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Mr. Samuel Barker = (Hamilton)—1
think I _need offer. no apology if I ask;
* the indulgence of the house for a very'
short time while, even in these last
*hotirs of "the session, I’ offer’a few re-’
.wup. upon the methods adopted by |
the minister of railways end canals in |
. the accounts that he presents to this
house.. If any excuse were needed, ' I
think I would only have to say to- the
house that during the five years the
minister of erallways and candls has
presided over that department, he has
added to the capital account of the
railways of this inion, including
the estimates of the present year,
nearly $13,000,000, not including in that
one dollar for the Drummond County
railway, nor including one dollar for
capitalization, of any charge connect-
ed with the Grand@ Trunk railway;
but limiting the sum strictly to items
connected with the adminstration of
railways under his charge, ~While
.rofessing to work these railways at
&  profit, he has added $13,000,000 to
sapital account, ‘and that $13,000,000

.has been added to ‘the debt of the
country. Sir, I think that fact would
justify some remarks in line of the
resolution moved by the hon. 1:ader of
the opposition, am I propose to offer a
very few remarks upon the methods
adopted by the minister of railways.
I shall contrast the methods adopted
by every railway company in the Uni-
ted States or Canada. Some weeks
ago, when he was presenting his esti-
mates to this house, 1 pointed out to
the hon. gentleman that when renew-
ing his track with $0-pound -rails, he
was proposing to charge the whole of
the eighty pounds to capital. = The
hon. gentleman seemed surprised that
I should question his right to do so.
' Hé gave various reasons why it would
be impossible for him to Go other-
wise. Some of the rails, he said, were
very o0ld, they were worn out, and had
to be replaced by new ones—as if that
affected the principle upon which the |
charge shounld be made. Then he went
sotarutony«tbatmeottho.e
* rails had grown old in the administra-
tion of his pr 3, and it would
be unfair that his administration
should be charged with the renewal
of them—as if that made any differ-
_‘ence in the -principle of the charge.
Then he went on to say that he was
increasing the weight of rails, owing'
to the greatly increased weight of the
locomotives and trains, and therefore
he charged all to capital; and that it
would be unfair {o charge wrevenue
as he had to change so much in a short
time. 'Why, sir, there is nothing new
in that. The hon. gentleman knows
that for the past twenty-five or thirty
years every railway in this country
has met that question. ‘When old iron
rails had to give way: to steel, all the
rallways in the counfry had to take
up hundreds of miles of rails in a
year. Did they transfer ordinary
revenue charges to capital account
only for that reason? No, sir, they
never did such ‘a thing, they would
not have been allowed to do it. When
the rails have been inereased in
weight from time to time, not a rail-
way in the country, from the biggest
to the smallest, ever thought of trans-
ferring ch:rge:: against . revenue'  to
‘But it was left to the |

mﬁibeaake&forﬂli.m for steel rails,

p-| hon. gentleman does mnot charge the
think | ordinary wages of his conductors and
; enzlneer! to capital. He would make

oldn.us. ‘'Why, every railway
try treats it in that
ntlenan. chooses, for ‘spe-

3 2 *0‘;3
‘paragraph from the report of the
Grand Trunk Railway Company,

/this very question, Ijml take the re- |
thmhqnt:n themporu—-bnt bereu.

the Grand Trunk railway deals,
in mw:&r
. of the hen.vier ra.m-

cmt&l ‘account, £35,357 for aund}'y

‘Railway
y charges to its capital ac-
count tho thirteen pounds I spoke. of |

a moment ago, and the rest. of thef

charge is dealt with in the ordinary

| has as miich right to charge the wages
of the condigctors and engineers tof

> "‘
St

‘my position, by reading|.

ly report, with theoo;t $hs

! sm(roa.

{ing. - An iron beam . bridge, 16 feet

place of the present woeden 'trestle

p i @

pr!nciple adopted. universally, antl Tt
is the principle that the hon. gentle-
man should adopt.

