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If honourabie gentlemen possessed ail the in-
formation that I do, I do flot think they
would for one moment consent to this pro-
posai: they wouid realize imrnediately how
unfair it would ha to proceed with these works
under existing financial conditions. Under this
Bill about 811,000,000 would be the propor-
tion assigned for construction in Alberta and
Saskatchewan. That expenditure is to ex-
tend over a period of three years, which
mneans that the expenditure during the next
tweive months would be about 83,500,000. If
the Governrnent thinks these roads are neces-
sary, it shoffld bc easy to apply $3,000,000 of
the $73,000,000 provided in the Estirnates to
buiid these roads and thus avoid any deiay.
In fact, as soon as we passed the first Suppiy
Bill, under which we voted one-sixth of the
supply for the year, the work on these roads
couid have been commenced. In sorne cases
bridges have been buiit and the roads have
been graded, and it is not such a serious thing
if this Bill is flot passed.

The rnost serious thing that couid happen
would be for the members of the House of
Commons and the Senate from now on to
give to the Board of Railway Management
the right to go ahead and buiid railways with-
out first obtaining a vote from Pariiarnent,
and without the details, which we have had
in the past, being placed before us.

Let me give the Huse some idea of the
amount we wili have voted when the Sup)-
plementary Estimates now before the House
of Comnmons have been passed. The Main
Estimates for the year amount to $427,551,-
2135.73. 0f that sum $73,000,000 is for the
construction and betterment and operation
of the railways. Thon there is a Suppiement-
ary Estimate of $5,500,000-1 think that is
for bonuseQ to the Civil Service. There is

ufiirther Supplementarv Estimate of $18,-
202,105.66, and a stiii further Suppiementary
Estimate of $14,711,351.05. These sums total
$465,924,692.44. In addition to that there are
other amouints which do flot appear in the
Estimates. By thîs means, the Government
wili be able to show that their Estimates
were only so and so. 1 arn not finding feuit
with that. We voted $10,000,000 for the
Montreal H-arbour Commission, and $5,000,000
for the Vancouver Harbour Commission un-
der Bis similar to this one, and under which
we gave them power to spend the money as
they iiked. I suppose the management of
the Canadian National Railways has iooked
up the matter, and has thought it would be a
deiightfui scheme for thern to build a thou-
land miles of railway this year or another
thousand ncxt year if they did flot have to
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report to Pariiament, where the expenditure
might corno under criticism. For that rea-
son they ask in this Bill for $28,307,900. If
the Bill were to go through, the total amount
of money voted this year would amount to
$509,232,592.

In the face of that, honourabie gentlemen,
I ask is it fair to adopt any such policy as
this for the construction of railways, many
of which, I claim, are unnecessary and wiil
oniy add to the deficit of the Canadian Na-
tional Raiiways? In addition to the cost of
building the roads, the cost of equipment
must be taken into consideration. The Gov-
ernment of the day states that there wiil he
a ioss on the railway of $50,000,000 or $60,-
000,"000 this year; in fact that the deficit wiil
be greater than iast year. I understood that
when the present Government was in oppo-
sition, and even after it came into power,
tue watchword was economy. I could show,
hon)ourable gentlemen, that the expenditures
t o-day are greater than they have been in the
past and that if the Bill is passed the watch-
word should no longer be economy, but ex-
travag-ance. I do flot helieve it is in the
public ictorest to pass this Bill, and I trust
that it wili receive the six months' hoist, and
that the Government will realize the situa-
tion and bring in Suppiementary Estimates
when they want to build railroads, so that
we may have an opporunity of dealing withi
them on their merits. We ail know that rail-
roads must be buiit; but they must be built
with an eye to reducing the ioss on the Cana-
dian National Railways so that they will be-
corne an asset to the country instead of a
liability.

Hon. Sir EDWARD KEMP: My difficulty
in connection with this Bill is flot only the
form in which it is presented to this House,
although I agree with those who have spoken
in that regard. I also agree with the motion
moved by my leader, and întend to support it.

Various plausible reasons can be advanced,
flot only with respect to the building of the
railroads which we are now considering, but
vçith respect to dozens of other projected limes
in this country. We have a sparsely settled
country, a great deal of which may be said
tu be very new country, and it is owing, to
some extent at any rate, to the general railway
policy of the past 20 years that we find aur-
selves in sucli a difficuIt position. I need not
go into the question of who is responsible for
the railway situation in this country.

It ig my intention to address the members
of this House for but a few minutes. My
reasons for supporting the motion of the leader
of the Opposition are perhaps sornewhat differ-


