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the details as to the men who were laid off.
I cannot give these details at the moment
and I do nlot know that it would help par-
ticularly in the consideration of this bill te
give that information. The information in a
general way has already been brougbt down;
that is the house bas before it, in replies to
various questions, the number of employees
which the Canadian National had. in varjous
years and the number which it has at the
present time. Thiat really covers the in-
formation the bion, gentleman wishes se far
as that road is concerned. He also wanted to
know how many superintendents on the Cana-
dian National were civil engineers. I am sorry
I cannot tell; there are somne wbo are civil
engineers, but I believe even my bion. friend,
or myseîf, neither one of us being a railway
man, will realize that a man does not need
to bc a civil engineer to be a superintendent.
According to my information superintendents
on the various raiiways of this and other
countries are chosen from various groups of
employees. Somttimes they come up from
the ranks of the locomotive engineers, the
firemen, and other classes of railway workers.
And somne come from the civil engineers. The
reason is, 1 ani informed, that it is considered
better to have superintendents of v arious
trainings, it is to the advantage of the road.
I shaîl bc glad to give my hion. friend any
information I cao, but I hope be will flot ask
for informiation, as tu matters of which 1 have
no knowlcdge, and cannot reasonably be ex-
pected to get.

Mr. POULIOT: Mr. Chairm an, it is a
good time to understand our position clearly.
I do flot waot to have any evidence repeated.
I have hiere the evidence, the report of the
commissioners, the report of the debate in
the Senate, and of the Senate committee, and
the Ilansard of the House of Commons con-
taining the discussion on this bill. 1 do flot
wisb any evidence to be repeated, but I want
new faots to bc put beforc the boeuse. I
cannot get them to-day from tbe Minister
of Raihvays because lie does flot bave them at
hand, but if the heads of botb railoways were
here 1 could secure that information from
them. What the hion. minister bas said proves
that my contention was right.

Now, sir, I have another ground of protest
against this bill, I would say a ground. of
protest at large. I am strongly against the
abandonnment of governmental responsibility.
The government must have a policy with
regard to the railways. The goverfiment bas
te foresce. The only way to bave tbat policy
applied and applied well is to put the railways
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under the direction of the Minister of Rail-
ways. I do flot see wbhy the Minister of
Railways is at the samne time the Minister of
CanaIs. Botb of course are transportation
systems, one by -rail, tbe other by water; but
canals sboulýd ratber be under the Mýinister of
Marine. The Minister of Railways bas to
supervise tbe whole railway system of this
country from coast to coast and tbat is
enougb for one man. My idea about such
legislation as this is that there is ne reason
for the gevernment to, abandon its responsi-
bility, te, put it on other shoulders, the
shoulders of trustees wbom they appoint, but
wbo will not be responsible to, this bouse. The
only way to bave the railway problem settled
in this country is for the geverfiment to bave
a definite poilicy and tben have it applied by
the Minister of Railways to botb railway
systems and all branches of railways. On our
statute books we have an extensive body of
railroad legislation. It bas been enacted by
the parhiament of Canada, hoitb liouses, it
bas 'been given the royal sanction and it is
the law of tbe country. Now shaîl we vest
some individuals witb the powers of parlia-
ment? 1 am bere as a member of parlia-
ment, I and my twe bundred and forty-four
colleagues have certain rights. We can lay
before this bouse the complaints we bave to
make, we bave the privilege te, suhmît legis-
lation to this bouse, but as soon as this bil
is passed the powers we noýw bave will be
banded to other people who will not be
responsible to this parliament. Sir, it is a
sign of weakness; a strong government sbould
bave a strong railway policy and be able
to apply it strongly, apply it tbemselves,
and net lean on others to apply it. This
is my second ground for obj ecting very
strongly to, tbis bill.

Mr. HEAPS: Mr. Chairman, this act pro-
vides for the amalgamation of the two great
railway companies in Canada. I sbou]d ]ike
te, address a series of questions to the minister;
I presume bie has the information available,
because the effet of the bill is se grL'at and
bas to do witb se many of our people that
I do not tbink we can over-estimate its im-
porta 'nce. Already we have seen some of the
results cf this cooperation between the two
companies; this afternoon the minister re-
ferred te the service between Montreal and
Cbicago, the first result of which was the
laying off of probably several bundred em-
ployees on the two systemrs. So far during
the discussion of this measure the minister
bas not gîven any information to the coin-
mittee as to wbat migbt be the effeet of this
cooperation on the îînemployment, situation
in Canada. Furtber, I sbould say it is cemmon