‘That, Mr. Speaker, would simply put
the hon. gentleman in this position:
the hon. gentlemman would charge to
revenue the 'cost of the new 67-pounds
of ‘rail' and he would get a credit
agalinst it for the old scrap. But, if

the hon. gentleman had thus in the;
regular way  charged his renewal!

against his revénue what would have
become of this surplus of $62,000 that
he had the year before last and the
_surplus he had last year of $120,000?
The hon. gentlemnn knew perfeetly
what he was doing ‘in this respect. I
do not want any better authority for
“the “vmmlp!e I° am*“contending  for

AT T T T

wes not until

the year 1899, when he knew thwt]

the general elections were :about -to:
take place, 'that he adopted =a different '
plan.. The hon. gentleman himself be-
gan by charging the renewals to rev-
enue. In 1896 when the hon. member
for South Lanark (Hon. Mr. Haggart)
was minister of railways and canals,
45 miles of railway were laid with hea-
vier rails. The whole of that work
was charged to revenue. I think the
hon. gentleman was hurting himself a
little when he did that. There was
need for it, but it wae certainly an er-
ror on the right side; it was in favor
of economy as against a principle that
must lead to extravagance. The hon.
minister of railways and canals, in
1897, followed the example of the hon.
member for South Lanark and charged
the rails that were put down in that
vear to revenme. The hon. gentleman
was not good enough to tell how many :
iniles he put down. He simply says :
that he continued the system of renew-
ing the track with heavier rajls. Then, |
‘in 1898, again, the hon. gentleman put’
in 19 1-2 miles, and again he charged
that to revenue.  Well, it was coming
down to a ‘very small ' point on this
government raflway when the hon.
ntleman could only find 19 1-2 miles
‘renew. His track was going from
bad ' to worse- rily ; the
nead for aotive continu~;
ous  Tenewal had ' ‘been admit- "
ted; the r&lhwereolda.ndheactnwy
renewed in ‘that year, 1898, 19 1-2
miles, e.twhbh rate #t would have
taken him fifty years to renew the
whole track.  The hon. gentleman is !
now in a tremendous ‘hurry to get it~

; nhargeable to revemxe in respect of or-

1 report of the Grand Trunk raflway

about’ the! proportloq

" I have already read tl\e

showing that during the halt-year
there was an expenditure of :

£35,000 for new works, including’ bhe
proportion chargeable to capital - for
the renewal of wooden bridges in stqne
and iron.

Only a portion is chargeable to capi-
{ tal in that, whereas the hon. gentle-~
! man charges it all to. capital and of
course his revenue is so mueh the bet-
jter off. I would like to give the hon.
" gentleman a very good example from
this same company as to how they
deal with this question. The Grand
Trunk railway Company had the Vic-
toria bridge to deal with. If there
ever was a railway bridge which had
become obsolete and utterly useless it
wasg the Victoria bridge. "It was unfit
for the traffic and its use could not be
continued.  The bridge had to be taken
down, tlhe whole irom. superstructure
was sold for scrap and a néw bridge
erected. What did the Grand Trunk
Railway Company do ? The hon. gen-
tleman would have charged the whole
of that work te capital. Here is ‘a
sta.tement trom the report of June,

B

The proportion of the expenditure;;
for reconstruction  of the Vlotw..‘
bridge properly chargeable to revemie
has ‘been fixed at £110,000.

Here was the: Grand Trunk Ra.uway :
Company renewing aa obsolete and
useless bridge. Did they charge every-:
thing as the hon. gentleman does, - to
capital ? No, they took £110,000 and
charged it to revenue. The hon. gen-
tleman spoke a few weeks ago about
the' difficulty of doing such a thing as!
the charge would fall heavily on ome
year. Let us see what they did:— ;

‘Which, together with the cos* of re- !
newing the ‘bridges .between Montreal *
and Portland, and on the southern di-
vision, it is proposed to charge ¢to
revenue account, spread over a period
of at least five years.

