——

— -

a l}alf or two years, on the most approved
Principle for resisting ice, and she has
Performed the service—I have not heard
Oue gentleman from Prince Edward Tsland
Who  has spoken say otherwise—most
efficiently, I am assured from enquiries
at I have made of the Department that
She has only failed three times during the
}éast year in making the transit across the
traits at the ordinary time or thereabouts.
The proposition, therefore, is that we are
make a subway or a tunnel to create
COmmunijcation across the Straits of
orthumberland at a cost—at my hon,
friend’s estimate—of about $11,000,000,
Or at the cost of the Severn tunnel, of
821,000,000, in order to provide better
Crossing on three days of the year. That
18 actually what it  comes down to, and
at jllustrates how premature this de-
Mmand is at this moment. There is nothing
Yot to show that this steamer does not,
With reasonable efficiency, and more than
Teasonable efficiency, perform the service
Which is required for the crossing of the
traits of Northumberland. My hon. friend
tom Marshfield, who always speaks with
andor and straightforwardness on every
ﬂub]‘?ct, has stated that the vessel does good
S8ervice, that she performs the service with
v efficiency ; and my hon. friend from
Alberton, in hisaddress, did not devote half
3 dozen sentences to any imputation on the
hefficiency of the “Stanley.” My hon.
‘1end from Murray Harbor in his specch
Uated upon the suiferings and the troubles
« e people who travelled by the
thNQI'thern ight ” and by ice-boats across
e‘e ice, but he did not materially depre-
1ate the service by the “Stanley.” What
wo did say was as much praise of the
Stanley 7 a5 could be expected from a
8entleman who insists upon a subway or
u‘mnel across the Straits, and who stands
t}f"m the ground that the agreement with
® Island originally was to have a sub-

8 a’.‘)’; and not a service by steamer. He
\d that the words “steam service ” did

:ﬁt Mean service by water, and he stated
knat everybody in his senses at the time

o SW that a service by water could not be
ha, slently maintained, and that it must
A been a different service that was
m:Hded, Now, I say that an hon. gentle-
Wan Who thinks that the original bargain
liksl that we should make a tunnel is not

Y to give anything but faint praise to

& Steggxship service, and yet my hon. friend
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did give the crossing by the “Stanley”
something more than faint praize. He
found no fault with it in any great degree..
I take it, therefore, we are justified in:
assuming that up to this time the service
rendered by the ‘“Stanley” is as good a
service by a steamer as it is possible to
procure. We may find that we have been
deceived in that, because, as I learn, and
as we all know, the winter has not been
very severe during the past two seasons,
and it may turn out in the future that if
the winters should prove colder and a
greater body of ice should appear in the
Straits this steamer will not perform the
service efficiently, But surely, before we
plunge into this enormous expenditure,
which my hon. friend from Halifax is wil-
ling to put at $5,000,000, and which he
thinks we should expend, because in his
opinion we spent $3,000,000 elsewhere
foolishly

Hon. Mg, POWER—I did not say that.

Hox. Mr. ABBOTT—The hon. gentle-
man said that the Government ought to be
made to do this, because they had spent
$3,000,000 foolishly elsewhere.

Hon. Mr. POWER--I did not put it
that way.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Very much like
that, in substance. But my hon. friend
did not stop there. Another of his reasons
for thinking that the Government should
spend at least $5,000,000 on this service
was that they had spent $70,000,000 in
obtaining access to British Columbia.
Now that is a statement of the case which
is not characterised by my hon. friend’s
usual fairness and candor. The expen-
diture of $70,000,000 on the Canadian
Pacific Railway was not made only to
enable us to get to the Pacific Ocean, or
to earry out the agreement with British
Columbia: it was made to enable us to
open up our enormous North-West Terri-
tories, and for a good many other purposes
which I need not mention, besides merely
getting to British Columbia. That was an
argument which my hon. friend from
Murray Harber also used, and he desired
to give it point by understating, I think,
the population of British Columbia. Now
it does not seem to me that these are argu-
ments at all. Let us assume for a moment
that the Government did spend $70,000,000




