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systein of paying on progress estimates. I Motion agreed to, Bill read the second
see no such objection to- it as bas been re- time, and House went into Committee tiiere-
ferred te by the hon. member for Jacques on.
Cartier (Mr. Monk), because I think the Onscin1
publie interest ean be safeguarded as wel O etin
if you are paying from progress estimates Mr. MONK. In view of the stntemeiit
as if you were paylng according to the oni- made by the hon. Minister of Railways and
gilai plan. But there are drawbackrs which) Canais that nîthougli offering no opposition
are iargeiy departmentai, and which it to the Bill, lie is ini opinion that we shlid
would flot be desirable for us to continue. revert te the previous system of paying
It wiii lie in the memory of hon. members subsidies on the completion of ten-mile
that some years ago-I think la 1898-we sections, it seemns to me tbat it wvoaîd be
adopted the plan of nowing payments te prudent for us, before proceeding stili fur-
lie made on progress estimates and ther in the direction upon which we entered
not llmiting the payments of subsi- in 1900, to have this Bill examlned by the
dies to the compietion of ten-mile sec- Bailway Committee and have the report of
tions. Very strong representations were the Committee before tnking any action.
made that it would be Impossible In a work Mn. CHARLTON. 1 arn sorry to meet
such as was contemplted-tlie construction with the opposition of my hon. friend from
of the Crow's. Nest Pass Rnllway-that ten- Jacques Cartier in this matter. If hie under-
mile~ sections could lie cmpieted. Thiere stood ail the circumstances, hie wouid see
was a great deal of heavy work on it. The that this does not involve any dangerous
company desired to prosecute the work with departure but is mereiy a provision to treat
ail dispntch, te go on with Its grading over fairly and equltably projects airendy under
the entire lengtli simultaneously, if possible, way and nearly cempleted, and not place
and it would not lie possible to grade and do themn at a disadvantage as compared with
bailasting and station builing on every larger conceras. The deniai of thue provis-
ten miles with the expedition they had in ion asked for wili work hardship in one or
mimd. Tlierefore parliament consented that two cases, wliere ronds with subsidies of
in respect of these two undertaklngs, tlie less than $60,000 are nearly compieted and
Crow's Nest Pass Railwny and the Victoria in mucli better condition to ask for progress
bridge, upon the companies showing that estimates than many langer ronds which
they had expended a sufficient amount 1i have asked for these estîmates and received
the work to earn a payment on subsidy ac- the money. I bave introduced this Bill
count of not less than $60,000, the govern- wltli a full knowledge of the facts. I do
ment miglit make payment to tliern of such'l not think that the opposition of my bon.
an ameunt. Since then a clause lias been 1friend was calied for, and 1 tru.st that tl;e
inserted in this general Act, and we have application will not lie opposed.
pald In a few Instances on progress esti- Mr. MONK. I do flot deny that biard-
mates wlien the parties have been able te ships may be caused in one or two instances
bring tliemselves within the limitations of but we bave the foresliadowing of the
ths attene lw som dhiska te lw granting of very considerable subsidies dur-is atened wth ome isavantges Weing the present session, and if the nemarksare often cnlled upon to send engineers which fell from the lion. MinIster of Rail-
f or the purpose of making an Inspection ways and Canais are te be entertained at
of a rend, and are cailed upon for payments ail by the committee, it -will lie wlser for
with a great deal of frequency, which ndds us to revert te the old rule and pay on the
te the work of the department. And If this compietion of each ten-mile section. That
wvere te go on te a grenter extent, It would Is the reason wliy on a question of this kind
exceed the capabîlities of the department. we shouid have tlie opinion of the Rnilwny
The lower yeu reduce the amount, the more Committee.
frequent have the surveys to lie made and
ail the machinery put Into openation Iu or- Hlon. Mr. HAGGART. We should have
der that these payments may be made. It the poicy of the government. This is an ex-
was chîefly fer that reasen that we made tension of an important principle in tlie oid
the Ilmit as higli as we did. 1 do not thlnk Bill and whlch the hon. Minister of Rail-
that any grent liardship is Ilkely to be done wflys thiiks is perhaps a lad pninciple.
Ia this case-at ail events none that the The government gives money te rallways
companies ought net lie expected te bear. for what purposes ? That they may lie of
Therefore I should lie dlsposed te drop thîs use iii the sections where tliey are bult,
portion of tlie conditions attaching to pay- and tliey can lie of ne use untii they are
ments nitogetlien fnom future suhsIdy Buis cempleted. On wliat principie then should
and confine payments to the ten-mile sec- the goverament lie asked te advance meney
tiens as was the law prlor te that change, on a rond whlch may neyer lie completed
1 would net offer any opposition te the pro- and neyer used. Nearly the wliole of the
sent Bill because I thlnk If It becomes law, subsidy may lie paid and thp rond never
it weuid net long continue in operation. ns le completed .0r eperated. I de net know
we shouid have te revert te the original con- the particular case the hon, gentleman menl-
ditions whicli existed befere we made this tloned and which lie seeks to meet by the
change. Bill. But It seems te me it cannot be of


