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departures, and any man who thinks that
we have flot to try and be prepared to deal
w'ith new departures in the present condi-
tion of this coun'try and of the world, is
in danger of rapidly finding himself a back
number in any guidancue lie gives to the
affairs of the nation.

II think tihat my hion. friend the Acting
Prime Minister gave a most lucid, most
cogent, and moat forcible argument to the
House, and I arn bound te say, in ail hion-
esty, that it carried to me complete con-
viction. There were the two methode of
dealing with this question after we decide
upon public ownership; and even my hion.
friend the leader of the Opposition is con-
strailned to admît that such is the condition
in whlich these roads are, we are bound
to decide upon it. Then I take it, ei.ther
we were to admînister the Canadjan
National Railroad as the Intercolonial has
been administered, or we were to adopt the
corporation method. Now, with regard to
,the Intercolonial railway, I must ask hion.
gentlemen opposite (who are better ac-
quainted with it than I am, who have lived
in that part of the country and watched
its operations) is it flot a fact that under
ail Governments 'that road has reeked and
smelt with political patronage? Is not that
the case? If it be the case can this Govern-
ment and Parliament lightly think of adopt-
ing a method for the Canadian National
railroad whidh has led to the wholesale
use of patronage in the limited experiment
that we have been nmaking on the Inter-
colonial in regard to, this great question
of Government ownership? The Acting
Prime Minister says the Government has
deliberately ohosen the other method. For
what purpose? To get rid, if possible, of
political patronage; and if the Government
does not get direotors who will co-operate
with it in this matter, it will be brought
to very strict account by the people of this
,country. I believe that here is the crux
of the wtiole thing. Let tne Governmeni
say to, its directors: We want this railroad
run upon business lines, and we want the
beat men put in for doing any specific work
in connection with it, and we do not want
politics to interfere. If the Government
ddes less than, that it wîll very rapidly be.
brought to task by the people of this coun-
try. If the ;Government does that, I have
stated my previous fait>h in 4Janada's
abiiity to sustain this railroad, and to build
it up to a degree of wealth and efficiency
equal to that of the Canadian Pacific, and
the two raiîronadas will be part of the wondei
which the Canada of the future is going to
be in the world. The whole thing depends

upon getting the rigfht men to carry the
under.taking out-getting men in whose
trustworthiness and ability you can havèe
confidence, and -Canada being behind the
road it is bound to be a success. If we do
not produce, and cannot -produce, such-
men in Canada im'port them. Get honest,
trustworthy and 'able men. Tell them they
have got to run this, as a railway proposi-
tion, to success, and ýthat bhey are not bo
consider political questions at ail. Then I
have such confidence in my country that I
have faith in the future of this rZoad.

As to the control of iParliament, I have
said that thîs is a new departure. 1 think
that in -the case of Britain's handling of the
Indian Accounts there may be a precedent
for this in-e of 'action. But we do not for-
feit, that I can sec, any of our rig-hts as a -.
Parliament bo look inb the way the roads
are being run. Some'thing bas to be done
on trust in connection with auch a large
concern. Do the *Canadian Pacific, share-
holders do nothing on trust in regard to
their railroad, one of the bigges.t concernis
mn the world? Have the ýshareholdexs to do
nothing on trust in connection with that
road? Surely we can flnd men in Canada-
or our politios and our public life are cor-
rupt beyond description-surely we can find
inen bo do for the nation 'what the dire-etors
of the Canadian Pacifie are doing for the
shareholders of that railway. I hope we
can. I hope so £rom the bottom of sny
heart, for the sake of the future of the en-
terprise, for the sake of the future of the
public life o.f Canada, for the sake -of the
prosperity, progresa, and real welfare of
this great Dominion. But 1 would appeal
to iny hon. friends opposite bo taxte this
attitude and force home from time to Lime
-and 'I will help them in doing it if it is
necessary-the points bhat I have made in
my brief utterances. Force home these
points, «nd criticise and observe ahl you
can, but let us give Canada and hier rail-
road a fair trial.

,Mr. 'SPEAKER: la the House ready foi
the question?

Mr. FRANK S. OAHILL (Pontiac): I was
somewhat pleased with the remarks of the
hion. gentleman (Mr. Michael Clark) when
hie said that hie had heard me repeat some
ten times ini as many minutes the remark
that I was unable to get any information
from the Government regarding the various
clauses of this some.what complicated Bill.
I am glad bo know, Mr. Speaker, thst «fter
having repeated ten or twelve times a plain.,
simple atatement, it may have penetr ted


