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Hon. Mr. HARDY: 1 move te amend
subsection 4 of section 8 te read as follows:

Upon the coming into force of this Part,
,sections three, four and five of the Inland
Water Freight R~ates Act shall. during such
tuie as tliis lPart is ini for-ce, bie deerned te be
repealed.

And, further, te strike eut subsectien 5 of
this section.

The arnendmcnts were agreed te.

Hon. Mr. HARDY: I move to amend
section 27 by substituting the fellewing fer
clause (a) in subsection 2:

That during the period of twelve cnonths
next preceding the coroing inite force of the
relevant Part of this Act on, ie, or in respect
of the Great Lakes or St. Lawrence river, or
the part of Canada, or the highway te wvhichi
the application for a licence relates, the appli-
cant was bona fide engaged ie the business of
transport, and

The arnendrnent was agreed te.

Hon. Mr. DANDIURAND: I would draw
attention te a clerical errer in the reprinting
of the Bill. Ie subsection 2 of section 11 the
words " and net less than twe hundred dollars"
sheuld be struck eut.

Hon. Mr. HARDY: I move that the
section be se amended.

The arndment was agreed te.

The Bill as amended was reported, and the
arnendmcnts were concurred in.

MOTION FOR THIRD READING

The Hon. the SPEAKER: When shahi this
Bill be read a third tirne?

Hon. Mr. DANDIJRAND: Now.

Righit Hon. Mr. MEJGHEN: 1 rise te
speak. net on the third reading. but oinly on
the matter of consent, for the Bill cannt be
rcad a third tirne aow without consent. 1 arn
prepared to conset, but inasmuch as certain
inembers who have just now expressed a
desire te speak on the Bill do net feel that
they can be ready to-(hay, 1 should like it te
be understood that the debate will net be
pressed te a conclusion at this sitin, except
wvith the approval of inyself, say, as repre-
scnting, those members. 1 do net dezire te
stop ilie debate at ahl; in fact, I arn desirous
of its reachiag a conclusion as soon as pos-
sible; but 1 think it would hardly be fair te
meinhers who feel they cannot be ready te-
day te force the 'iebate te a conclusion at
iblis sittiug.ý

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I undcirstand
frorn my right honourable friend that, there
rnay bc members who are ready te spcak.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I think se.
Hon. Mr. HARDY.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Then it is
understoed that anyene can move the adjourn-
ment of the debate until te-morrew.

Hon. W. A. GRIESBACH: Henourable
members, the ostensible purpose of th(! Bill
before the House is te regulate rates, bnt its
real purpose is te assist the railways of the
country in the predicament in which thcy flnd
thernselves. That being se, the question at
once arises whether this is the best incthod
of assisting the railways-whether we may
properly assist the railways by penalizing
other forms of transport.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: By- what is
the expression?

Right Hon. Mr. GRAHAM: Penalizing.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: Penalizing forms
of transport more recently discovered and
developed, particularly transport by road and
by air. There bas always been competition
by xvatc'r, and I think it is a recognized fact
that the railways cannet normally cempete
with that form of transport. 0f course, this
is a country in which water transport closes
down in the winter time, whereas the rail-
ways operate the year round.

The question in my mmnd is whether we
have a right te deny the people of our coun-
try the benefit which cornes from the more
recently developed forrns of transport. If
we had adopted such a policy fifty or sixty
years ago we sh-ould have barred the rail-
ways and confined our people te herse trans-
port. But such a pehicy was deerned unwlse.
I týhink it would be just as unwise row te
put a bar upon progress by penaliziug the
more rnodern forrns of transport. The de-
vel'oprnent of our industries, our national life,
is dependent -Lîpon the free uise of modern
forrns of transport as they exist, or as they
may devehop in the future. It is clear that
we have te grapple with the question çof the
policy teo be folhowed with respect tu the
railways, but as matters stand te-day 1 know
of ne better rnethod of irnpreving their situa-
tien than the direct subsidy we are giving.
Certainly I cannot approve of denyineg our-
selves the tise of modemn conveniences, er of
penalizing thern in any way, for the purpose
ef assisting ocir railways.

This Bill carne before us in a certain ferrn
sorne wccks ago; it was subrnitted teo the Cern-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours,
and as we have it to-day it is an entirely
different Bill. We have, for instance, .imited
the operation of the Bill with respect te
acrophane transport to the traffie which exists
hetween urban centres, we have excluded