If the hon. gentleman finds it neces-
sary to relay his track all at once with !
80-pound rails it does not alter the
principle of the charge which the hon.
gentleman should make. If it comes
under one particular year the remedyt
of the hon. minister is to. spread it}
over three or four years as the Grand
Trunk Railway Company does.  You
will find in these items that in one haif
year the Grand Trunk railway charges
to revenue for renewal of old bridges,
such as the minister renewed, amount-..
ed to £237,000, all -charged to revenue,:
i but spread over a series of years. But '
our minister of railways is in a some-
what different position from the man-
ager of the Grand Trunk railway.:  If
the general manager of the Grdand
, Trunk railway brought down accounts
: and showed a profit' which did not ex-
ist by charging to eapital what ought

doneandhewﬂ!hmnuomtnbespent'not to have been charged to capital,

‘upon the work within the next year:
or two, whife, in 1898, 19 1-2 milés suf-
ficed for him. ‘Now I come to the year
1899. - In' that year the hon. gentleman °
does not appear to have laid one rail, |

that gentleman would be in a very
awkward position. But the minister
of rallways does not run that risk: The
: hon. gentleman is -in the happy posi--

{ tion that he can kick everything that

except, perhaps, a rail here and the‘“e,as inconvenient imto’ capital aceount,

in place of a broken one.  Not a dol-
lar seems to be changed to revenué or :
capital that year. Why ? 1t is appar-
ent, and I shall have occasion to refer
to the year 1899 again. 1899 was the
year reported upen in June last, the
report upon which the hon. gentleman
and his colleagues were to go to the
country, and it was most important of
course, when it came to this year,
1899, that there should be a balance on
the right side to show that he was a
great administrator, that he had

and so he goes on year a.tteryeq*‘u
he has added this $13,000,000 to®the cost
of the road. That is the difference be-
tween an ordinary man and our minis-
ter. Why, if the manager of the Can-
adian Pacific railway and the man-
ager of the Grand Trunk railway had
only the facilities of the minister of
railways, they eou.ld declare a dividend
of 10 per cent on their common stock
with the utmost ease.

brought order out of chaos, that he
had\a surplus, 'while the hon. member
for South Lanark had had deficits, and |
that he had been able to show a profit |
even though that profit was only:
$62,000. Therefore, the hon. gentleman
drops his rail acconuat for the year 1899
and we do not hear a word about the
.much needed renewals. Last year he
asked for an appropriation of $420,000
for rails, every dollar to be charged to
capital.  He succeeded in that; appar-
‘ently there was not much comment
‘about it, and the hon. gentléman was
‘so emboldened by successthat this year

every dollar of which is to be charged
to capital, It is surprising that the

1 a handsome surplus if he @d; and he

capital account as to charge new rails
which mersly replace old ones. I do
not know 'that there is much clever-
ness in it. It is a thing that anybody
-can see through'if he takes tbe trou-
‘ble to examine the accounts.: . Out of
‘that mom that ithe hon.. gentleman

+§ in this matter.

He a.ppiol:u me ‘same’ pr;lnclple t»toi
bridges. page % of his report for
1900 ‘the hon. gentleman deals with a
few items of N-gylne renewals. He
alls it “strengthening iron bridges.”

‘ The: dmﬁ)uu up -of Folleigh. bridge

mion of concrete and No. 9 wire lac-

'o!ea.r span,was put in at Welch’s Cove,
near Hadlow: ' Sane?bwm

built at Ma&mkandttmve
road crossing. These are to support
new plate ginder spans . to: take the

bridges. A-new self-propelling pile-

Then as to the locomotives on :the

' Intercolonfal railway. The minister of

railways has 249 locomotives, not in-
cluding the extra powerful ones he has
been buying lately. Every year in,his
report he sets forth that his locomo-
tives and his rolling stock are main-
tained in a good and eflicient condi-
tion, Last year he had the heaviest
traffic 'that has been known on the
Entercolonial railway ‘and with these
249 locomotives he handles that healy
traffic with ease, And yet the minise
ter is buying 62 more !

