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Winnipeg to a more or less permanent jitney competition
being established.

At the enquiry the B. C. Electric witnesses estimated
that each jitney took $7 a day from the revenue of the com-
pany. The jitney drivers claimed that their receipts were
much higher than this figure. Dr. Shortt, making an al-
lowance for whatever extra pleasure traffic the jitney may
have created for itself, finds that the reasonable loss to the
company from jitney competition, during 1916 was $261,278
on city and suburban lines of Vancouver.

Allowing that it would have cost the company $16,121
to have taken care of the extra traffic, had there been 10
jitneys, Dr. Shortt adds:

‘“While the extra income of $245,000 would not con-
vert the existing losses of the company into a surplus, yet
it would probably be sufficient, with certain economies an
rearrangements to be considered later, and in view of &
certain, tendency to recovery noticeable within the past
year, to bring the earnings of the company on its street rail-
way business to the point of at least meeting its outlay-
This would permit the company, though with the sacrifice
of any dividends on its stock, to maintain its solvency an
to continue an efficient transportation service until the
return of a period of normal prosperity, such as may be
reasonably expected from the situation of these centres 0
population in relation to the commercial requirements of the
continent and the valuable resources of the province.

““At.any rate it is plain from the eccnomic situatio?
which has developed in the centres of Vancouver and Vi
toria and the financial condition of the British Columbid
Electric that it can mot eontinue in business under the com-
bined influence of the unavoidable shrinkage of population,
depressed economic conditions of recent years, and the con-
petition of the jitney cars.”’

The first indictment which Dr. Shortt finds prove?
against the jitney is that in the industrial development of 2
district the greater earning power of the heavier traffiC
routes is required to support in their early stagese the ou’f;
lying routes which are not self-supporting. ‘‘Obviously,
he says, ‘‘if a competitive service such as the jitney comeS
in, especially during a period of financial depression aD
loss of population, and takes away a large section of the
most profitable central traffic without relieving the street
railway on a single mile of the unprofitable routes, it 1%
destroying the capacity of the general transportation S¥5°
tem to meet its obligations, while it upsets entirely the 0r~
ganization on which the street railway can alone meet the
standard requirements.’’ :

Asserting as an obvious fact that there is revenue avail-
able to maintain only one successful system of transportd:
tion in Vancouver, and conceding that it is possible tha
the jitney is a better system of service than the electr1®
traction system, Dr. Shortt proceeds.

““As between rival systems of transportation it is red
sonable and proper that that which is the better able 0
meet the needs of a modern city population, should survive
No vested interest or prospective sacrifice of capital invest-
ed in good faith in a service which proves to be inferior to
another can be successfully pleaded as a reason why the less
adequate service should be maintained.

““On this basis, as between the existing jitney and the
electric street car service the great practical question 18
does or can the jitney furnish a cheaper, a more unifor®
more adequate, reliable and responsible serviee than that ©
the existing street cars? If so, instead of being interfere
with and suppressed, it should be given free course and €
couragement, but if not, since it is evident from the detaile
financial returns of the company already referred to tha
the two systems cannot co-exist, without the disappearanc®
of the street railway, it is plain that the general interes
of the community requires the elimination of the jitney 8%
a condition of retaining the existing transportation servic®




