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various stations who are bouind to ask passengers
whether or not they are going on the Canadian
Pacific Railway or the Intercolonial Railway.
Why.should a man who is the agent of the Govern-
ment be compelled to do this? Being a salaried
officer of the Goverunient, lie should first and last
do everything possible for the line of which he is
the agent, and not ask people to go over any other
line. I say nothing against the enterprise of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway. They are ·wise in
their generation. but that the Government
slhould lend thei that assistance is not in
the interests of our railway, nor shouldl it
be encouraged, and I hope the Miînister of
Railways will at once issue orders that no agent of
the Intercolonial Railway can act as agent either
for the Canadian Pacifie Railway or any other
conipany. Any Governmîent agent acting in that
duital capacity is bound to make sonething ont of
the tickets lie selis for other conpanies and thus
help to draw ay from the legitimate business of
the (Goverîn ient railway. I hope the assurances
the Minister lias made will be realized. He will
pardon me if I say I do not think lie lias stated
sutficiently to lead mnie to think lie is going to save
850),000) next vear ; but if lie should do so, I shall
be the first to congratulate him. But certainly, to
my mind, allhe lhas said does not indicate that lie is
going to save that amount. If lie shall do so,
withiout iimpairing, as lie said, because lie put both
things togethier, the service to the Lower Province
lie will have performed a feat wvhiichi will entitle
im, whatever his other shortconiingsmay be on

account of his connection witli the party to which
lie belongs, to the gratitude of this country.

Mr. WOOD (Westmnoreland). I will not detain
the House very long, but wishî to mîake a
few observations while this item is umider discus-
sion. I mnay say, at the outset, I am very glad to
have observed the temper in which this question is
being discussed at the present time. It is a very
decidled contrast to nany of the discussions we have
had on the Intercolonial Railway matters when
they have been brouglit up before the House on
former occasions. Ve have gentlemen on the
other side of the House who have discussed the
question, I think, very fairly, and I think the
Governîent and their supporters regret as much
as they do the present condition financially of the
Intercolonial Railway, and would gladly receive
suggestions from lion. gentlemen opposite. My
object. in speaking at all is to reiove sone of the
mîisapprehensions which appear to exist in the
iinis of sonie hon. mnembers of this House in regard

to the Intercolonial Railway. The lion. mnember
for East Grey, in the short address lie gave us a
few moments ago, told us that the Intercolonial
Railway would never have been constructed if it
had been known that it would have been operated
afterwards at a loss. The hou. gentleman who
followed hini corrected him on that point, and I
would emphasize the fact that it is well known that
the Intercolonial Railway was not built simply as
a commercial enterprise. It is well known that
that was one of the smallest considerations
at the time. The Intercolonial Railway was
one of the bonds to unite the provinces together,
itwas builtalso partly from military considerations,
and, if any hon. gentleman willrefer to the de-
bates which took place after Confederation, and

the remiarks whieh were made previous to Confe-
deration by those wlho were favouring the union
of the provinces, lie will find tlhat the opi-
nion was expressed anîd was generally felt at that
time that this road never could pay. Indeed, this
opinion was expressed not only by public men oni
this side of the Atlantie but by public men on the
other side of the Atlantic as well. It is well
known that during the irst few years after the
road was finiished, it was very far fron paying
expenses. In fact the results to-day have far ex-
ceeded anîy expectations that were formed at that
timle. In the years ISSI, 1882, 1883 and 1884,
nunder the able management of the present
High Commissioner. this road paid its own ex-
penses and left a siall margin of profit. It is to be
regretted that tlis condition of affairs does not
prevail to-day, but if we look fairly at tlhe coiditioi
of things to-(ay and compare that with the condi-
tion of things at that time, the cause will be very
readily discovered. I would like to refer very
briefly to the figures which have been pre-
sented to the House h the hon. umemnber for North
Vellington i(Mr. Nlecliullen), and I was very

sorrv indeed to hear thei membier for Guysbo-
r-ougl (Nir. Fraser) to sone extent endorse the
line of reasoning whichm w-as adopted by that
hon. gentleman. The wiole tenor of that ion.
gentleman's remarks was to show that the
management of the Intercolonial Railway% was very
extravagant wlien compared withi the two other
great. railway systemus, the Canadiai Pacifie Rail-
way and the (rand Trunk Railway, and the hot.
genîtlemiani entdeavoured to establish that bv coin-
paring the cost per mile of the operations of these
three lines of railway. 'I think any hon. gentlemnan
in this Hoise, whether lie be an expert in railway
matters or not, will see after a mnoment's reflectioi
that suchi a comparison is utterly worthless. The
cost of operating a railway on the miileage basis
depends upon thie nunber of trains run and the
amiount of passenger and freiglit trathic carried over
the road. If there are fifty trains.under the samie
condition, the cost per mile of operating the road
will be nearly fifty tiimies as mnucli as if there were
only one, and the receipts would be in the sanie
proportion. The hon. gentleiman seened to anîsw-er
his own argument by the figures lue presented to
the Hose. As I have then, the whole cost of
operating the Grand Trunk amiounted to
$4,I(0 a mile, while the cost of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway is about $1,853 a mile. No one
would argue fron this that there is greater extra-
vagance in the ianageniemnt of the Grand Trunmk
than in the nangenent of the Canadian Pacific
Railway. It ouly shows that the Canadian Pacific
lias a greater length of line, and a smnaller number
of trains running over the greater portion of that
line, while the Grand Trunk Railway, which passes
throughi a thickly settled portion of country,
lias a larger nunber of trains in proportion
to its mileage. Thus the cost per mile on the
Grand Trunk Railway i2 more than double
that on the Canadian Paciie Railway. These
figures must convince any one that this is a very un-
fair basis of comparison. The basis whieh the
Minister gave us was the train mileage basis, and
he stated that that was the fairest basis on which
we could compare the cost of operating different
Unes of railway. I quite agree with him in that,
and that is the opinion held by railway experts
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