Hon. Mr. Hagga.rt——mghty-four

Mr. ‘Barker — Bighty-four he says
now, but 62 he told me the other day.
He tells us that every one of these 62
locomotives in power and capacity is
largely ahead of the average of the
0ld ones, so that these 62 are equal to
about 190 of the old ones.' - That is
about 40 per cent increase in: locomo-
tive power in one year.. Did any man
‘ever hear of a rallway manager dar-
ing to propose to his proprietors that
‘he would increase his locomotive power
by 40 per cent'in one big jump ? Why,
no one but a government railway ad-
ministrator would dare to suggest such
a thing as that, I quite admit that
it is a prudent thing to procure (heavy
locomotives; everybody is doing it, but
they are not doing it at this rate and
they are not doing it out of revenue. '’
Let me show the minister of railways
whatl the Grand Trunk raitway ddes.
This is the Grand

Trunk railway report of the 30th ‘of

) .J'xm‘e,.l-sss, and it says:

' "Phe number of engines and cars own-
ed by the company is shown in the re-
. turns of. working steck.. No additions
to the stock have been made at the ex-
pense of capital during the last year.
Sixteen engines have been wsold or
. broken up and twenty new engines of
‘modern type and dncreased capéacity
have ‘been purchased on revenue ac-
count during the half year.

Yet on the Intercolosiial railway of

1 1,500 miles, not one-half of the extent
“fof the Grand Trunk railway, the min-

ister s i “his locomotives by
62° and’ hé ‘has me& every one of
them ‘to capital. " That & a very con-
‘venient ' thing ‘for.a ‘railway adminis-:
trator. It is a wonder that the hon.
'gentleman ean only show $62,000 sur-|
‘plus, when ‘he is abla to do that sort
of thing. The report of the G. T. R.
says : &

There remains on the 30th of Jum,
1898, sixteen enginés in excess of stock,
all provided out of revenue.

‘Why isthis ? It is because railway
men who have not a government be-
‘hind them know that locomotives, like

everything else in this world, die out.
You may repair a locomotive year

‘driver was pnrchued to drive pile

after year, but the time will come

. { management keep ahead of their re-

18/ worn'

 éd over .at the end of that year 528

1.0f the 528 and the 296; he rebuilt 393

? V'sald - a

‘I examined his stock list, and saw

‘have amounted to $522,000, but what

‘to revenue?

- ges acninst capital, and only one as-

'that in the year 1899, the year . upon

“expect that the hon.” géntleman would

; these ommslﬁea are
ta.lllng into the scrap heap, and the

qu.lmments so that when a locomotive
out they Hhave'  another
one +to replace it. The minister !
of ‘raflways "télls us that “he
keeps. up  his locomotives in an |
efficient condition, but then he keeps
ahead by buying 62 on capital ac-
count. Next year the cripples will be
coming in, but the minister of railways
will be safe from any trouble, because
he haes already-got new omes at the'
éxpense of capital. :

I want to say a few words about the
rolling  stock generally, of the Inter~
colonial rajilway. The minister of rail-
ways tells us in his report each year,
that all his rolling stock is kept in
an efficient condition. I find that in
the report for the present year, hand-
ed over from the year 1899—the elec- |
tion year, when the hon. gentleman |
was cutting down his expenses - by
hook’ and by crook; the year that he
laid no rails—the hon. gentleman turn-

cars . and coaches and locomotives
condemmned as unfit for serviee. And
during the year 1900 he added 296 fo
this, making 824 condemned 'articics
of stock. Well, that is pretty good for
the minister; 824 condemmeqd efficient
locomotives and cars! The minister
goes on in his report to show that out

That is a very important statement;
and if that statement had Dbeen
strictly.  accurate it would . have
great . deal in favor . of
the minister = of rTailways. ‘When

that 393 there, I thought that perhaps
the stock lst had not been as bad as '
it looked. But I turneds-to another !
part of this singular report. There is '
hardly a page of it that you won’t find :
varied a little by another page. I
turn to page 62 of the report and T!

. find that instead of rebuilding 293 the |

minister actually rebuilt omly 33,
namely, four' locomotives, two box
cars, eight platform cars, seventeen
coal cars, and two flangers, being 33!
out of the 824. The inference is, that
this . is about all he could find that |
were worth rebuilding, because he was
forced to buy out of revenue 360 new
cars to make up his 393 rebuilt. = But
; that would still leave thé hon. :minis-
{ter 431 short and the gquestion remain-
ed, how did the hon. gentlemman get
along with his trafic with 431 short?
It is @ very serious withdrawal from
traffic ' to ‘have 431 taken away, and.
how did the minister of railways ar-,
range 'it? Why, he bought on capital .
account 473!
Some hon. members—nea.r. h-ear.

