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to, star&t balbk to-night, in so far as ail this
routine goes, just where we commenced
some weeks ago. That is e-onsidered a fair
proposition by the leader of the Opposition.

MLr. BUREAU: This is the firat intim-
ation we have had of these new roads. I
would ask also that the second schedule
be printed in Hansard se that we shahl
have copies of it.

Mr. MEI-GHEN: It will be printed to-
night.

Mr. BUREAU: Is the minister going to
have the Bill printed P

Mr. MEIGHE:N: The schedule wiil be
printed.

Mr. MICHAEL CLARK: What agree.
ment does the leader of the Opposition (MT.
McKenzie) refer to, that we should adjourn
at eleven o'clock at night? That is an
agreement We are not ail acquainted with,
and I should like to, suggest to, hirn that
it is really oniy a quarter past ten by the
sun. The' night is therefore, quite young.

Mr. MeKENZIE: I do not know if my
hon. f riend would eall it an agreement. It
was an arrangement between the acting
'Prime Minister '(Sir Thomas White) and
Myself that was made in the early stages
of the session. It was made at his sug-
gestio>n, flot mine.

Mr. MICHAEL CLARK: I suppose my
hon. friend wiil want to, get through the
session this year. 'I arn not in any hurry
and we have had a rather pleasant session
s0 far.

Mr. BUREAU: 1 arn surprised at my
hon. f riend wanting te be so retrograde.
Hie is generaily quite a progressive man.

Mr. MeKENZIE. It has been huried
across the floor of the House, very broadly
insinuated by the President of the Council
(Mr. Rowell), and not insinuated at adi,
but stated, by the Acting Prime Minister
(Sir Thomes White), that there was
on this side of the House a combin-
ation of hion. gentlemen, who repre-
sented the Canadian Pacifie raillway,
putting up this obstruction. I -can
oniy say that suchi a statement is absolutely
without the slightest foundation . in fact
and is an insinuation and statement which
reflects upon the honour and honesty of
men on this aide of the House. If the
Acting Primé Miniater thinks it is to bis
honour to be a member of a Parliam4nt
which is capable of having an Opposition
of sucli a character as he describes, I do

not think that is very nruch. to his credit.
1 arn sorry he is not here at present as I
wish to tell him that, if my estimation of
him would mean anything to him. I arn
very sonry to have heard him making the
heated statements he made to-day. I hope
when he reads them in print, he wiiI be
sorry for having aiiowed bis passion to cai,-
ry hlm away to the extent o! branding
honourabie members on this side as being
in the pay o! any concern or influenèed by
any consideration except that of duty to
the people. If anybody on that side thinks
that was a proper position for the leader
of the Government to take, I arn very .much
surprised. A great deal bas been said
about where and how we stand in regard
to this business. Last year there was not
a word about this company or this policy,
and I wish to. put myself right by stating
exactiy what I said last year when there
was not a word about what is being done
now. Last year, when the Estimates of
the Minister of Raiiways were before the
Hous, I said, in part, as reported on page
2191 of Hansard:

m.r. mcIxenzie: It Is important for the People
that we should have some conception of what
we are dolng. If this were a meeting of d1rec-
tors lt would not be a very cheerful one. The
directore and sbaireholders would have dlscov-
ered that we were spendlng away Up in the
millions in the development and working of
the road. ibut that we have made no money.
We are ln debt. If we were ordlnary directors
and shareholders of a road we would have to
put our hands down ln our poCkets te find
money in order to ma-ke betterments and to
run the road, and that wouild not be a oheerful
proopect. However, we are new beginners in
t-his enterprise. I was neyerý in favour of
Governmnent ownershlp.

There can be no mistake about where I
stood.

I arn not ln favour of it now; as I thlnk
private enterprise wlll do better in these mat-
ters. Particularly in colonization and develop-
ment, will private enterprise and private energy
do much better than Government ownershlp.

Now I want to be perfectly plain.

Èut by the force of circuinstances, we are i
this net, and we must stay in it and rnake the
niost of It-that Is the way I view ItL

No mistake about that.
Whlle a 'great rallway like the Canadian

Pacifie 15 being conducted privately we have
somethlng to'compare our works with. It wouid
be interestlng for myseif as a citizent of Can-
ada and a member of this Hlouse to know how
our expenses ver mile of operation, for rnerely
running the road, compare with the expenses
of the Canadian Pacifie. It would be lnterest-
lng to know how our expenses for betterments,
for keeping the road ln repair, for rolllng stock
and ail other requirements compare with those
of the Canadian Pacifie. Everybody admit@ that


