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COMMONS

tween Messrs. Mackenzie and Mann and
the Government. Do you know, Mr. Speak-
er, that the people of Canada are not grate-
ful to Messrs. Mackenzie and Mann for
their railroad operations in this country?
We find them feeling, rightly or wrongly,
that the level of public life has not been
raised, but rather debased by the opera-
tions of those gentlemen.

The Acting Prime Minister took consider-
able time in defending the corporate form
of this company which is to run our rail-
ways. The hon. member for Shelburne and
Queens never attacked the corporate form—
so all that argument was absolutely beside
the point; the hon. member asked that the
control of Parliament over the moneys ol
the people should be retained. The Acting
Prime Minister made a comparison between
the Canadian Pacific Railway and the
Canadian Northern Railway. He said that
shareholders, widely distributed, gave the
conduct of the Canadian Pacific Railway in-
to the hands of the directors; and his argu-
ment was: Why, cannot the people of Can-
ada give the conduct of the Canadian
Northern Railway just as completely into
the hands of those nominated by the share-
holders of this company? There is only one
answer to that argument, but it is a very
complete answer—-that the private owners
of the shares of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way are dealing with their own property
and have the right to name whom they will
as their directors; while this Government
is dealing, not with its own property, but
with the property of the people of Canada.
And we, sitting on this side of the House,
at least, say that in dealing with the prop-
erty of the people of Canada there shall be
thrown around that dealing all the safe-
guards and protection that British tradi-
tions and British experience have shown to
be wise and necessary.

Another argument advanced by the Act-
ing Prime Minister was that it would save
the duplication of auditing. I really think
that that is not a serious argument. No
one pretends that if the audit of this rail-
road is carried on by the officers of the
Auditor General that another audit will
have to be made by the railway company’s
officials. One audit should be sufficient.

My hon. friend the Acting Prime Min-
ister also brought forward the fact that
after a deficit occurs .Parliament will have
the right to appropriate moneys to meet
it. That is quite right, that is left to us.
It reminds me of what a Radical member
once said in the British House of Com-
mons. ‘““The King generally talks about
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‘my army’ and ‘my navy’; but he always
talks about ‘the national debt’.”” And our
friends, the directors of this railway com-
pany, may possibly talk about “our engines
and our rolling stock®; but when the deficit
comes it will be “the deficit of the people
of Canada.”

I now come to the least enthusiastic argu-
ment of the Acting Prime Minister. He
said, “I believe,—I am not sure,—that the
Hydro-Electric Commission of Ontario car-
ries on its business as regards the Parlia-

‘ment of the province in the same way as

we propose that this commission or com-
pany should carry on its business as re-
gards the Parliament of Canada.” I know
how busy the Acting Prime Minister is. I
spoke in the House the other night of the
inhumanity of;* ,mp Cuyernment of twenty-
three members aliowing him 4o doniwo
men’s work. But really when he comes to
tell us what we should do in regard to per-
haps the greatest national undertaking that
this country has ever assumed, he should
be able to give us better arguments than
his beliefs; I think we should have accur-
ate information.

Public ownership is a matter on which
honest men equally informed may hold dif-
ferent opinions. We have before us the
great public ownership scheme in which
the Government has embarked, and it is
necessary that every man whatsoever his
preconceived notions on public ownership
may be, give that scheme all his support.
But let not the Government endeavour to
make political capital out of the fact that
there are some men on this side of the
House who are not in favour of Government
ownership. I believe if we counted heads
we would find among the supporters of the
Government just as many who are not en-
thusiastic for government ownership. Gov-
ernment ownership is a principle that I
wish I could enthusiastically support, for
it seems to me in theory to be right. The
idea that a railway is in essence a monop-
oly, that it can only be successful if it is
a monopoly, and that all monopolies should
be owned or at least be controlled by the
people, appeals to me. But I cannot over-
look the facts before me. What are they?
Government ownership was tried in the
United States, and it ran up tremendous
deficits; government ownership was also
tried in Great Britain and it ran up tre-
mendous deficits. I know that government
ownership was a great success in regard to
marine insurance in Great Britain. When
the war broke out ships stood in harbour,

“they did not dare go out because there



