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W«' pxpifMH our firm conviction tlint public opinion in Can-

ada nt the prewnt time strongly snpjtoi-tsi the attltwle th<^ 8hi|v

pel's' Soctioti lins taken in opposition to incic.iscs in tolls. Wo can

disregard the expressions of inimatiiro oi)ini<»n fiom bodies whose

support has been obtained by reason of their beinn misled. The
earefnlly prepared enthusiasm of other orpanizations is under-

stood and appreciated at ifs ]iroper \alne, ('specially since these

bodies have carefully refrained from insisting upon the observ-

ance of the conditions they attached to their conaent.

Tt Would aj>Tienr that nearly every reference to the financial

distress of the Canadian "•Tortliern made I)y the Chief Commis-
sioner in his judcrment meets with the approval of counsel for

the CompaJiy. The practice of paradinir misfortunes is familiar

to those who have had experience in railway rate cases, and the

continuance of it excites no particular conciem.

The Shippers' Section repeats its declaration that the applic-

ation of the Canadian companies for increases vns made prcuvm-

ahly in iwifntion of flic prorf(l:irr fnlJnirrfl hy fhr rnmpaniea in

thr Pnitrd Stntrfi. The fact that the companies here were "con-

siderinfr the matter" previous to the American application does

not prove anything.

Errors iTi railwav policy have been larffelv responsible for the

failure of the Canadian Xortliern. Counsel lavs stress upon the

profitable character of the branch linos in the West, but says noth-

infi ahmtf the linen in the En/>t. He does not assert that the main
line, as at present constituted, is profitable, even rnth the active

feeders it has in the West.

The reluctance to consider questions of railway policy, even

before the Oovemor-in-Coimcil. is to be expected in the case of

counsel for the companies, but their nnwillincTiess does not pre-

vent us from urjjing o\ir \iews. The Riffht Honorable the Prime
Minister has been jrood enough to suggest that alternative plans

be submittef" with the arcriment. Romethincr more impressive

from counsel than a refusal to consider these alternatives is re-

quired to distract our attention. Would not a statement of opin-

ion from the officials of the Canadian Xoithern Railway on the

wisdom of taking ovoj- all the lines in Canada be illuminating at

this timet

While coimsel for the Canadian Pacific has endeavored to ex-

plain av7nr the con^nncing information offered by Mr. Phippen
at the Winnipeg hearing with reference to the financial position

of the leading Companv. it is worth noting that counsel for the

Canadian Northern Railway, in his argiiment, does not retract or

correct any of the statemento he made in that oonnectiozL


