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Jkfm^ CxceOeticp tfie ^obemor-in-Coiinca:
In tk0 Mppml ^ $h» Wimipn Btmfd »l Tfml» (SMpptr,' Stctim,) frm, Ih, itcMm* i^ Urn Btard

^ KMmy CcmmMtimt for Cmutdu m Oh apptiaUum by CmOkm XfOmay CompamittM • mtmmnitUn <• lk$ Gmtmor^Cftmea ir-.V Uu Ww Mmumru Aa Jm a t/nm^*" *• /w*!** ••rf PMUtgir rate. (B.R.C. FiU $7840.)

th. m2lteir*K».H*?~'^Il!_?*TT"'^* ^ Maaitot*. the CwimUm Council of Agricuhnrc,»B W«t«ni ReuU Lumbennen't Aandatkm, the Retatt Merchants' AModatkm of Can^
,

Md othen era modated with the Winnipeg Board U Trade in the mp^ ^^
Mr H^l'^SnJS!!]!? irr" £l llf^^ *^ Cabinet Cottncfl at Ottawa on January 34.

*l tfc:.iJffSf*5^'^!t- '* *^* P«>**"« "^ Manitoba presented a part of the arnunent
SI^^S'mSIu! *'"^^i5f*2'"5- A* *»>« commencement of the he^ in the 2Sr^the Prtae MiniMer, Sir Robert Bot^en. announced that the CU>inet CouncU wouW^iSS
*? ST"^. V^^'*V>«>*ntMtnm all t^ parties interested in^KpeS^ WithSuTt^.
lMi2i'"jiSr»^"ir^ i^l ^' Sy^i|?<to" conclude his adSST TTto GoSJSS.
t^J^I^ IC^** J*" *T^ *•" 5^^ untifVlarch 1. ThU would enable boththTappel.'P*' MM H? '»?*«y» t? !»•««» !**»*« argumenu. An Ofder-in-Councfl would ^phskIsaspMMHnc the advances in rates that had been fixed for February 1. and no chance intlieratMwould be made until after the appeal had been decided by th^ daWnet (Sff

•"*"•***"

HJISle''KrSfai MtaSSr*
*" ''*'*'*^ '*"' **^ ^rangement made by the Right

The Winnipeg Board c( Trade (Shippers' Section) concun in a genenl way with the
Mgnmsat oflered by Mr. Symington, both with respect to his criticisms of the judgment «rf the
Board o<Raflway Commissiooefs and his suggested solution of the problems in connection
with railway tiumiartntion in Canada. We beg to draw the attention of his Excdlency the
Govemor-in-Council to the memorandum attached to our petition of January 5, 1918, in whidi
wea^forihsomeaf the reasons why we objected to thejw^pnent (A copy of thismemorandum
is printed as appendix A.) Our objections were embodied in the petition of the Government
of Manitoba, and were elaborated by Mr. Symington in his presentation. As Sir Robert Bcnfan
has eqireased on bdialf of the Government a desire to have duplication eliminated in the
balance of the argument, the Winn^ieg Board of Trade does not deem it necessary to furnish
d^fledor statistical material in support of the contentions advanced in its memorandum.Ow prasentatioR must, thenfere, be confined prins^ally to a general review of the judgment
and a statement of the remedy or remedies we offer as alternative sohttions of the railways'
nnandat problems.

The application of the Canadian Northern Railway Company, as set forth in the judgment,
"based on the assumption that higher rates are necessary if tnuwporUtkm ser\-ice is to be
adaquataiy sustained." We take issue with that contentioa. and find that at the bottom

of p. 4M of the judgment the Chief Commissioner gives the real basis of the applicatiim.
He says it k "eniMy im ttue ^ Ot* railway compamies' fi Muues, and not primarily, if at ail

/^/** P^Po*» »f imprmwi fadUUts ofd lerviee." In other words the application is filed and
discussed on one basis, while the jw^pnent deab with the subject from a totally diffoent
stanrtpciat.

The diange thus made is highly important in the consideration of the Atcts adduced
The^)port i^van to the ^tpUcatini by tiie Toronto Board of Trade, the Mootieal Boaid
e< Trade and aaaociated boiaess orgaataatimis, the RetaS Coal Dealers* Assoctatiim, the
SiAatMii BiBiBrd ef Traite. and the Qnadiaa Mnnfacturen' Aaaociatian was undoubtMOra
taetar to tfetwmkdtai ^ ooorae foBowwl by the Board. b«a«se evidence of that support a


