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The MINISTER 0F RAIL WAYS AND
CA NALS. Yes, the provisions would apply.

Hon. Mr. HAGGART. They wouid corne
under the speciai provisions of this Bill
Just as If they had received their charter
under it and the argument of the hon, min-
Ister Is that If they came under this Bill
thp terrms of this Bill wouid apply to them
as to roiiing stock and as to the raiiway
equipment jnst as If the charter had been
Issued under this Act and this miglit effeet
their bonds.

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It cannot effect any existing con-
tract at ail. It does not apply to any ex-
Isting contract. How couid it affect any
existing contract by any possibllity ?

Mon. Mr. HAGGART. Thiat is just the
question.

The MINISTER 0F RAIL WAYS AND
CANALS. If so you conid neyer change the
iaw at ail.

Honi. Mr. HIAGGART. My argument is
this: Here is a raiiway, say, the Pontiac
and Pacific Junction Company, which bas
received a special charter. It. chooses, in-
stead of continuing under its special charter,
to corne under the provisions of this Bill
and ail its provisions in reference to rail-
ways wiii apply to that company and ai]
the other speciai provisions of its charter
are annuiled. It is just in the same posi-
tion as if it had receîved its entity under
this Bill.

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No, there is aothîng anaulied.
This Bill recognizes that any speciai privi-
loges or provisions or powers which have
beexi conferred upon a raiiway company by
any special Act are nlot taken away. They
continue. This is a generai railway Bill
which applies to ail railways, except where,
under a special Act there has been an ex-
ception f rom some inconsistent provisioa
nanied or power conferred. The General
Interpretation Act says:

The repeal of an Act, or the revocation of a
regulaf ion. at any time, shail not affect any
Act done or any right or right of action exist-
Ing, accruiag, accrued or estabished, or any
proceedings commenced Inan civil cause, before
the timne when such repeal or revocation takes
effect ;but the proceedings iu such case shall
be conforinable whea necessary, to the repeal-
ing %et or regulation.

M~r. BORDEN (Halifax). That is the
General Interpretation Act ?

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes. We could ixot change the
law at ail for any purpose without damaging
anyi)ody unless we couid do it in this way.

iMr. LANCASTER. We have a special
Interpretation clause ini this Bill and one ln
tie (ieneral Interpretation Act, and I would
like to ask the hon. minister whether these

do not more or iess confilct. The hon. min-
Ister lias quoted the General Interpretation
Act.

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That gives the effect of the re-
peal of a iaw.

Mr. LANCASTER. Would It not be better
to put ln the very words he bas nentioned
and to say that this Bill shahl not apply
except In such and sucb cases ? He says
it would not appiy to those companies
that are operating under their special
Acts. Wouid it not rend better If that par-
ticuhar exception were put Into the clause
thiat we are now passing 't

The MINISTER 0F RAIL WAYS AND
CANALS. We wouid have to put It Into
every clause in the Bill. Unhess the context
of any Act iacorporating a raiiway company,
or any special Act, requires otherwise, then,
these general provisions npphy. What more
could you possibly ask ?

On section 2, paragraph (aa)-
Hon. Mr. HAGGART. Yon extend this

t,' passengers as weli as to freight ?
The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. I want to make a change. I beg
to niove that we insert in place of ' tbe ex-
pression ' ' to charge,' the verb ' to charge.'
My hon. friend (Hon. Mr. Haggart) nsked
me whether we include passenger rates as
well as f reight rates. Certaiahy. We have
shiortened the expression. You wiii find
the word 'touls' as It Is defined.

Pnragraph (bb) reads :
The expression 'traffie ' means and includes

passengers and ail goods conveyed by rallways
and also all rollng stock.

I propose to strike ont the word 'expres-
sion' and insert 'verb.'

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Does my hon.
friend the minister think It a desirable
ameadment. I should think 'the word'
wouid be mach better, because later on you
wouid have to say 'the definýite article'
'the noun'1 and so on.

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not see aay objec-
tion to tbe word which my hou. friend (Mr.
Borden) thinks so ridiculous. I do not sec
why be should flot say thec verb 'charge'
shouid men such a tbing.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I neyer saw any
drafting just of that kind. It may make it
more definite bnt It is rather unusual.

Hon. Mr. TISDALE. lu the old law the
expression 'toli' or 'rate' was made to
apply to passengers, but in this section yoli
leave out the word 'passengers.'

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yon will fInd ha section (bb)
that the expression ' traffic'1 incindes pas-
sengers.
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