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tiens and of revit against the, autocracy
that has rei.gned here in Ottawa, for the fe'w
years past. I have already istated that I
would, not let myseif be gagged and, there-
fore, I tak-e my seat.

.Mr. AIRTHUR LACIA.NGE. (Quebec
Centre) (translation): Mr. Chairman, I
believe it is, -my duty to strongly 'proteist
ýagain.st t.he Bull which this Houe has been
discu6sing for a few d.ays .already. In fact,
what is there, everything told, ini this
measure, if flot a pure gif t of $60,000,000
made to, the directly or indireetly interested
parties ef the Canadian Northein, Railway
e.oxnpany, the whole of it being toi the pre-
judice of 'the public tre-aiury? Should there
bc, reasons that can justify isuch a legis1a-
tion, the3r can- assuredly net be those which
the Bord-en 'administration has thus far set
forth. As ~a so-cailed justification, it 'brings
up two main considerations: one cf themn,
to prevent the receivership 'or the liquida-
tion of the 'railroad; the other, toi assert the
principle, of railroad nationalization in
Canada.

As -a rule, 1 arn in faveur et ail publie
service utilities beîng state-owned or -state-
operated. Should they be dilige-ntly admin-
istered., the people would thereby obtain
ýbetter facilitieis, and at a more reseonable
co.st, since they 'would actually eliminate ail
profits which. wvuld, etherwirs, go to eifflwr
shareholders or premoters.

To -support suoh an assertion we have
Canacla's 0ýw1 -experience with the Inter-
colonial. Ahl told, ýthat undertaking bas
given good result6; these might havie been
more convincing to-day, h-ad it not been for
that patronage plague which. has alw.ays
absolved a most appreciable portion et -the
'receipts; but there is a renîedy to that dis-
adv.antage. So that, in, spite of sucli an
impediment, we m.ay well assert that this
experiment has been mo6t conclusive. That
is why I say, speaking- in my own name:
if the G'evern.rent's objeet really were te
con6ecrate the principle of 'the. transporta-
tien service, nationalization, it weuld be
well te consider, frein that point ef view, at
least, thi*s Bill with som-ewhat *a better dis-
position. But the nationalization doctrine, in
this case, is simply invoked as a pretense.
If the administration really ineans te ýattain
that end, why net apply the Act of 1914?
There you have that nlatienalization pro-
vided for in fuil terms. The presenit Gev-
ernimenit lfnows it; they have .passýed mne
Aet et 1914 th.erselves. It is therein stipu-
l.sted that, if the Canadiai, Nei-thern cern-
pany taila te meet its obligations, the Gev-

[Mr. Demers.]

ernmient shahl have, " de piano ", the right
te, take ever the 'whole 6ystem witheut pay-
ing a single cent as compen6ation.

Arn I not right, then, when I say that the
nationalizatien now invo-ked is a subterfuge,
that the only objeet ks te, find a 'way te pay
these $60,000,000 without ýbeing in any way
ebliged te do it, under the Act et 1914?
What will be the effeet et this Act upon
Canada's financial credit? Upon this point,
we have the opinion et business men,
netLably that of -a greoup et Montreal finani-
ciens. In. the couroe et the present debate,
a portion et their declaratie-ns has -aiready
been submitted te the Heuse; reseiutiens
have been read as they had adepted them,
the whole bearing upon the Act we are now
discussing -ad te its severe disapproval.

I 'beg te aid ýa tew ýother ctatýement6 on
their part, none the less te the point, I will
quote a newspaper, Le Devoir, et Aug.ust
16, I believe:

The manifesto, which was publishied this
morning by a group of financiers, including
notable Conservatives such as Messrs. Huntley
Drummond, Chaput, Ekers, etc., demonstrates
the fact that the uneasiness bas reached people
the less Hiable to be carried off. And therein
can be found the very reason for the more or
less noticeable hostility of the larger English
press, to a great extent.

" If it becomes law, it xvili impose on Canada,
at a time when the country is'under ail unpre-
cedented strain, a burden of unknown magni-
tude. One certainly greater than any ever be-
fore imposed upon this country, with the ex-
ception of the war debt."

Mr. Fluntley Drummond and bis colleagues
sum up, in the followving formidable sentence,
their censure of the Governm.ent's attitude:
" The smallest transaction in common life could
not be concluded in such a way, and any at-
tempt to do it by trustees responsible to a court
would unquestionably be a breach of trust, and
this is the largest and most onerous undertaking
ever contemplated by any Canadian Govern-
ment, and the most risky."

So much for the criticism of the Canadian
Northern transaction, against whlch Messrs.
Drummond, Ekers and their colleagues ask us
to protest xvith our utmost energy. But, there
is in this manifesto another fact which should
be noticed.

The signers are flot only alarmed by the Can-
adian Northern deal; they are visibly uneasy
on account of the general financial conditioný,
At the very opening of their letter, they insist
that this bold operation is made "at a time
when the country is under an unprecedented
strain." Further on, to point eut the gravity of
the moment, they add: "The lnterest and other
charges on Canada due to the war increase
every day and even nov, are so great that it
is difficult to say from what source they can
be paid without an economnic strain never
hitherto undergone and a cuttirrg down of ex<-
penses nlot yet even begun." And still a littie
further: "The credit of tbe country abroad is
at a lower ebb than it has ever been."


