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like a football, instead of being deait with as
a serious, vital problemn demanding immediate
solution?

Let me state the prablem again, in as few
words as possible. We have too much trans-
portation for the number of our people. We
spend 860,000,000 every year to operate our
state, railway and maintain foolish and
unprafitable compatition with the private rail-
way. Then the nation is spending, let us
say, $100,000,000 a year more to provide the
means for a third system, the highway carrier
system, to eut the throats of the other twa,
always by foolish, unproductive competition.
The big problam, it seems, ta me, is to work
up our courage to the point of eeasing to
indulga in such extravagance.

'If wa must giva them maney, let us con-
aider a means of so giving it that it shaîl
ha a reward for eo-operatîng and hringing
common sense into our complicated network
of transportation troubles, and not be a re-
ward for cutting ona anothar's throat, hag-
gling and arguing and providing politicians
with meaty contracts. That is wbat we have
to consider, and we must do it soon. It wilI
be unfortunate for most of us if those whom
we are in theory supposed to lead and guide
are compelled to find the solution for us and
force it down our throats, so to speak. Dis-
cretion and expadiency seem to me to suggest
that we had batter find the solution first.

Needlass to say, 1 shall vote for anything
that calîs for immadiate and effective action,
for I am against the policy of laisser-faire.

Hon. -C. W. ROBINSON: Honourabla sena-
tors, in the discussion of our railway problem
it is probably better to say nothing at aIl]
than ta give expression to views wbich will
not stand the test of critical examination and
which only serve to add confusion ta a very
troublesome situation. The members of the
special committea have spent their time freely
in listening ta the viaws of the many wit-
nasses who appaeared 'before tham, and it is
not surprising that the opinions of tbinking
men do nat always coincide. One bas ta
bear in mmnd that the procasses of the human
mind do not always work in the samne way
with diffarent indýividuals. Conclusions reached
by ane persan, which hae cansiders absolutely
sound, are often the very opposite of con-
clusions reachad by another individual, which
hie is aqually sure are parfectly correct.

Then thare is the question of anvironmient
and of the advantagas which may ha gained
by certain lines of action and which may
unconsciously affect the views expressed by
aneasida or tbe other. We have had before
us representativas of the two great railway
systems. We have also had avidence from

two or three out.side persans wha are not
supposed ta have any bias or intarest in any
way. Nealess to say., they are as diametrieally
opposed ta one another as the members of
the railway companies themselves.

The chief discussions have been with regard
to the proposal for unification put farward
by Sir Edward Beatty, the Presîdent of the
Canadiani Pacific Railway Company, which
was aupported ibefore the committee by many
of the officials of that railway. Tha conten-
tion was made on behaîf of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway that very large savings in
cost of aparatian cauld be effected by unifica-
tion, and by unification alone, and it was
suggested that the unified railway system
should *ba controlled by a board of directars
on whicb the two railways should have equal
rapresentation with independent men appointed
by some outside bodies.

The officiaIs of tha Canadian National Rail-
ways contended that tbe estimate made by
Sir Edward Beatty and, bis officials was based
upon wrong premises, and that in order ta
affect such savings it wauld be nacessary ta
make wbolesala dismissals and ta abandon
praperty ta an extant wbicb was impossible
of attainmant. It was not denied that sncb
savings eould be made, or at laast a large pro-
portion of them, but the Canadian National
officiais asserted that publie opinion would
prevent the aecomplishmant of anything
approaching the claims of the Canadian Pacifie.

Professor MeDougail, of Queen's University,
gave some interasting testimony on the econom-
les of the situation, in which bie sbowed pratty
conclusively tohat tha wbola railway business
of Canada is on the declina, and that it is
unreasonabla ta hope for any very great
racovery. This leads me to the conclusion
that any astimate of savings based upon the
volume of business of any pat years cannot
be a very reliable estimate unless ana knows
what the future years' business will be.

Professor MeDougall also presented some
facts with regard ta the labour situation wbich
are very interesting, and whicb sbowed con-
clusivaly and beyond succassful contradiction
that the railway amployees, and partieularly
the running trades, are paid at a rate too much
out of lina witb other occupations. Ail I would
say is that, knowing the railway men as I do, 1
have no doubt that if proparly approached
they will see the reasonablenass of making
their contribution ta tbe relief of the natioun's
business.

Sa in trying ta arriva at some conclusions
which bave at least a semblane of reasonable-
ness one must bear in mmnd how important it
is ta show a spirit of fairnass ta aIl parties con-
cerned.


