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that le that the goverument have flot adopt-
ed that recommendatIon of the Transporta-
tion Commission. It bas flot natlonalized
eitber of these ports or auy other ports.
Moutreal bas not received any money from
the goverament iu the direction of the
nationalization of that port. Neither bas
Quebec. 1 will admit that the machlnery
recently provided by the goverfiment for
the administration of the harbour of Mont-
reni la undoubtedly an improvement upon
the old on1e. But it is an old system. It
Is flot a new system. It is flot an Ideal
system, as my hon. friend from Beauhar-
noie (Mr. Bergeron) says, and It is flot the
new systemn that la recommended. I1 take
then some of these Improvements lu bar-
bours and rivers, flot only lu Quebec, but
ln the other provinces. No doubt there are
urgent cails everywbere, but why cannot
we declare, in the first place, that we adopt
that recommendatIon ; that we adopt that
report, as we go ail the other reports, even
the most' trivial, that are made -to this
governmeut, and set asîde every year a cer-
tain amount for the carrying out of the
report, instead of layiug that report entire-
ly aside and pursuing the systemn we bave
pursued for years? Iu 1908 tbe pretext for
nnmiug this commission was preciseIy that
we wanted to adopt a proper systemi of
trnsportation In Canada, and that we
meant to carry It out. My bon. friend bas
taken very great care to nvoid saylng that
the goverument proposed to adopt the polley
recommended by tbe Transportation Com-
mission. You neyer can get tbe goveru-
ment to say of that report : We adopt it
or we reject It. If tbey do sometbing which
happens to be lncluded ln the recommen-
dations of the Transportation Commission
they say : You see that we are carrying
out that report ; but tbe systemn of trans-
portation and tbe equipment of our ports
whicb they recommeud have not been car-
ried ont. -My 'hon. friend bas polnted
ont that some works were executed on tbe
Kaministiquia river. Yes ; tbere have been
some improvements there, somne dredging;
but tbat is not wbat the Transportation

- Commission recommended. They say that
as 'tbat is tbe bead of Canadien naviga-
tion, you muet lmmediately nationallze the
ports of Port Artbur and Fort William,
just as you muet nationalize the ports of
Montreal, Quebec, St. John and Halifax;
that the land there muet be lmmedlately
taken possession of by the government
wblle it la cbeap aud easlly avallable, and
that certain works must be executed lmi-
mediately. Notbing o! tbat klud bas been
doue any more than bas been doue lu
Montreal. It seems to me that when we
vote millions every year, as we do bere, it
ls competent for members of this House,
instead of criticising every item Indîvidual-
ly. to direct the atteutiou of the govern-
ment to this report, whicb bas been pre-

pared by competeut men, and to ask whnt
you are going to do about it. Are you going
to carry it out, or are you going to con-
tinue the old system?

Mr. BERGERON. I believe that whnt
my hion. frieud from Jacques Cartier (Mr.
Monk) bas said la perfectly in order and to
the point, and that the best way to reply
to the hou. acting Minister of Public Works,
(Mr. Fisher) wouid be to rend to himi
'Hansard' between the years 1879 and
1896.

Mr. FISHER. Oh, do not do that.

Mr. BERGERON. During tbe time the
ConservatIve party were lu power ail these
Items nppeared lu the estimates, and yenr
after year we rend the very samne names.
'You would Imagine tbnt it was a perpetunî
paymeut that la expected every year by the
pinces whicb are mentioued. The hou. gen-
tlemen opposite, wben tbey sat bere-nand
they may bave been right-declared that
this mouey was being spent for nothing,
that it was a corrupt expenditure, aud that
this was the way wbicb lied been adopted
of buying up counties. The bon. acting
minister answers our crlticismn by snying
that these recommendatIons are not made
by members of pariament. No; but mem-
bers of parliament are pressed by their
electors. We were promised, in 1896,-that
If there was n change of goverument there
would be a change of metbods. But the
methods bave not been changed. Hon.
gentlemen are Iu n better position than -%e
w*ere before 1896 'by reason of the*repor't
of tbis commission. They can ans'wer to
these people who are clamnouring for these
little bits of work : We have appointed
a commission and we are ouly going to
carry out the report of the commission.
But my bion. friieud goes furtber than that.
H1e le ready to accept the proposition o!
the commission, bie le ready to make
further large expeuditures which it pro-
poses, and whi'ch 1 think may be riglit.
I belleve that no amount of money should
be spared to put the ports o! Halifax and
St. John lu proper shape. I believe that
any amount of money spent in Montreal
would be -welI spent, and, ns my bon. friend
fromn Jacques Cartier ays, Instend o!
squanderiug over three-qunrters o! n mil-
lion lu little bits o! wharfs and pleces of
work rigbt and left, if that money were
speut upon the ports of Halifax and Mont-
treal, or any other national harbour lu
Canada, it would be more advantageous to
the country. As my hou. frlend, from
Jacques Cartier says, and as the bon. act-
ing minister knows, there muet be an end
to this. We know what It meanus; It
mens that if the minIster does not give
the people of sucb and snob n county n
littie bit of work hie mny lose n few votes.
But the people muet be educnted upon
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