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8oud faith it is natural to suppose that
With all the companies interested it would

ave been possible to get assistance from

© three Governments and the city to
®nable them to build the bridge immedi-
ately, If the Pontiac Pacific Junction

Opany can build a bridge themselves
and can give us the facilities offered by the
Int_er rovincial Bridge Company I will be
Satisfied. We want a bridge that will be
Sufficient for public business, and which
Will pe open to all railway companies.

have laid the facts before the House, and

do not believe that they can be contro-
Verted, It does seem to me, however, to be
& violation of an agreement that should
Dot be allowed. The amendments I propose
Will do not harm if inserted in the Bill,
and they may do a great deal of good.

hey are copied from the Interprovincial
tidge Company’s charter, and if it was
Might to insert them there it certainly
annot be wrong to insert them in the Bill
DOw before us. 1 therefore move that the

ill be not now read the third time, but
that it be amended by adding the following
88 clauses 4 and B :(— )

“ Clause A.”

at"So soon as the said bridge over the Ottawa rivers
Or near the city of Ottawa, is completed and rea.dK
Or traffic, all trains of all railways connecting wit
“e Same, now constructed or hereafter to be con-
- wructed, and also the trains and cars of all companies
08e lines connect with the line of any company so
E‘;ﬂnectmiewith the said bridge and approaches, shall
Ve and be entitled to the same and equal rights and
%’i’l\’ﬂeges in the passage of the said bridge, and in
€ uge of the lines of railway of the company con-
eectngg therewith, so that no discriminationor prefer-
oxfme in the passage of the said bridge and in the use
th the lines of railway of the company connectm%
beerew“h! or in tariff rates for transportation, shal
by Inade in favor of or against any railway whose
Tains or business pass over the said bridge.”

¢ Clause B.”

a “In case of any disagreement as to the rights of
b:ly railway whose trains or business pass over the

<o ge, and the lines of railway of the company
pe Mnecting therewith, or as to the tariff rates to be

mi‘“ged in respect thereof, the same shall be deter-
Bed by the Railway Committee of the Privy Council
Provided in section eleven of ¢ The Railway Act.’”

{plON. Mr. DICKEY—I do mot think
ere can be any difficulty about this
matt?l‘ when I come to explain exactly
OW it stands. I do not euter into a dis-

Cussion of the merits of the Bill at all, but
With regard to this particular clause in
3mendment, My hon. friend who has
ghfll‘ge of the Bill has very properly and
Alrly said that he does not object to these
endments; on the contrary, he thinks

them perfectly right, but he says they
exist already in the charter of this com-
pany. Now that is the point. This gives
power to all railways connecting to have
the same rights and privileges in the use
of the said bridge. That power is given
by the Act which has been read, and no
other power as regards that part of the
matter, and the reason of it is gerf'ectly
obvious: there is no power to enable other
lines of railway to run their cars over the
railway which this company is authorized
to construct, connecting with the bridge,
for the obvious reason that at that time
the Pontiac Pacific Junction Railway
had no power to build a railway on this
side of the river at all to connect with
other railways. They had only power to
consiruct a bridge, but no power to con-
struct a short railway, as they now have,
around Nepean Point to connect with lines
on this side. Therefore, they had not this
additional power which I now read, “the
same and equal rights and privileges in the
passage of the said bridge and in the use of
the lines of railway of the company connect-
ing therewith.,” That is the material point,
80 that “no discrimination or preterence
in the passage of the said bridge and in
the use of the lines of railway of the com-
pany connecting therewith, or in tariff
rates for transportation, shall be made in
favor of or against any railway whose
trains or business pass over the said
bridge.” Gentlemen will see that if it is
necessary to have any legislation with re-
gard to the railway in connection with it,
these amendments will be absolutely ne-
cessary, for the simple reason that they are
not in the original charter clause at all :
and as they are not in the clause it is
right that they should be in the amend-
ment, and it is necessary, for this reason.
that the regulation of the powers for going
over the bridge is perfectly futile and use-
less, unless you extend those powers to the
railway which connects that bridge with
the existing lines of railway. The House
will see therefore that this is absolutely
necessary. It would be in vain that you
should leave them with a power which
they, undoubtedly, possess under the
charter, of having the same rights over the
bridge when they have not the right of
way over the railway to get to the bridge
itself and to the lines on the other side of
the river. That being plain, I think the
House will have no difficulty in accepting



