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movenent, to denounce ail corporations as
enemies of the public weal. Examine tlie
newspapers of fliat scliool, and you will
fInI ia almost every Issuetliat corporations
are madle the bntts of tlieir attacks and
fbeir sneers. Thie trutb is that corporations,
like alotlier buman institutions, are a mix-
ture of gool and evil. Tlie trntli Is fliat wlile
tliey are Important aud reuder great ser-
vice to the country, on the other hand&
they are not free of serious blemisbes. The
trulli is also fliat corporations bave beeni
one of the most potent agencies of modern
civilization ln tlie creation and distribution
of wealtb amongst ail classes of the coin-
munity. It is undeniable, even thie lion.
member for South York wlio almost dally
declares lilmself tbe enemy of corporations,
and especially of railway corporations, can-
not cleny tliat corporate capital, corporate
lali )ur, corporate effort, will do more tbanl
coul i ever be accompllsbed by individus I
effort. Wliat are corporations after aIl ?
Corporations are simply aggregations of
indiviillal forces, and if stands to reason
that aggregafious wilI always accomplisli
more tlian individual effort. It is also un-
deniable that whilst corporations bave dolie
a great deal of gaod l this way. railway
corporations especially bave becomie sucli
enormous organizations as to coastitute a
possible menace to thie state. If is equaîly
uncdeiible fliat corporations cannot escape
Vie reproacli of liaving often been actuateci
by greed and of liaving disregarded tlie
interests tliey were created f0 serve. If
sncb be tlie situation, and I fhinik I ha-ve~
correcfly de3cribed if, it is clear that if i,
thi tut of the legisiator f0 interfere. But
lu wliat sense and f0 wliat extent is ftic
problein. Tlieliou. member for Soutli York
says. down witli corporations, down witb
railway corporations, and let thie state if-
self provide fhls kind of service for tie
public. Tlie hou, leader of the opposition
argues one -way aud concludes another
wïiy., aid therefore abdicafes into tbe bands
of the lion. member for South York. But a
perso:î wlio looks at the question calmly
and dispassiouafely must come f0 the con-
clusion fliat the iuterests whicli are seived
to-day by private enterprise are better
served than tliey possibîy could lie by Vie
state. The frue remedy, I apprelieud, is
flot f0 entruist rallways to stafe manage-
ment. but it is to leave fliem f0 corporations
subjecf to the control of parliament, wlio
will see that tbey properly disdliarge the
duties fbey are called upon fo discliarge
lu fhe public interest. Sir, I do flot hesitate
f0 say for iiny part fliat if thie policy of flie
bon. member for Soutli York were adopted,
If would- be a calamity f0 Vis country.

Mr. W. F. MACLEAN. Is If a calamltY
lu Germagny, in Russia, lu France, lu Ans-
tralla ?

Sir WILFRID LAUJRIERt. Thank God
we are flot coming bere to ta'ke our ex-
amples from Germany, or France or Russia.

Mr. W. F. MACLEAN. Will the right
lion. gentleman say wliat lie thinks of New
Zealand and Australia, daugliter states of
the great empire whie clli uplield this after-
noon ?

Sir WILFRID LAURIER. I think Aus-
tralia and New Zealand are young experi-
menting communities, and they liave gone
furtlier in state socialismi thau I care
to go. For my part 1 belleve that our sys-
tem is preferable to the system whieh lias
been adopted in Australia and New Zea-
land. I say to my lion. friend that if you
remove the incentive of ambition and emu-
lation from public enterprises, you suppress
progress, you condemul the community to
stagnation and iminobility.

ISir, I will give rny lion. friend a concrete
examle taken froin our own liistory. I
will flot go to Germany, I will flot go to
Russia, I will flot go to New Zealand or f0
Australia ; riglit liere in Canada we find
a concrete example to wliicli I cali lis at-
tention. We bave the Caandiaa Pacitic
I-ailway. It was at one tune possible to
buil it as a goverument railway. Mr.
Mackenzie bad commenced to build it as
a goverlment railway, not froiii choice but
fromu necessity, because private enterprise
failedl to come forward and offm, to build
it. When the governient of Sir Jolin A.
MNLacdooiald came t0 power lie clianged fliat
policy, and determined f0 bave el railway
bult by private enterprise; and s0 far as I
remeinber I do flot tliink that a ýsîngle
word lias ever been said against that
policy. Tliere was dissent witli tlie ternis
giveni to tlie company, but so far as It was
at choice between government ownership
îaud- compaaly ow%ýnership, I do not remember,
speaking undler correction, that a single
word bias ever been spoken agalnst thie
policy of 'Sir Jolin A. Macdonald. Now
it lias been bulît as a private enterprise,
and will tlie hon, gentleman pretend
that it vould bave served tlie coun-
trv as well as a goverament enterprise?
Why, Sir, consider wliat bas been doue by
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company.
It lias In a great many Instances. sud in a.
multitude of manners. but up otlier enter-
prises as adjncts to thie railway whicli
neyer would have existed if the rail-
way liad been built as a goverument enter-
prise. My lion. frlend knows that tlie
Canadian Pacific Railway Company lias
covered their Ulnes witi liotels. There is
a liotel ln Quebec, a liotel iu Moutreal, a
liotel ln Winnipeg, a hotel iu Vancouver, a
bofel lu the Rocky Mountains, and this
system of niotels bas brouglit thousands and
hundreds of thousands of tourists wlio neyer


