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wisdom that it was possible to elicit. Three
proposais were suggested to us: vnluntary co-
operat ion, cnforced co-operation, unification.

I was surprised to hear rny honourable
frieod's remarks on voiuntary co-operation. We
met with some hope of iearning that voluntary
co-operation hiad bcen effective. What did we
flnd? I appeal to ail my colleagues to endorse
my statement that we found that affer six
years of voluntary co-operation the annual
saving amnounted to less than $2.000,000. That
was ai. I.ast y-ear we thirexv intô the vortex
$56.000.000 of new money. Surprised at such
a resuit, wc asked for the explanation. Wbat
did wc get? Let my colleagues of the coin-
nsittee consult their own memories. What
dici the railways say? Tie representative of
the Canadian National said co-operation had
been useless in the past and was hopeless for
the future. As honourable members know
verv well, time after time the witnesses of
the Canadian National rose and spoke. We
wcre eager to extend to thiens an opportuoity
to give us some sort of hope. But no l Under
co-operation they haci done ootbing in the
past, and fhey hieid out no hope for the
fu ture.

My honourable friend (Hon. Mr. Dan-
duraýnd) is really a marvclious man; I have
always thought su; but when he spoke a
moment ago I seemed to hear the voices of
a host of people, and among fbem I thougbt
I detccted a voice that we often beard in the
committee-a voice that cao speek at any
fime and say anything.

lon. Mr. MLTRDOCK: Oh, "caoý' tise
comedy!

lon. Mr. BEAUBIEN: I do ont under-
stand what my honourabie friend says. I
nex or intcrrupt him., and 1 bave asked him
time and again to bo as charitable witb me
as I am with him. I tbink I could play bijs
ganse if I wiscd, but it is nt suitahie for this
Chiamber.

I come back, n0w f0 thaf cievcr and versatiîle
Mr. Fairweather, wbio bias sâid ex crytising
and y et isas said notbing. To heer Iiiîsi one
w ouid think co-operatin w as to g-ivo us ex ery-
thiog; practicaiiy as much as unification. Co-
operation and unificatins arc on the samne
roaci aîsd woîîid, of course, rends the samne
goal if tlsey made progross at the samne rate;
but tise differcoce between thein is tisat one
adx ancos nt at ail, w hereas tise other gix os
promise of reacbing tise goal. What is the
meaning of co-operation carried to ifs fuiiest
extent? It means the supspression of duplica-
tin. Tho principie is tise samne as that of
unification. But for six years co-operation bas

Ilon. Mr. I3EAUBIEN.

produced no resuifs, and as to the future flie
Canadian National say there is no hope.

Before proceeding to cite a far botter
authority f0 my honourabie friend, I want to
fell sim that w-o on this side of the Huse
wer hitterly disappninted tisat in bis report
lio did flot say one single word about enforced
(-0-operation. Tise witnesses of the Canadian
National came before the commit tee, one affer
another, and insisted that toctis bc put into
tlie Canadian National Canachian Pacifie iaw
of 1933. It w-as a strange proposai, but it
luid a modicuin of Isopo for tise w ho are
askiisg very iittlc and are easily satisfieci.
But is flic r-cport presented nt a tittie eau
be found in regard f0 enforccd co-operation.
I was net surpriscd at fisaf. but I tisink tbat
nt oniy we on this side of tise flusc but
also some of our coileaguos on the otîser sido
ere rather disappoioted. The proposition

of tise Canaclian National wvas that in the
ex cnt of a proposal for reti-encisoent agreed
uipon betweeo tise tw-o raiiw-ays not boinig put
into execufion, for fear of politicai or social
i-csentnsent, forsooth, the Governr'sent sisouid
tison come boldly forw-ard, assume the icapon-
sibiify and euforce the retrenchmeot. Yet
w chIav e isad in the report not one wor1 on
enforccd co-operafion. I presumne tisat wbon
îoy isonourabia friond (Hon. Mi. Dandurand)
iooked aît the iaw of 1933 lie found that ho
isad nothing f0, add fui it. and lise bcgau f0
thinkll, tisat at any time during thse previnus
six y-cars the Gox-eroment, if they so desired,
couid hsaveo rdercd the Canqdian National to
brinig iniosediafely before the arbitrai tribunal
aoy schemne of retrenchîment proposed by cither
raiiway- As ho could nt ci-y w-cil rew rite
the law, it aiready being conspiete and suffi-
cient, lise i-eturned to the pouicy of pureiy
i olunfary co-operation.

As I have said. voluritary co-operafion isas
donce nothiog in tise past, and tue Canadian
National isoll Do hope for it iii tise future.
Wisat do the Gox ornment say about it? My
lsonourabie fricod says tisef if y-ou bar the
road f0 voluintary un operation tue report
wliicli bas been suibmittcd to us is w-orti
isofiing et ail; that x-oiuntary un operation
Js the onl 'v mwa '-. But, w-bat does fise gentlenman
wiso ou railway matters adise- the C;overn-
îssnt say-? lion. MVr. 1mwe. w-io happcned f0
ho appeeriîsg befoîe the House of Coînmons
Committee on Raiiways and Shipping on the
18th of Aprîl last, ivas asked by Mci. Xoung.
- that (--01rat ion not like( tise umr-e, adel

raibit'?" To this Mr. Howe replied:

Considering ail the disturbance up and down
the contry, and tisat they have sive1 less than
$2,000,000 a year for both railways, I think if


