. Collingwood Schricber reported as follows:

1. " That the project is quite practicable of execution."

2. " That the Ship Railway as }tropo8ed would be a good substitute for the Canal originally

" contemplated.

3. " That the advantage in respect of cost as compared with that of a Canal would be

" greatly in favour of the Ship Railway, the cost of a half tide canal being calculated by the

" Government Engineers at from ;$5,fi50.000 to IS8,21 7,849; whereas the subsidy asked for by
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