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Hon. Mr. HAIG: I diid net expeet my
honourable friend to accapt that statement.
If hie acceptad it hae would noV have introduced
the Bill. But thera is the fact, that this Bill
can give no relief to anybody unless it in-
creases the rates on goods eithar going into
or eoming out of Western Canada. The
Maritime Provinces and the Pacifie coast
hava been exempted; and Ontario and Que-
bec are at the base as fair as water transporta-
tien is concerned. W.hat -about our sbip-
ments into and out of Western Canada? No
railway eau compete with water transporta-
tion in the carrying of bulk goods, if water
transportation is aIlowed to take its free
course. Look at sugar, for instance: the rate
by water fromn Halifax to Fort Williami is 18
cents, but the rate by rail in wirxter is 44
cents. Why is it that Western Canada bas
the graatest elevator systamn in the world?
Why is Fort William one of the outstanding
elevator eities? Becausa 1V is necessary to
have grain stored se as týo ha availabie for
water transportation in summer.

If this Bill were iu force to-morrow, would
it give any benefit to the railways of Can-
ada? That is the issue. I do nlot tVhink any-
one ean show me that the railways would
derive a singla benafit. If wa eould say Vo
the buses, "You must not carry passengers,"
and Vo the trucks, " You must noV carry
freight," we sbould ha banefiting the rail-
ways, but the possibility of doing that is
eliminated by the Minister's statement, and
also by the fact, as shown by the evidence,
that 98 per cent of the traffie on trucks and
buses is intraprovincial, not intarprovincial.
I cannot find in the Bill anything which. would
give the rail'ways a single bit of halp. I
should like the honourable leader of the Gov-
ernmant Vo show me, if hae can, whare thare
is anything that would help thamn.

My honourabla friand from Edmonton (Hon.
Mr. Griesbach) suggests that the Bill ba laid
over. I hava in my band two copies of the
largest paper in Western Canada, the leading
Liberal papar of the whole country, the
Winnipeg Frae Press. I know of none that
can conapara with it. No othar editor stands
a.§ high in the estimation of the public in
Canada to-day as does the aditor of that
journal. Wa may not agrea with him, but
thara is no doubt about the high place hie
bolds in the public mind. I know hlm pratty
wall. I will flot ire the House by raading
long axtracts, but I do want to raad one
paragraph fromn au editorial lu the issue of
Menday, March 8, and I would asIc the honiour-
abla leader of the Government to listen Vo
this:

This is a Bill to proteet vested interests in
transportation-on land, sea and lake-against
the competition of newer, cheaper, more mobile
and more efficient forme of transportation.
After the verbiage is boilad down that is what
the advoeaey of the Bill amounts to.

That is the opinion of Mr. J. W. Dafoe,
editor of that great paper. You could nlot
id any words that would bettar esprcss in

such a short space just wbat this Bill neans.

In the issue of March 15, that is Monday
of this week, there la another aditorial on the
Bill, wherein is a statement to the effect that
it seemis strange to have a measura for the
protection of vested interests advocated by a
Li'beral minister. Perhaps Mr. Dàfoe thought
suoh advocacy might have sýounded ail right
on the lips of a Tory minister.

Those editorials state the opinion of West-
ern Canada on this Bill. The people of the
West believa the Bill will not put one dollar
of extra revenue into the hands of the Cana-
dian Pacifie or Canadian National. Thay
think, further, that their freight rates on grain
ehipped out-on wheat, oats, barley and flax
-will be incraased by from three to six cents
a bushel, for the banefit of the monopolistic-
ally controlled Jake boats, and that thare
will be a similar increase in tha rates on
goods brought into the West. 1 appeal to
all honourabla senators to remembar that one
of the duties of mexubers of this Rouse is to
proteet the rights of the various sections of
the country. True, in the House of Commons
Manitoba has 17 members, Saskatchewan 21
and Alberta 17: for the three Prairie Prov-
inches there is a total of 55. But thare are
190 mambers from other parts of the country,
and that is anough Vo give a vary large
majority for this Bill if we pass it hara. So
I say we sbould not send the Bill ovar to
the other House; we should sea to it fhat the
minority interests of the West are properly
.proteeted. This Bill would sali out the
farmers. of Western Canada for the banefit
of vested intarasts, as the Free Press says. I
su'bmit tihat we as senaýtors should noV support
such a measura. What is thare that would
prohibit the Canadian Pacifie or the Canadian
National fromn buying u~p somne boats and run-
ning them? Not a thing.

I have already dealVt with highways, but
there is one further point I wish to stress.
You cannot hold back invention. Men have
tried Vo, do that in the past. Trucks and buses
are wanted by the public and will net ha put
out of business. It is related ini Winnipeg
that wben Mr. Coleman, Vice-President of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, wss at that
Doint, hai eut dýown -the nuinher of trains run-