Mr. Barker—The minister ought to-
have charged 431 out of that 473 to re-
venue of course, but not he. They-all
went to vapital and the hon. minister
went along making his profit out of
that capital. I looked at page 59 of
the report to see what the 473 cost
him on/ the average, and I find that
the average pricé was §1,:12. There-
fore, the 431 which the minister qught
to have charged to reveanue .would

would have become of his sirplus if
he @id that. There, you see the diffi-'
culty the hon. gentleman was in. He
had to get a surplus and how could
he get # surplus if he charged all this

I might refer to other charges to
capital, ‘as, for instance, where the
mtniater replaces = buildings  which
have been burned, and charges them
to capital; so that, you have two char-

set. I <o mot know how the minister
is to ‘bolsnce his books by and by. It
would p.zzle an ordinary auditor of a
railway company, but the minister
may be capable of it.

Now, I have another charge to make
and, to my mind, it is a much more
serious one. The figures are not quite
so large as thoSe I have been dealing
with, but, they present a- feature of
the management of government rail-
ways which is a Very serious one, in-
deed.. Especially is.it serious if the
hon. member for East York (Mr. Mac-
lean) is ever to be able to induce the
government or the country to takef
up his idea of the ownership of gov=
ernment railways. If government
railways are to be worked, as I am
about to show that-the hon. gentle-
man_ has been working the Intercolo-
nial railway in 1899, the election year,
I think the longer we put off the gov-
ernmeni ownership of  railways fhe
better. I would ask the hon. gentie-
man’s - attention to these figures,
which ' @demonstrate beyond question,

the accounts of which the minister of |
railways and his colleagues were going
to the country, the hon. gentleman
deliberately and intentionally cut}]
down his ordinary repairs of ' rolling
stock by $154,000; and that u-mtﬁm
not done that, instead of 4 surpl

$62,000, he would, on that item alone,

have been $90,000 to the bad. Now, I :

propose to show that, and I shall
leave hon. gentlemen on both sides of
the house to judge whether, on. the
figures I give, there can be any qoubt
at all about what I infer from. the
To Dbegin. with, I may call the
gentleman's ‘attention to the fact ihkt
during the four years 1397, 1898, 1809
and 1900, his gross revenue has been
steadily increasing. The figures are
as follows: ! g

4 ,000
I will not detail the . gross working

will only say that, in 1897, the hom:
gmﬂeminhﬁammwmm in
1898 & @eficit - of $209/000; in 1899 “a sur- |

plus of $62,845;, ‘and f 1900 ‘awurphis of
mﬂﬂ’ “The  reason T 'mention these
figures 1s 'this, thet with steadityin-]

creasing - ‘traffic; it was ‘Téasonable to

expenses -in eacH of these' years. I L;resented until the subsequent mﬁon,

have shown some ificrease ' in 'his
‘working expenses—not mec 3
‘proportion, but,”a naetural and #teady

increase: corresponding in some mwnted for six months afterwards,
i

to the' increase in thé gross revenue.
Now, working ' expenses are divided
into two classes—those which are con-
trollable by the hon. gentleman, and
those which are uncomntrollable by Him.
are three items which are - not,
the 'contrél of 5
: the wages :
men, fuel, ‘and the wages' of conduc-
tors; and in these three items ‘there

5 '.l‘his is a remarkable lncrea.se in c&

' shows that he cut down hla repairs

mgy men "sklmplng repairs” saved
‘bookkeeping and ‘other matters I have

" | of rallways.
ik | als—Hardly.

‘§ sent minister of railways ]

cre@ises. |

versiamd firemen We

A steady increase which was quite
natural; :
expect, considering the increasing
tonnage that was hauled. The expen~
ditures for fuel were: :

of coal for 1900, to which I think
hon. gentleman’s atténtion should be
@irected, though it forms no part of
my present argument. I do not cri-
ticize that, as I have not gone into the
question of the consumption of fuel.
The wages ' of conductors and other
trainmen amounted to
L e b KB it L LSRRI A 55.000
1898..... DGl n & UL .. 265,000
PRI e 317,000

So, it- will be seen that in eve-ry one .'

of these items there is a steady regu- )
lar natural increase. Now, I come to |
the four items of expendituré that are
peculiarly under the control of the
management, and I propose to show

an extraordinary discrepancy in what |.

