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3118 Bill under the circumstances? 1 think
0: should dismiss these 1,100 reasons at
iele frO{n our minds and deal with the
fro on its merits. The hon. gentleman
N Iclil Alma division said that one of the
0': dmental reasons why this Bill should
am Pass was that it was a Bill which
Weended the Railway Act; and he said
‘Sey ave amended this Railway Act
it nel'al times, and we think we have got
alo early perfect now and should leave it
of tnhe. It has become now, in the opinion
the € hon, gentleman and I presume in
genaplmon of a number of other hon.
nea .]Bmen who are interested in railways,
an dxfy perfect, and we should let it alone,
of th Or the future it must belike the laws
that'? Medes and Persians, but it happens
hay In the opinion of the petitioners who
© come to this House and the House of
sigI:mO"“’ and of many who have not
3 fed the petitions, the Railway Act is not
fofect now; and I should like to ask the
" herg %.’,entle:man from Alma why we are
Taily, It is not chiefly to take care of the
era)] a4y companies, for they have gen-
eirx taken very good care of
carg o0 Interests, and we have taken
Whiclff their interests in the legislation
is to 1 has beon passed ; but our business
Yepy ake care of the people at large. We
Present them, They are not represented
dire‘éotgnsel and by influential boards of
Sent, thrs’ and we are supposed to repre-
o jem. If it is found that, looking at
A ;“tel‘ests. of the public, the Railway
repr, ei Dot quite perfect, then it is our duty,
ore enting the public, to make the Act
sli ghtpel'fec't, if possible. There is not the
em:it objection to altering the law, if
are gor® the law better. Thatis what we
Olng every year. What is our Statute

of thee‘;*ery Year but simply anillustration
erfout act that the laws have not been
ttor " that we are trying to make them
beay 5, I think the Railway Act would
Sideg t‘ﬁlendment in other particulars be-
thig Billat before the House; but I think
Tosys ~—Which, by the way, is largely the
Rent)q of the ﬁamstaking efforts of the hon.
~i aman Who led this House last Session
8reat improvement in the law. The
bnsi‘ngemleman spoke of it as being the
8 of the (rovernment to introduce
of th: éﬂe%ure; but it is not the business
o are {:Vernment to do all the legislating.
legic) ere to represent the people and
5} ate; and, when we are satisfied

that amendments to the law are necessary,
the Governmeunt have no right to dictate
to us as to what we should do. Of course,
if legislation that is proposed by any mem-
ber of this House is repugnant to common
sense, or calculated to be injurious to the
public interests, then the Government will
have no difficulty, if they are hostile to it,
in securing a majority to defeat it; but, if
the legislation proposed by a member of
this House is in the public interest, I
think it would be very much to the dis-
credit of this House if they should
reject that legislation, simply because
the Government do not happen to fancy
it. But, in the present instance, I do
not understand that the Government are
hostile to the proposed legislation. The hon,
gentleman from Alma says that we have
a Railway Committee of the Privy Coun-
cil, and if there is anything wrong about
the law they can make it all right, but
the Railway Committee of the Privy Coun-
cil cannot alter the law ; they simply act
under the law. The hon. gentleman, at a
later stage, undertook to say that the pre-
sent plan of doing things was quite satis-
factory—that the Railway Committee of
the Privy Council would look after the
Eublic intevest in every case. That may

e perfectly true where the country
affected is in the vicinity of the capital ; but
it is not true as to more remote portions
of the Dominion. It is all very well for
the hon. gentleman to talk about coming
to the Railway Committee of the Privy
Council ; but suppose a difficulty arises in
British Columbia, it is a very serious thing
for a municipality to send a delegate or
professional man all the way to Ottawa
for the purpose of presenting their view
of the matter before the Railway Com-
mittee of the Privy Council. It is not
difficult for the railway company, because
the railway companies, as a rule, have their
solicitors on the spot. There is no gentle-
man here who has so little experience as
not to know that the idea of any private
individual or any poor municipality un-
dertaking to go into litigation with a
powerful railway company is almost
absurd. It means entering upon inter-
minable litigation. The hon. gentlemen -
who are opposed to this Bill have not put
the matter fairly before the House. Their
%peeches leave the impression that the

ill enables municipalities to worry and
annoy railway companies. If any hon.



