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The CHAIRMAN: Page 9, line 43, te-
number subclause 4 as subclause 6.

The amendment was agreed to.

On section 17, subsection 3-particular juris-
diction of tribunals:

The CHAIRMAN:- Page 10, line 36,
strike out "(e) abandonmient of uines, services
and facilities." Page 10, uine 37, re-letter (f)
as (e). Page 10, line 39, re-letter (g) as Mf.

The amendments were agreed to.

On section 18--Chairman and memrbers of
Tribunal:

The -CHAIRMAN: Page 11, line 12, after
the word " Canada " insert the following
words, "or in the event of such President
acting as Chief Commissioner, a judge of the
Supreme Court of Canada."

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN: Page 11, line 36, for
the word "in" substitute the word "is."

The amendment was agýreed to.

On section 23-certain orders of Tribunal
require formai writtcn consent of presiding
officer:

The CHAIR.MAN: Page 13, lines 23 and
24, after the word "requires" strike out the
words, "but for the provisions of this Act."
Page 13, line 26, after the word "officef'
insert the words, "of a Tribunal composed of
flot more than three members." Page 13,
line 29, after the word "assent" add the words,
"and on such occurrence and assent having
been given, no such leave, sanction, assent
or approval of the said Board will be
required."

The amcndments werc agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN: Page 14, uine 20, add
the following part:

Part IV
General

27. -Nothing in this Act shall be deemed to
authorize the amalgamation of any railway
comipan ' whiehi is comprised i0 National Rail-
ways vwith any railway company which is coin-
pri.sed 111 Pacifie Railways nor to authoýrize the
iinified management and control of the railway
systenim hich forma pa.rt of National Railways
with the railway systema which forma part of
Pacifie llailways.

2S. This Act shall corne into force on the
flrst day of July, 1933.

The amendment was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Ras the right
honourable gentleman (Right Hon. Mr.
Meighe'n) further considered the apparent typo-
graphical error in paragraph b of section 3?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Yes. A more
careful reading of the paragraph indicates that
"Part II" is right. There as some obscurity of
expression. The intention is to refer te a
"plan or arrangement settled upon or made."
Notwithstanding that the words "which. is
authorized by Part II of this Act" appear
immediately after "arbitral Tribunal," they
apply to -the final arrangement.

The ameadments were reported.

On the motion f or concurrence in the aanend-
mente:

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable
senators, 1 was flot present when the Commit-
tee on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours pre-
sented iits report, and therefore I crave the
indulgence of the Huse while I express my
views on the Bill as now amended.

During the debate on the motion for the
second reading I stated that the report of the
Duif Commission pointed in the right direction,
and that the remedy it had suggested, as em-
bodied in the Bill, was worth trying, although
I felt there might be some difficulty in recon-
ciling co-operatien with continuanoe of the
prinoiple of competition. 1 expressed myseif
as being absolutely opposed to amalgamation
of the two railways, either under priv-ate or
under public ownership. I suggested that the
Committee shou'ld study the report of the
Senate Railway Committee of 1925, which
recommended joint management of the two
railway systems. That report was studied, but
the general opinion ýappeared to be that joint
management was tantamouint to amalgamation.
I know my honourable friend from Parkdale
<Hon. Mr. Murdock) thought it was a veiled
move towards amalgamation. This being the
impression within and without Parliament, I
voted for the schemc cmbodicýd in the Bill
when the question was before our Committee.

I alse said I was doubtful whether the
soheme would provide the complete remcdy
wbiich. we are seek-ing, but it seemed to me to
be worth trying. I believe that if the man-
agements cf the two railway systems co-operate,
one with the other, and are given a free hand
by the controlling powers, the experiment will
prove a success. Every effort must be made
te ensure its success, for the rai'lway situation
is very serious. This is recognized by the rail-
way executives and by the public generally.

By section 16 the two rail'way companies
are directed:
to attempt forthwith to agree and contin-
nously te, endeavour to, agree, and they respec-
tively are, fer and on boehaîf as aforesaid,
authorized to agree, upon sucli co-operative
Ineasures, plans and arrangements as are fair
and reasonable and bcst adapted (witlh due
regard to equitable distribution of burden and
advantage as between themi) to effeet such pur-


