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lion. Mr. BEAUBIEN: I arn speaking about
their principal product, grain. Is it flot true
that our Western farmers have the lowest
freight rates in the world, without exception,
for the transportation of that commodity? I
do not hear a denial. No denial is possible,
because what I say is true.

lion. Mr. CALDER: We do not know ail
the rates.

Hon. Mr. BEAUBIEN: I arn glad my hion-
ourable friend bas said that, for I have a
11sf of rates bera. Let us see what the freight
rates in other countries are, as compared, with
those in Canada.

Hon. Mr. CALDER: Wbere are these figures
from?

lion. Mr. BEAUBIEN: They are random
railway statisties from "World Railway Statis-
tics," 1936.

lion. Mr. CALDER: T-haf is good.

Hon. Mr. BEAUBIEN: Cartainly if is good.
I arn bringing up this point because the
tribunal that the Western people refuse to
accept is the tribunal that has been rasponsible
for low rates in Canada. Let us sea what they
are. In Canada the population per mile of
line is 252, and the fraight revenue per ton-
mile is 95-5 cents. In the Unitad States, where
the population is so much greater than ours,
population per mile of line is 505. The freight
revenue per ton-mile in that country is $1.003.

Hon. Mr. CALDER: Where is thaf charged?
lon. Mr. BEAIJBIEN: I arn falking of

the freight rates par ton-mile of the United
States as a whole, comparad wifh the freigbt
rates per ton-mile of Canada as a whole.

lion. Mr. CALDER: May I ramind the
honourable gentleman that a comparison of
that kind is not worth anything? You must
know the facts behind the comparison. You
must know the volume of frade, distances and
all that sort of thing. The mere bald stafe-
ment that over the whole of the United
States a certain rate is chargad doas flot mean
anytbing oomparatively.

Hon. Mr. BEAUIBIEN: I arn spaaking to
men who, I assuma, are accustomad to dealing
with stafisties. My honourabla friand should
know that this is an ordinary, reasonabla and
illuminating way of treating statistics. Why?
Because you take the factors that apply te
ratemaking. First of ail you taka the num-
ber of persons par mile of lina. If you have
twica the population par mile of lina you have
twice the traffle. So population is the funda-
mental factor. Let us sae whera Canada
stands. Great Britain's population per mile

of line is 2,232-nearly tan times as much as
Canada's; its freight revenue par ton-mile is
$2.910, or more than thrae timas -Canada's.
Garmany has a population par mile of lina
of 1,955, and ifs fraight revenue par ton-mile
is $2-087-more than twice as much as Can-
ada's. Italy's population par mile of lina is
2,955, and ifs fraight revenue par ýton-mile is
$2-756-almost thraa times Canada's. France's
population par mile of lina is 1,547, and its
freight revenue par ton-mile is $2 306-about
two and a haîf timas Canada's. Japan's popu-
lation par mile of line is 4,322; ifs fraight
revenue par ton-mile is 82-3 cents-the only
exception, the freight revenue par ton-mile
being lowar than in Canada. The axplanation
is simple to anyone familiar with the scale of
indu.strial wages ini that counfry. Japanesa
labour, according to, our standards, is paid
but a baggarly rate. Ausfralia's dansity of
population par mile of line is 250, about the
samae as Canada's, but there the freight
revenue par ton-mile is $2- 512-naarly fhrae
fimas Canada&s. The figures for Brazil show
a very high ratio of revenue to population,
the population par mile of lina baing 2,135,
wifh a freighf revenue par ton-mile of $11-680.
Argantina's population par mile of lina is 520,
about twice ours, and ifs fraight revenue par
ton-mile is $2- 410-naarly three times as much
as ours.

The fundamental principle of this Bill is
regulation. I cannot help tbinking that if
wa brought fogather the bast informed men of
this country and confrontad fham with our
presant dilamma, ragulation or survival of
the fittest-dog eat dog-t bey would have
no hesitation in advising us: "Tha progres-
siva course fo take, if you wish to eliminata
frightful waste and place your transportation
industry on an aven keel, is to adopt the prin-
ciple of ragulation." This Bill has been vary
matarially amanded and is to a large extant
the Bill of this House. If we giva if third
reading it will hava f0 run the gaunflat in the
lower House. There if may ba etill furthar
improvad. The principla if ambodias, wa can-
nof f orget, is essentiel in our day if we ara
f0 hava the progress that goes wifh civiliza-
f ion. Therefore, thinking as I do, I must
support the motion for third reading.

Hon. Mr. CALDER: Will the honour-
able gentleman all-ow me a question with
regard fo world rates on wheat?

lion. Mr. BEAUBIBN: It was on ganaral
fraight.

lion. Mr. CALDER: I thought the hlon-
ourabla gentleman was speaking of whaat.

lion. Mr. BEAUBIEN: I did so at firet.