1 call the. election year of 1899, Take
the repairs o engines, for wmch the
hon. gentlethan spent:
BT i i e e s oL R
1898..1 276,068
1899..... «vee 221,160

TR, G e veses sivornaidois poeh 316 9?
The average of the four years.is $269,-

» 000; yet,“ in the year 1899, the hon.

gentleman cut down the expenditure
$48,000 below the average, and in the'
next year he went up to his average,
and made up the $43,000 too. The hon.
i gentleman, by that method of cmtting,
down repairs to his engines, made up;
a surplus in 1899 of $48,000. Here are!
the expenditures for repairs to his
passenger cars:

BTG s o i Favvio i on v e 8. 84,798

!

{

: vious year.
. of figures.

The average is $90,000 in the last twbl
years, and so we have $16,000 in the |
election year below his average, and
the next year $16,000 above his nver-
age. I think that the ‘inference is
very plain.

Take postal and baggage cars, which.
is a small item, but to which I refer
to show that the thing has been done
systematically and not by :accident.
The expenditure on postal and ba.xsase
cars was as follows:

1899 (the election year) - 12,964
1900... ceR STt et A

‘The 'same comparlson of figures

$7,500 in 1899. 33
Then take the freight cars. Well,
he spent on freight cars as follows:

7L WA

1899 (the election year).... 172,634

The average for the later two years :
was thus $255,418. So that the hon.
gentleman cut down his expenditure
below th: average in 1899, and thus
obtained $83,000 towards his 'surplus,
The Tresult of these four items is as
follows:

Engine repairs .... .. --~-348'°°°,
Passenger cars ...... .... 16,000
Postal cars .o.....; »ise. G000
Freight cars ....
Or $154,500 cut down on ordinary re-
pairs in that year.

I wonder were there any workmen
in the shops along the Intercolonial
rajlway to whom that expenditure of
$154,000 would have been a blessing
that year if it had been spent among
them. No doubt in the hard winter,
these workmen would have been much
more comfortable in their homes and
families if that money had been spent
as it ought to have bBeen. There is
nothing in the worl® to which the
adage ‘‘a stitch in time saves nine”
applies more forcibly than to a rail-
way. The saving of $154,000 in 1899
probably cost this country half a mil-
lion dolars in consequent waste and
wreckage. So that the“hon. gentle-

" by the process called among

000 and was thus able, with the

‘mentfoned, to show an apparent profit
_of $62,0000 for the year 1899. No won-
‘der the hon. gentleman had to ‘carry
528 condemned. ‘stock over to the next

year.
The minister of railways and cmm
—Was the hon, gentleman at all euri-
ous to ascertain how many cars were |
“carried over during-the.several years
previous to 1897?
Mr. Barker—That very thought did

Baysbeen doing this sort of thing also

and I looked ba.ck and will tell the

hon. gentleman tkeu{yresult of my

;p:oh. Ofi the 1st J 1896, he took
- ¢he’ railway from ‘Mr. Haggart

and the report of that year was medie

up, not by Mr. Haggart, but by his
successor, the, present hon. minister

“The minister of ra,ilways and Can-

“'Mr’ Barker — The - ‘Tepoit - wds/ ‘not
made up on the 1st July, and was not

and no doubt the hon. memane of-
looked carefully
M'inlster of Railways Canals
report was .made up before’ I
dﬁe into the government. .
L .Mr. Barker—It could not &gve- ‘been
up before the end of the year.
The hon. gentleman took office about
the 15th July, and the report to the
previous 30th June could not have been
made upin fifteen days, ‘and wasg not

t does not matter very much whe-
ther the hon. gentleman wants to
tather that year’s report or not. ’

The late mindster of railways (Hon.e
Kl' Haggart) tarned over,; the m“
cars ‘out
of service. By the first of the follow-
ing year, the hon..gentleman had in-
cyeased that to 247, and.by the ist of

and ‘what everybody would '

ﬁ statement. It wodld:
ence {n ﬁhﬁe

SURPRISE won't hurt them.
lthastanarhblzqcaliticfov
and quick washing of §
. dothu,butisha.tmlcss to the |
hands, and to the most delicate §
fabrics.

