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Railway Act-Rate structure

My hion. friend blames me now for changing
my attitude. This bill I mdght say, was in-
troduced after the other one was turined down
-that was the bill I introduced askiing parlia-
ment to grant to British Columbia the saine
freight rates it had granted first in 1897 and
again in 1925 on grain and grain produate
leaving Calgary or Edmonton for pointe east.
That was turned down at the beginning of this
session. That being turned down, I then
endeavou-red f0 follow the matter up by asking
that furth.er powers be granted to the Board
of Railway Commissioners, to permit of fur-
ther appeals to them. It i.s well known. to
cvery hon. member of this, house, aind par-
ticularlv to those from British Columbia, that
British Columbia has spent thousands of
dollars ini appeals before the Board of Rail-
may Commissioners. The case hias also, been
before the governor in counoil flot only during
the terni of office of this governmnent but
during the tirne the iÀberal party was in
power. Every hon. member knows that British
Columbia lias failed in those appeals, andl we
have been told by the board that we cannot
hope to 5ucoeed by simply quoting thie Orows-
nest pas-s rates. It is futile for us Vo go before
that board uniess eome further powers ame
granted to if. 1 was sorry the freight rate bull
was turned down, and now it appeanr thuis bill
is going- Vo ha turned down-at least they
a.re blocking ifs going Vo committee where it
could be properly discused. 1 was noV making
a wild gucas at something when 1 introdueed
this bill. This is the recommendation. embodied
in the report of the Duncan commission, which
made a thorough investigation into the powers
of the Board of Railroad Commissioners and
who put it on record that that board lied fot
t he power to grant in the national intberest any
reduotion in freiglit rates, but that it was
desirable that they should' have that power.
Thot wao the recommendation of that comn-
mniwion; it did flot -emanate from myseif.

I notice that the hion. Minister of Râi.ways
in hie remarks paid particu.lax attention to the
second paragrapli but îgnored the first para-
graph entirely. It seems strange that hie left
that allone: ît looks s if there must ba some
good in that section. Ha should at ieaist have
allowed it f0 go to committee. But hae said
that this bill might interfere with the present
railway bull. That is one of the thiings I fear.
1 fear that when the presenct reilway bill
relating Vo the Canadian Pacific-Canadiaai
Nakional goes dnto effeet, freight ratS may
ha one of the matters f0 be contro'led by the
tribunal which is to ha set up, and if so the
matter wil1 ha very serious indeed.
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]Regarding the arguments miade by the hion.
memiber for East Algoma (Mr. Nicholson),
they were so childish and simple that I hate
to take up the tume of the house diseussing
them. Ha said this bill was designed to take
the control of freight rates away from. the
Board of ]Railway Commissioners. Whait
nonsense, Mr. Speaker! Surely no one would
advance that argument in ail serioumness. IV
is plain that the hon. member does flot know
as mucli about the Board of Railway Com-
missioners as 'ha does about timber and tumber
leases.

I should like to see this bill go to the com-
mittee, Mr. Speaker, where it could ha
amended if that was thought necessary. The
principle and the details of the bill were
recommended by the Duncan commission,
who went fully into the whole matter of the
powers of the Board of Railway Commis-
sioners. They recommrended that such powers
ha granted to that board. The bill is not
mandatory; the board would have aIl the
data before it. No one could go before the
board and hope to have an appeal granted
because of the fact that hae lived in some
remote district, and so pleaded for 'low freight
rates.

1 should like to have gone more extensively
into this question, but it is almost nine o'clock
so I will conclude by asking the government
even now to allow this measure to get second
reading and go to the committeea for further
discussion and, if necessary, amend-ment.

The bouse dividcd on the motion (Mr.
Reid) which wvas negatived on the following
division:

YEAS
Messrs:

Bertrand, Howden,
Bothwell, Macînnis,
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