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I have noV a specific cure ta affer the
House, Sir, but I sametimes think-I hate
ta* make the suggestion because I know it
will be misconstrued-but I Vhiuk that ans
party le afraid sud the other dares not Vackle
this probleni as the people have good reason
ta expect them ta do. What is there about
it that should frighten any party or any
member? We are in contrai of the resaurces
of this country from the Atlantic ta the
Pacifie--if we are noV we ought ta be. If
we could do nothing else we could at least
say ta Vhs one railway cornpany that we own
and control-for the board of management
of the Canadian National Railways are the
«servants of thie parliameut, as we are the
servants of the people-and we could say ta
that bo'ard: We require you ta keep accurate
accounts of the absolute cost of transportiug
coal from the 'Maritimes aud from, Alberta
ta the central markets of the Dominion.
That is requirement number one. Then ws
could say ta the premiers of the several
provinces iuterested-and I submit that this
woubd be a f ar better subject upan which ta
ask those premiers ta coufer with us than
several other matters that I mnight mention;
for instance, Senats reform; that eau wait;
we are in no great rush about that except
that sanie of us are rushing ta get into that
chamber-we could say ta those gentlemen:
Coal le something that Vhs people must have,
whether we mine it oureelves or whether we
import it fromn the United States, and there-
fore aur fuel supply la of national importance.
Now, let us divide the central provinces into
three or four sections, ascertain Vhs freight
rate fromn the Maritimes sud fromt Alberta
ta given points iu those sections, sud there
set up municipal distribution centres, if you
will, in co-operatian wiVh the provincial and
federal authorities. Then let parliament, or
whatever body has the power, say: We wll
impose an ad valoremn duty on coal sufficieut
ta exclude the Uni ted States product, but
the price af our ca to the Canadian people
shall be so0 much sud no more, that price ta
include a profit for Vhe retailer, for the whale-
saler and for everyone else who handles it-
even for the producer. Han. members may
say ta me: That le a fantastie doctrine. I
do not care if it is. We have a national
problemi ta solve, and this is a suggestion
Vowardé its solution. 1 would sooner hear
a man make a foolish suggestion than remain
sulent.

I was speaking of the proposed royal com-
mision. Suppose it inoquires into this subject
lu Nova Scotia and finds that the transporta-
tion costs are toa high; then what are we

ta do? Day after day in this Houae we bave
seen the Mister of the iluterior (Mr.
Stewart), whose department deals with mdnes,
rise ln his place and say: AUl freight rate
problems are settled by Sir Henry Thornton
and his associates, and this government can
do nothing to help you; you *must go ta
thein. Suppose the royal commission maires
its report ta this House, and these problems
are presented ta us; what is the goverrument
going to do then? Are they going ta say:
You must go ta the railway under Sir Henry
Thoruton. We go there and hie sys: We
cannot carry this coal any cheaper; I arn
put here as the president of this road ta show
a profit, not ta carry on in the interees of
the people whom I was appointed to serve;
I arn here ta show a profit rather than a loss,
and I cannot Iower those rates. Then how
much further are we towards a solution of
our problenis in Nova Scotia?-assuming
that the royal commission reports on this
mnatter. and it is ane of the things it cannot
escape from reporting on.

While an the subject of coal, let me say
this: We had a debate ln this House this
session iastiing practically an entire day-I
mention this lu passing because it is of vital
interest-and we debated the situation, and
finally the goverument made certain sugges-
,tions. But what do we find? That between
the goverumenýt and the railway there is a
enag of some kind existing, a hurdie which
nobody seems ta 'be able to, get over. Besco,
we are told, is willing to mine 15,000 tons
of coal and bring ït up ta Montreal notwith-
standing the fact that there 19 more coal
bauked there than they can use, and although
they will los one or two dollars a ton on
this freshly mined coal; yet they are willing
to absorb that loss, sud ail they ask the rail-
,way ta do is ta give them the same haulage
rate as was given by the railway, -at the in-
stance of this govermnent, on the haulage of
coal frona the west ta the central provinces.
That is all that Besco àa asking. What is the
gouniter proposition? The counter proposi-
tion the railway makes ta Besco le this: We
are net satisfied ta, do aur part; we are not
satisfied that you should absarb a loss of 82
or 82.25 per ton, which you are willing ta
do; we ask you ta bank thjis coal down at
North Sydney, aud we wiill take it off your
hands as banked coal next suinmer. Then
what le the situation? Bescofinds, in the first
place, that it will lase 50 cents a tan on
banked coal. In the second place, with thefr
facilities. for banking Vhey find it wll cast
from three ta five dollars a tan more to bank
that coal, with the cost of handling, and so