SURPRISEhapuu hard Soao.

ST. CROIX SOAP MFG. CO
St Stephen, N.B,

i

July 1898, he had increased the num-
ber to 332. And on the 1st July, 1899,
he had increased it do 528.  But by the
1st July, 1900, with the help of the new
cars he bought, he reduced it again to
442. I do not think the hon. gemtleman
* will get very much comfort out of that.
Let me take the repairs for the year
1899 and contrastéshem with the year
1900 in another way. The total amount
spent by the hon. minister, on the four

; items of repairs that I have been go-

ing into, in the year 1899, was $481,000.
In the next year he spent $789,000 so as
{ to make up for the neglect of the prez
This iés no fanciful array
I have not given one
figure that I hyve not taken from the
hon. gentleman’s own report, and I
defy him to show me that the figures
I have given are wrong. The result is

' that in 1899 the hon. gentleman did not

spend anything on rails; but if he had
spent what he should have spent and
charged to revenue, he would have
charged to that account alpne about
£176,000. He should have remewed at
least 100 miles every year, aceording to
his own representation of the condi-
tion of his tracks, and if he had done
80 in/ 1899 that . would have entailed 2
revenue charge of about $176,000. Add-
Ing that to the $154,000 which he saved
on his rolling stoclk, you have $330,000
which the hon.-gentleman should have
charged up ‘against revenue, btit did
not in order to show this surplus of
$62,000.

Then there are the bridges. but into
that branch I cannot go,: because no
one can tell, from the data given, how
much or how lttle of that expenditure
should be charged to revenue, I-only
know that he charged it all to capital in

the same way as he did those extended

sidjngs all over the line. We all know
what a multitude of sins that item
can cover. Nobody can point out ex-
actly how much the hon. gentleman
may have spent on renewais of old sid-
ings and repairing ard reballasting,
but we know at least dhat the hon.
gentleman, by neglecting repairs and
by his system of book-keeping, made
a better showing by 3330000 'than was
actually the case..

In 1900 he did net lay sufficient new
rails and he ought to have charged at
least $130,000 to revenue more than he
did on rail account, and, as I have
shown, he charged ito capital account
431 cars and locomotives which. he
ought to have paid for out of revenue,
at a cost of $522,000. ‘That makes
$652,000 for the year 1900, which the
hon. gentleman did not charge to re-
vemue account in order to show a. sur-
plus of $120,000. There was, therefore,
at:-least a half million dollars of a
loss instead of a profit of $120,000.

But the hon. {ibe minister of finance,
in speaking of this a couple of weeks
ago, asked what @ifference did it make.
And the hon: gentleman looked so in-
nocent. Why, he.goes to the country
and says: Look at me; look at the
prosperity of the country; look at my
surplus of 1899 and 1900. But a part
of that surplus consists of the $62,000
and $120,000, which the 'hon. minister
-of railways handed : tae minister of
finance on paper, while if the truth
were told, the hon. gentleman would
have had to admit about $800,000 of a
deficit.

The Minister of Finance—As my
hon. friend is quoting me, I may say
that it made no d;lﬂerence in the debt

er-
of the wﬁw ut
of
letnan,
when 1. was questioning. t nister
ot"rm,u‘iays aﬁémhia smt of charg-

ing, and showing how unjust it was
and how it misrem'epented,the proQts

the people to know
profits at all, but that, like others, he
had done the work at 4 loss. I saw in

4 Hansard that the hon. gentleman had

sa.ld that hon. mewmbers on this side

Had unduly critielsed his estimates.
Surely, Wwhat we have heard here jus-
fifles criticism. There is not ar hon.
member ‘on this side, I do not think
there i an hon. member in the house

(Continued on Page 8ix.)
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