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in its iMihalf. But \\v rcitiy:iii/c that the coiitt'iitions made there

call for Hunu' foiisidcratinii. 'I'lic IVatiiic of the t'actura is the

desire (tf ft tiiiiwl t»» n-pindiii f tliosi pai ts of tlii- Itoanl's judKiiieiit

that eoiituiii uiiy apjuiK iit iii<asiire of justiHcalitdi for ratf ad-

vaiiees. The ndereiiee at the l)ottt>m <d" p. 7 \o the n solutiou })U88ed

by the Board of Trade of Dimeaii, U.C, in stioiij; opposition to

the iiicreascH scrms to have en ]'! in !•> t i iur, luM-aiisc all the other

^uotatiuua are intemled to show that piihlic st iitiuieiit was prae-

tically unanimous in favor of tin* conipanii's' demands. We would
refer, in this (•(.iincctinii. t<> niir printid aii^iniK iit where we en-

deavored to point out that the support received by the railway eom-

panies from tin- ptiblic was hosed on ti>e supjiosition, now known to

In totuUji iiiiiriirr(i)if((l. that llie athlitiunal revenues wei-e to he

used to jMdvide eilieient service on the Canadian Nurthein and
Grand Tiunk Railways. It is easy to indufic business orijani/.a-

tions to fall in line and support the railway (!nMipanies irlit ii tin

I'i ry < jcist( H( ( (if lilt ir tnuli is lli miii iml tliinnt/h ii inirdlysis of
tninHportatioi> si/sl, nis. It is not goitiij too far to suggest that a

eampaign with the object of enlisting that suppoi t was carefully

waged on l>ehalf of the railway compaiui's among the memlwrs of

business organizations. It sueceede<l in some i>aits of the country

because the "eamoutiagc " about '•elHcient service" was cleverly

applied, (^)unsel for the Clanadian Northern Railway is too par-

ticular 111 liis choice of exceriits He nutkes one mistake in the case

of the Duncan Board of Trade, as has been noted, but he says

notliing about the Vancouver t)r \Vinnii)eg Boards of Trade, or

the
'

' "adian Cicdit M<'n"s Trust Association, or the (jauadiaii

C'oui, f Agriculture or the Ketail Luiiilieruien's Association, or

the Rt il Merchants' Association. The statement in the factum
that "tne consensus of the majority of those attending the meet-

ings of the Board was in favor of .^ranting substantial relief to

the I'ailways" is not borne out by a review of all the evidence.

The ((j)position, even at the hearings, was vigorous and determin-

ed, and it is to be remembered that the railway companies' state-

ments had not at that time come in foi' the analysis and scrutiny

.to whicli they have since been sub' >cted. We know that a decided-

ly different attitude has recontl* been adopted by some of the

oi'ganizations wliose opinions are quoted in supjiort of the ad-

vances. The Kegina and Saskatoon Boards of Trade, for instance,

have expressed by resoluticm their dissatisfaction with the judg-

ment of the Board, while ]tu)>lic opinion in other parts of Canada
has bec(mie aroused over the i»ossihility of immense additional tax-

ation that would be levied if tiie findings of the Board were en-

forced. The press of Toronto, with which counsel for the Can-
adian Northern is mo'-e <»r less in touch, reflects the sentiment of

the people on the subject clearly enough. It is loud in its denunci-

ation of the judgment


