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Mr. GRAHAM: Not at ail.

Mr. MEIGHEN: Because when hie tries ta
give out that there is a pledge in the bill, there
is no pledge at ail. From now ta the end of
the session, you can pass ten bis a day of this
character, and that is nlot a pledge ta anybodY
that a mile or a foot of road will be buit.
The minister is nlot going to spend a dollar
ini this district this year, as I understand the
matter. Why is hie before parliarnent this
year? Is lie afraid that the Canadian Pacifie
might get in and pre-ernpt this territory?

Mr. GRAHAM: I amn not speaking for the
Canadian Pacifie. Possibly my righttlhon.
friend is. I arn speaking for the Canadian
National.

Mr. MEIGHEN: I did nlot insinuate that
the minister was speaking for the Canadian
Pacifie, and I should like ta know why he
insinuates that I arn.

Mr. GRAHAM: My hon. friend suggested
that I was tryinýg ta keep the Canadian Pacifie
out of Guyaborough.

Mr. MEIGHEN: That is rnentioned in the
letter of Sir Henry Thornton. He says that
one of the things that has governed thern
has been the consideration that we should take
territory that might be taken by others. There
is only one other person that rnight take it.
This is a special case. The minister does not
intend ta spend any money at ail this year,
so one would naturaliy assume that that was
the application. The minister knows the-re is
fia chance whatever of spending this rnaney,
se why is he before pârliament this year with
a request for authority which he does nat pro-
pose ta exercise, and that next year can be
given just as well as now?

Mr. GRAHAM: For the saine reason
possibiy-I will not say the sarne reason be-
cause I do net know what his reason was-
that my right hion. friend put thraugh a high
ways bill, paying sa mucli each year. Thc
amaunt due the year foiiowing was flot ta, b(
paid the first year at ail, yet lie put thi
amaunt in the bill for ten years i advance
He abjects ta a raiiway programme of thre
years, but he made a highway programme fa
ten years without one dollar of it ever goini
ita the estimates, &xcept for salaries a

officers at Ottawa.

An hon. MEMBER: Five years.

Mr. GRAHAM: Perhaps it was. My reco
lection was ten years. His reason was t
sarne as ours in this. In aider that the peapl
might know that they were gomng ta ge

the highways, hie spread the amount over a
period af ten years, sa that there would be fia
question. If lie had had ta have so mucli one
year and sa much the next, hie wauld have put
it in the estimates. The samne thing applies
ta the appropriation for agrieulturai instruc-
tion. If his theory is gaad in this case, it
would have been gaod for him ta put in the
estimates the amaunt. intended for the year
for agricultural instruction. But did he do
that? No, hie brouglit in a bill and nat an
item was put in the estirnates in any year for
that expenditure. Further than that, se
years ago I liad the honour- of introducing a
bill in this Huse for the removai of level
crassings in Canada, raiiway construction in
that sense. Parliament unanimously spread
it over a terni of years, vating a certain
amount eacli year on whieh the Board of
Raiiway Commissioners couid draw for the
gavernment's share of elirninating level cross-
ings. If my hon. friend's theary is right ta-
niglit, then I should have gane ta the Rail-
way Commission and said: How many cross-
mngs are you gaing ta order eliminated thîs
year and we wili put in an estimate? Now,
apparently that was flot the praper thing ta
do. In 1919, rny right hon. friend had that
bill renewed for a termi of years, and it is in
the statute books to-day. The samne is the
case with subsidies granted ta raiiways other
than aur own. Subsidies are spread over a
terni of years, the arnounts ta be paid ta
companies when their ceA<ificates of con-
struction are received. Why should we flot
use aur own line of railway as fairly as we have
used other lines of railway, when we gave
thern subsidies? If my hon. friend wants ta
take the attitude of bemng apposed ta the
Canadian National, hie has a perfect right ta
do so, but hie lias fia right ta do sa under an
assumed belief.

Mr. MEIGHEN: The minister has got
quite heated and delivered a rather rapid and
eloquent oratian. The only difficulty is that

eit is not correct. I have nlot had time ta go
etliraugh aIl the estimates, but I have managed
eta get ta one even.tliaugh lie lias traveiled
every fast. He stated that we passed an agri-

r utrlatwtotawr fpaigay

r citura at sih aut s a e pord of p aci g h an -
fat, u ngta aon in tlie estimates.W puthugia

every year.

Mr. GRAHAM- Paid by statute. It was
under the authority of the Agricultural In-
struction Act.

.e Mr. MEIGHEN: No, under the estimate.
~t I have tlie 1923-24 estimate whicli reads:


