
th ccasion for changing a systen of trasotto bu isttently opposed anything which secimed likeIy to diver
bhc as grown up gradually during the past sixcty years, traflkc to the water. Large intecrests have been eud

resondngt<> the vountry's needs, showing wonderful by tbeim in the water fronts of the important shippn
aatb~iit~y and displayring initiative and abilîty of a hig~h centres, and for their own advantage they have be
ore.Suçh a system of administration, under whicb the diligent in preservlng these lands bes~t adapted t, navigm-

eXe co f the transportation facilities has been of tion uses. Naturally, il has neyer been the policy of the
unodservice in the <tevelopient of agriculture, trade and railwvay cumpanies to wekcome their rivals. They have

mnfcures, and which bas been ta a large extent re- invariably songht to restrain such rivalry. But uder
sosbefor the great prosperity and iacreasing weaith goverinent control and ownership these conflicting in-

of çi ountry, should n<t bc cast aside unless there is at terests could bc harmonized su that each would f ulfil t
hada new and better systeni which would indubitably own particular funiction with the greatest economny and
cryon this service with cqual or greater resuits. Let acceptability to the public. And why shuuld not the

us hen, consider briefty, but carefully and deliberately, public rceive the greatest advantage from the transporta-.
the ropsedchange and weigh the arguments pro and flon facilifles which are maintained by the contributions
co ith unbiased judgment. -)f the public?

Fis f all, what are tht arguments in favor af gov-
enetownership in Canada? Wastes of C.uipctttion.

Another important factor supporting~ the contention
BodGaantees uand Conto. infvor of goverunit ownership, is rhtib' byt~
The uecessity on the part o! the Douninion govern- wastes of competitipu would be elimînated. It was long

metto meçt the guaranfecs of bond inter-est for tht Cana- held that competition was the life of trade and that every'
?ia orthern and Grand Trunk 1>acific railways without business was naturally competitive. But we have outlived

haigany iimmediate vonfrul of these roads wouid semi thaf day and ean sec that certain kinds of enterprise are
obccoeitrary f0 any sound business policy, Any private naturally more inonopolistie than competitiveè. Legisia.
cororaionwbich bas assumred the payment of interest rive bodies in Canada, as wclI as elsewhere, have, how-
on ts ond must be given full contrai of the property ; ever, nçf abandoned the view that prevailed in thec early

an senil the sanie prerogative would bce cxpected in railway era that tht public interesfs can be mcost effetivl
tecas f a publie corporation like the goverrument which guarded by authorizing thec on<struction of two or mur
wishd tocondct ts a«fairs on~ strict business principles. fines aloug the sains gencral route. To have two or three
The asumpto! responsibihity is correlative with the separate and competuug railway cumjpanies, each with
exreof rihts. But, in the case of tiiest two roads, it ils uwn conmpknent o! necessary facilities, and tht inulti
woud te that the governmnenî has undertaken to plicatiun of lines, stions, offices aýnd officials withth
guarnteeandpay the interest on the bonds wifjout vast expt125e onlnected witl their maintenance, la t

haig h rivilge of contrafling tht financial operations conduef the business in tht muaf unconomical mto
of th com arre. How long woulct any private enterprise possible. Th~e railway companies therfselves early recg

endure hi ontiniied vear affer year to pay surmi of nmzed this Wvastefiul policyr and endeavored to get tagte
M yfer expea4biuures over which it ba<i no contr<>l? intco worki!ng agreements; but legislatures, ignorant o

;Y Bankuptcy ould soon issue frçm such a c~ourse. The the real naturye o! the railway business, have, underth
only easonit i not so wlth tht goveruiment is that the stroDng pressure of railway interests, sauuctioped tht con-
latter mksits revenue large enough by taxation to struction o! ntw buecs where the eistence of the late
Mec it ependiture, while in the case of a priyate con has been a sheer waste of pulblic funds, thinking thereb

centecurse la lust the oposit its expeaditure must th4t they were upho}4ing <coiupetition in furtherance o
b etwllhin its revenue. But a1though the govern- the public wélfare.
metisi this respect fundamentally different from a How great bas lieen this duplication or tiplication o

Private net the saine business principles whiçh are lines lu Canada a, casual inspectin ef? our railway systr
recgniedas ludicîons bu the latter are tht only princiles wil rtvealk Tht fact that railway magnates hmsle
upo whchthe former should act. To go contrary to have been the aggresspqs in this movement dots noler
thstwoldbe to court los of cofdec on th ato the fao-t that legiu res shudhave resisted appeais o
toewho endeavor ta exercise judgment and discreio this kid4. Nor >cain we s that such appeaWs have e

By gvtrniuent ownership)of the railwy avitis hopted tions of the country are in grea need oftefcbiiso
thtbth rail and water facilities wo4ld fom on trnporttion. UnÈder a ytcno! goerrirtonr

$amniu unity, operated for the public welfare. There ship this getwaste of aia ol c vie fw a
aecra ldnds of transpo>rtation whdich can only bc ths . ntegvrietwowr naibywligt

dnor can bcdn ost efficiently, by rallway; and Wxrite as munch eooyi h nngmn fte
othenki~~ ofrflfrhci*trçaot ountry's a«fairs a~s a buines mn sosini the onu

tin oudstem tq be more suitable. Wihte ra of bis own privaw bnes
sse ofitiland vvaterways we have poenfil faiitics
whih ur ovrnmntis wisls devtIopng. Immnuiuse qaiyofTtte

upll ple al] yetiie ;h ihn ote Irs hy hr

raiway ad wteray ar nt c-orintedino a to ,rensa-


