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still it is fair to sav, especially -wlen this clhangce
ias been continuei and the people remain well

satistied. that the manlao-egiment was improved by
the introduction of the comlnussin. That applies
entirelv to those couîntries and to the condition of
those countries. WNe have a roadi ii Canada that
has Ibeen mnaged alnost twenty vears b>y the Gov-
erniient, and I do not think I say too mimeh wlen
I attirm thiat the results are iot satisfactoi'v. I
differ from lion. gentlemen himo Claili that we
should 1he satisfied, notwithstanding the fact that
there is such a deficit, and notwithstanding the fact
that we are brouglt face to face with an increasing
deticit fron year to year. That is iot a satisfac-
tory result. We have had this management under
the Governments of both parties, and in both cases
thee vwas a deficit. So we may say we have giveni
it a fair trial, amI I do not believe the Government
of Canada cai manage the roaqd as satisfactoriy as
a commission or a company. With respect to the
location of the Intercolonial Railway, I desire to
Offer a few renarks. I comte from St. Jolhn and we
are deeply interested in the road. I remember
there was a great deal of discussion and dissatisfac-
tion in St. John when the road was located, buti
an not at all prepared to say that the location is
not a proper one, or that it is a very improper mne.
We have opened up a very important section of
province ; the roal passes several very considier-
able towns along the north shore, and, speaking as
a St. John man, I know our trade fron St. John,
in that section of the country has increased con-
siderablv by means of the Intercolonial Railway.
We now have, largely owing to private enterprise,
the road down the St. John valley. Then it was
said by the Minister of Railways, and put forward
very strongly as against the view of the lion. meni.
ber for Albert (Mr. Weldon), that this road was
built as a national highway, and, therefore, it
should continue to be a Government highway, to
be operated by the Government. I must say I
differ soinewhat from the Minister of J ustice, in
regard to that niatter. I know the road was built
as a national roail, that it was part of the condition
of the union of the provinces, the road should be
built and should be operated. It has been built,
and it has been operated. There is no proposition
not to operate it. It is intended to operate it, and
the obje3t of my lion. friend's renarks is not to
decrease its utility, but to place it in a position
that it could be better operated in the best
interests of our country. That is the object.
It is not at all to do away with the road
as a national road, or interfere with the operat-
ing of it, but ou- desire is to operate it more
in the interest of the country than is n possible.
We have had a trial of the managenent of the road
by the Governnént, and I do not think it has been
satisfactory. For what reason ? Let us look arotund
us. It is said our rates of freight are too low. The
first thing I see. is that it is run as a political road.
I do not care what .party is in power or what
Governmient, the Intercòoonial Railway is a political
roadi, and fhis fact is against its best interests.
Anyone acquainited with tlhe railway counties knows
very well the pressure continually brought to bear
on the répre'sentatives to have nen appointed to
position s on the road and retained there, and the
managers are really only agents so long- as the road
is managed by the Goverunmenlt, because political
pressure is ,continually brought to bear, no matter
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wiat îparty is in powv er. Si if that fact does inter-
fere with the best. mode of mauaging the roal. low
siall we obviate that difticultV . Is it not plain tiat
it is to remnove this road as faras possible froin poli-
tical iiflueiices ? It is sai tihat it would not be lesir-
able to Iand it over to a private company. I agree
entirely with that view. I would beentirelyopposed
tg hanîding over its nanagemrrent tg) a pri vate comr-
palny. But. wth respect to the otier rIo sition,
I amr disposed to think-in fact I believe. after
giv inig somte study to the matter and reading tirhe
results obtained by the conmissioners in New
South W ales-thrat a connrnission shoul ben pj>ointeul
that wouhl be non-poltical, the samne s are the
appoiinmentsocf thre AuditorG(eneral and the j udges,
so they would Le free fromr the control of the Gev-
emniient, and the entire management of thie moad
should be placed in their liands, to be ianragedi on
business principles. I believe it should bie mnanîaged
on business princip)les. I ditfer iii tiat resCpect fromr
wiat has been said by somnie lion. gentlemen. I do
not believe the deficit should be as large as it is,
hecause there is a long section of the moad which
paysverywell, the section friom St. -John to Halifax.
Tiere is a loss I believe, on the iortliern portion of
the road. It is said the trains are run over the road
at a high rate of speed for long distances. It nay
be so ; I do not say it is so. A commission % would
tind out if too many trains are rin for the business
to be done or a too high rate of speed muaintained. If
those evils are ascertained they can be renedied,
and they cau be remiedied more easily aind prompt-
lv if the road is placed in conmmnission than. if
nranaged as at present hy the Government.
There is another miatter referred to by my hon.
colleague fron St. Jlohrn, the inamagenment of the
road so far away fron the mad itself. I submit
that is niot a satisfactory management, and suci a
management cannot be made satisfactory. I am
speaking as a man fromn a raiIway constituenîcy, and
I know the difficulties attending it, because I feel
them every day. I believe even in this particular
there is a wrong which mnay lie renedied. Looking
at these mnatters I think the people may fairly comne
to the coniclusion that during the past twenty years
we have iad sutficient experience of the present
systeni of management and we should have sone
change. I must say that I anr glad that the lion.
nieiner for Albert (Mr. Weldon) bas brought this
questioni up, and I trust thrat the Government will
give it a fair consideration, because I know that if
they do give it a fair consideration they will conne
to the conclusion that the present maniagenent of
the Intercolonial Railway is unsatisfactory, and it
will be necessary to look arouid to see wlhat is the
best management. If the management is not to be
handed over to a private conpaiy, thien we are
bound to consider whether or not a commînission
will h1andle the railway in a more satisfactory way
than at present.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). Mr. Speaker, I
do not intend to detain the House at. any length,
blit I wish to make one or two renarks upon this
stibject, and to call the attention of the Hlouse to
orue or two circumstances which I think had per-
haps be better referred to in connection with the
nanagement of the Intercolonial Railway. I
think we all feel grateful to the hon. member for
Albert (Mr. W'eldon) for bringing this subject to
the attention of the House, and for the very great
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