
ise in rates ta coznpensate, in large mneasure, for this impossibe. Wïthl the' respoflsimiry or
tse in operating expenses, is inevitable. While there ta Ottawa, Ottawa control would be ini
D>e soe hope that the cost of coal and rails and other ,lleials themselves would ivitably beco
ies may camne down snd the increased volume of traffic The outlook was not reassuriflg. Ir
,ompensate for such increases as remain, it le diffieult, United States, cabinet mlxnisters were,ni

ai o the political aspect af the situation~, to believe and were in centrol of the House..
railroad wages will lend themselves te reductlon under ireulcally, "minlatera in aur Canadian
atural laws of econamies as will the iudustrlal wage. become ineat capable." He knew himse«
te ierease equivaleut iu result te the. wage increase law offices lu the west, or country atoi
i, unquestionahly, be made forthwitliY wlthin three menthe ai official experle
15 against this it w#ie only fair ta place certai clamed struct ?proeiealal railroad operators.
gs and benefite as set fort)' by th~e adiitration. letter with Mr~. Mitchell's arguments a

v er. estimnated ta amnount ta about $120,000,000, was a bitter oppauaent of public owner5
-ht about only as "war economies andl aceepted purely. that it tended te destroy individual i
ich by the. people. There were aIso som~e elaimed 'whl<h would not impreve aur national
mica in operatian in car mileage and freig)'t handling.
These savingsansd advantagea are msniestly in*luite-

as compared te what the America people lcnow sud
ýee concretely,--deterioration of service and an effeet TERMIOLOGY OF FIREI P.
railroad finance se alarmlug that, were the roas ta be
ried to private ownership uiider conditious to-day exist- Deflnt>uiw t, bie Suggested at the Anrnu
a rnajorlty of aur campanies wauld be facedl vit)' Naioa Fire Protection As
-uitcv." Mr. Mitchell <leclared.


